
24 April, l075 

T. Richard Tarn, President 
Conservation Council of New Brunswick 
CP/Box 541 
Fredericton, New Brunswick 
E3E 5A6 

Dear Yr. Tarn 

!ly apologies for not answering your letter of "arch 10th, 
earlier than now. As John Low is no longer on the CELA staff, 
Something of a hiatus developed in answering mail originally 
'addressed.to him. Be that as it nay, T hope the enclosed 
cony of our brief on environrental assess,-ent to tr. r)7,.t:;rio 
rovernrent comec, at a -tic vl-er .Trou ray still lo n',1c to rai,.e. 
usc of it. 

You 	 C 	" 	 -lytf-Cf 	 1 1 1  

environwental 	 U', 1C Tart1c1');1t407-,  
ffrnt r 	ntr' 1  to 	 f,ovorflrnt 	 1'7. 

u9Cated our 	 Anril r77 	 1 1 
null/shod as nart 	1=er stwly on ouvirt-7 1 — 
reform in Canada, ';',1efull-7-'eforo ti' brr...! of 
you are intorested in our 7ode1 hill, perhar: a s.zya cou' 
•be nrraned for .other publications put out "bv your Counil_. 

-We've read recent press accounts of tYe Point 1.p1-1-(,ru 
nuclear Proposal for 71ew 0runswic1.. and the nori:eliat 
eleventh hour hearings that are beinp, or have 1,ecn 11011 
on the project bv neld Lopie, chairman of the Fnvirorrent 
Canada assessment Panel. Dr. Logic was recently in Toronto • 
for an address before the Air Pollution Control Association, 
and he reiterated the views expressed in the Qttawa Citizen 
article I an enclosing for your information. 

on its surface it would.. seen that the discrepancy between 
Jeanne Sauve's remarks that "the panel pas to look at each 
proiect in the early planning stage" and Richard ratfield's 
remarks that "the Point Lepreau project is well past the 
early planning stages" put Dr. Logle's efforts in an 
untenable  positchon. If the federal government was serious 
about the process working Dr. Logic's hearings would have 
been held before the Atomic Energy Control Board's site 
approval and 450  million committmett to a go decision. Then 
If "r. latfield was intent on his particular views Environ-
ment Canada could recommend 171th-holding all federal monies 
until such time as the legitimate concerns raised at a 
Panel bearing were resolved and all informatIon of relevance 
in the public domain. 
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Of course, we all know where Environment stands in the
a
Cehinet pecking order. 

Still, unless Dr. Logie's decision to hold a hearing/Yo demonstrate the futility 
of holding a hearing under such circumstances to the public, he should have 
refused to hold a hearing at all, and the Department of Environment make public 
its reasons for doing so. 

We would be interested in obtaining other Information on the Point. Lepreau project. 
For example, is it true as indicated in the Citizen article, that a preliminary 
assessment was to be used at the Panel hearing  as  a basis,sall by itself; for 
determining whether there would te gross environmental damage? 

What Sorts of alternatives,  if any, were the proponents(i presume N.B. Flectric 
Poor Comission) mabinr7 available  to the hearing.? Sites only? Energy conservation 
or alternative energy sources? Nothing? 

Any further information or news clippings you could mal:e available to our organiza-
tion on this project, would he apprktlibee. 

Yours very truly, 
CANADIAN 17.4VIT-z(V.'.7---7."L 1JC .NSS`:;C.IATIo 

J.F. Castr' 

P.('. As You may bo al 	[hc ontarion government recently taLlbdI1ll 14, The 
Environmental. Asqes-mont Act, 117% It ignorei all tLe major recommendations 
we ra0, , and that were sunnorted ly numerous nron-s around the nrovince(see 
enclose(' 1:rochnre.) I'm orclosinr a cony of nn ,nt4cle 	-rote at a tine 
when It looTel: 111  e te -overnrerit ;ill crq n(yor poino to 1'e forthcoming. 
Perhaps it may le of apsistance to ,Tou as ,7o1). JnFin^ from the government's 
bill rational discourse on riFhts to envilov-entpl protection is far from 
sufficient. 

Hope tp hear  from yon. 
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