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December 22, 1992

MEMORANDUM

TO: - Great Lakes United Board of Dlrectors
FROM: Terry L. Yonker
RE: January 15-17, 1993, Board of Directors Meeting

Enclosed please find an agenda for the January 15-17, 1993, Board
of Directors Meeting in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. On.the back of the
agenda is a map to the Quality Inn Airport where we will be

' meeting.

Also enclosed are several add1t10nal items of information for
your rev1eW°

* ‘Memo from Karen Murphy re: Canada's National Pollutant
Release Inventory ' '
* Memo from Jeanne Jabanoski re: draft strategy document
-k CC of letter to Bruce Kershner and Karen Murphy from
Katherine Kenwell ‘
* Miscellaneous newsclippings

T
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State Umvers1ty College at Buffalo, Cassety Hall e 1300 ElImwood Avenue, Buffalo, New York 14222

(716) 886-0142
Canadlan Address: P.O. Box 548 Station A © Windsor, Ontario N9A 6M6

€4 .



GREAT LAKES UNITED
BOARD OF DIRECTORS'S MEETING

January 15-17, 1993
Milwaukee, Wisconsin

AGENDA

Friday Evening

7:30 Meeting with the Public/Press
Presentation on the Snow Forest-Chris Clark
Presentation on Lake Michigan Issues-Kathy Bero (tent.)

Saturday Morning

8:00 Coffee, Tea, Juice

8:30 Announcements and Communications
President's Report
Executive Director's Report
Treasurer's Reports
Salaries and Benefits
FY 93 Budget-Canada

12:00 Lunch

1:00 FY 93 Budget-US

Executive Committee Report on Goals and Objectives

Fund Ralslng (Past due members, Bequests, Airline
refunds, Bookstore proposal, Grants,
Combined giving campaigns, Belden
‘proposal, corporate campaign (water
users))

Grant Status (Including new proposals)

4:30 Recess
Sunday Morning

8:00 Coffee, Tea, Juice _
8:30 Labor Environment Task Force-GATT/NAFTA & GLU
Annual Meeting 7 :
IJC Lake Levels Study Briefing
~Michigan RAP's Briefing
Other (Please communicate agenda items to the GLU
Office by January 5th, if possible) .

Noon Adjourn
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Memorandum

TO: Board Members

FROM: Karen :

DATE: December 21, 1992

RE: Canada's National @Pollutant
Release Inventory.

I'm writing this brief memo to bring you up-to-date on the National
Pollutant Release Inventory in Canada. Under the Green Plan the
Canadian Federal Government committed to develop a public. release
inventory. We call this the Federal Community Right-to-Know
program. In the fall of 1991 the Federal Government set up a
multi-stakeholder committee to work out the details of the program,
such as who would be required to report, what chemicals would be
covered, and what information would be reported. Several GLU Board
Members participated . on the committee including John Jackson, Rlck
Coronado, Bruce Walker, and Paul Muldoon.

Great Lakes United received a grant from the Laidlaw Foundation to
conduct research, develop *an. environmental position paper, and
conduct some initial education and outreach on this program. oOur
initial interest in the NPRI was really an outgrowth of our work on
pollutlon prevention. Getting information on polluters in canada

- is difficult, the NPRI offered the potential for an 1ncred1ble new_ .

tool for env1ronmental and " labour act1v1sts.

GLU provided: research' support to environmental and labour
representatives on the Multi-Stakeholder Committee. In addition,
we developed an advisory committee of right-to-know and toxic use
reduction experts to review position papers and provide additional
assistance on difficult questions. We also developed an action
alert and a series of fact sheets that were distributed nationally
through the Canadian Environmental Network committee working on the
National Pollutant Release Inventory, -as well as in Ontario and
Quebec. We also developed a national environmental position paper
on the National Pollutant Release Inventory. We worked closely
with the Canadian Environmental Network NPRI committee to develop
any position papers and educatlonal materlals. :

I have enclosed a "copy. of the pos1tlon paper and the letters of
support that we received from members of the Canadian Environmental

‘Network Citizen's Committee working on the National Pollutant

Release Inventory.

‘The Multi-Stakeholder Committee is submitting final recommendations,

to the Environment Minister in early January. We will be
submitting our position paper in January and sending out another
round of action alerts to activists in Ontario and Quebec. (CEN

members will be sending the action alert to their members across

Canada.) We will also be developing a media strategy for the month
of January. There are many unresolved issues that are going before
the Minister in January. The decisions made at this time will be
critical to the program and to the community's right to know.



-Qciété pour Vaincre la Pollution | SVP
., 65 Place d'Nvmes V

atréal, Québec
Y 369,

- Montreal, November 3@ 1992

Nathan Gilbert

958 Yonge st., suite 70@
Toranta, ant.
MAW 274

Dear Mr. Gilhert,

. The Société pour Vaincre 1la follution (§VP) addresses this
letter to you in support of the great work that Great Lakes
United has conducted on the propased National Pollutants Release

" Inventory (NPRI). SVP is aware that the Laidlaw Foundation has
supported Great Lakes United to conduct NPRI-related'activities
based on research and communication that were directly beneficial
to nan—governmental organizations nationwide and, we believe, ta -
the population at large. : .

We are most thankful to Great Lakes United far keeping SVP
caonstantly informed on the evolution of the Multi-Stakeholder
Advisory Committee discussions, +for praviding 6VP with ample
background information to promote regional dissemination aof the
NPRI concept, for networking SVP and the  environmental groups
nationwide and ’helping them to undertake a concerted advocacy
mandate. . _ . .
- s

. Elnafty SVP ms canvinced that without the research and
caaordinating ffnrts of Great Lakes United on the NPRI, this
important fedetal ‘initiative would have heen greatly amputated of
any publie input.

SVP prafoundly believes in the potential use of the NPRI as
an information and pollution prevention tool, consequently, we

wish to extend our thanks to yau for fundlng Great Lakes
United’'s work on this prOJect throughout the past year.

Yours sincerely,

Co—president

e~

Daniel Green
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BY FACSIMILE "11[ig§!j;¢;¢w;{~[ﬁeﬂ-" e e

Laldlaw Foundatlonf“”
950 Yonge 5t. . - : i o o E
v Toronto, Cnt. .. ' . S ‘
- FAX 416-752-1149 . . L
Attention: T ,}'. ' : . :

RE:‘ Great Lakes Un1ted - NPRI

-_The W1ndsor & Dlstmlct Labour Counc11 Env1ronment Commlttee, o
"CAW Local 444 Environment Commlttee, and the Windsor and Dlstrlct :
Labour/Env1ronmént Project, ‘are most gratified with the a551stance
~and in depth research.of Great Lakes United regardlng the Natlonaln
Follutant Release Inventory (NPRI) pos1t1on paper.. .
., S fo L
o at sales Unlted was 1nstrumsntal in organlzlng commentary, and-:gf :
1ncreas1ng the awareness of: thts ‘most important-national proj ct.},_-\:
Their - work . was ‘necessdry, - ‘timely: and.-instrumental .in:'putting - .
. forward.tlie collective comments' and position’ of the Canadlan ENGO
and labour representat1ves ) : '
-Furthermore, beeause of the work ‘of .Great Lakes Unlted ‘the- NPRI .
" has. the potential \to be a’ most effective -national regulatory""
process for access/bletpubllc information on the use'and release of"
manufaet;ggg/gheﬁical substances in Canada.’ With this type  of
- information Canadians will be able to develop effective pollutlon
vprevenglon action plans at the local ~-regional and national levels.

We recognize the value of the labour and environmental coalition -
for pollution preventlon initiatives, " and . the " invaluable
contribution of our brothers and sisters in the environmental
movement. - Increasingly our collective efforts,are winning -the
"struggle - agalnst corporate 1nert1a to social change and = the
realigzation of what we recognlze as our last great flght to save
the planet f01 all spe01es.

ASinéerely,

Ricl
Coordinator
WDLEP ‘

; 2 ERIE STREET WEST. WINDSGR. ONTARIO NYA 837 < - TELEPHONE & FAX (519) 255-1616
" D o

.
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N ational Pollutants Release Inventory (NFRI) wgric .

Dear Mr. Gilbert:

P.O. Box 1289, Stn. B, Ottawa, Ontario K1P 5R3 I C.P. 1289, Suce. B, Ottawa (Ontario) K1P 6R3
* Tek: (613) 663-2078 SR o , , Téléphone: (613) 563-2078
Fax: (613) 565-7256" : . Télécopieur: (613) 563.7236
WEB: cen, : ' ] : WEB: cen
~ Nathan Gilbert , " 'December 1, 1992

Executive Director ' . o '

Laidlaw Foundation .

950 Yonge St., Suite 700

Toronto, Ontario

M4wW 2J4

Re; Laidlaw Grant to Great Lakes United for

We are wﬁting this letter in support of the efforts put forth by Great Lakes United -

(GLU) around the upcoming National Pollutants Release Inventory. The Canadian

Environmental Network (CEN), a national network of almost 2000 envirormental

groups, facilitates communication among groups and with government.

In June of 1992, our network was awarded a-contract with Environment Canada to_

organize & national meeting of environmental groups participants around the NFRL ‘The

contract was very limited with regard to issue work and follow-up. The grant your.

foundation awarded: to GLU enabled a tremendous amount of Issue work to. be done -

after the meeting which otherwise would have not occurred.

GLU's position papers and action alerts were a perfect complement fo the organizing

framewotk that the CEN was able to provide. This has allowed for effective advocacy

to take place which should pro?‘d/e for a strengthened, more accountable NPRI program. -

In fact, GLU's work continues as the NPRI Citizen's Steering Comrrﬁftee‘(made up of

- representatives from the CEN's meeting) and other environmental groups prepare to

sign on-and release the final GLU position paper on NPRI

We hope that your foundation will continue to éup}io'rt Great Lakes United and other
environmental groups in the invaluable work they do. ‘ o

- Sincerely,

Craig Boljkovac | '

Caucus/Consultation Coordinator
Canadian Environmental Network -

N
:‘?1’\:7



TOXICS WATCH

cproject:

November 28, 1992

Mr. Nathan Gilbert
Exeoutive Director

Laidlaw Foundation

850 Yonge Street, Suite 700
Toronto, Ontario M4W 2J4

 Dear Mr. Gilbert:

The continued prominence of environmental/pollution issues on the .
public agenda exemplifies the need for detailed and credibie
reporting of toxic chemical use and emissions. This information
has not been readily availsble in the past, or has often been
treated with scepticism and discounted because of the information
source. An initiative like the NPRI must, therefore; be well
designed and implemented in a fashion that will instill both
~community confidence and credibility. .

Yours Sincerely,

Myles agawa

Toxics Watch Society of Alberts

Co-chair, Toxics/Waste Avoidance Caucus, Alberta Environmental
Netwaork ' :

10511 saskdfchewdn drive, edmonton, aiberta Té6éE 451 teiephone 438-8711¢




Murray James Mollard
Barrister & Solicitor
725 Hawks A venue -

.Vancouver, B.C.
V6A 312

(604) 255-6675

November 26,1992

Nathan Gilbert
Executive Director
Laidlaw Foundation
700 - 950 Yonge Street
- Torontd, Ontario
MAW 2J4

- Dear Mr. Gilbert: . ‘ : - N
RE: .Great Lakes United gesearch and NPRI

. I am writing 10 you to commend the work of Great Lakes United .in irs research on the
proposed National Pollutant Release Inventory. I understand that the Laidlaw Foundation
provided vital financial support for the work undertaken by Great Lakes United in the -
past year. Without your contribution, unponant research into tlns federal inidative
would have been incomplete. .

As you -know, the proposed National Pollutant Release Inventory will provide important
data for a variety of purposes including pollution prevention .and public access o

information on industrial activities that impact local communities, The NPRI will =

- establish an important tool for implementing the goal of -ecologically sustdinable

development. Such a proposal however does not become reality overnight. Any such .

initiative will only be successful in- its development with the full participation of a
representative range of affected stakeholders. As a lawyer interested in environmental
protection, the work of Great lakes United has been invaluable to me in defining the
goals of NPRI and developing suggestions for its framework. Furthermore, Great Lakes
United has worked to ensure that environmentsl non-governmental- organizations are
aware of the federal proposa]s and has sought input from these various. groups to_ .
articulate a desuable vision for the NPRIL , ,

I thank you for your support of Great Lakes Umted in its efforts to facxhtate resea.rch into
the NPRL If you have any questions, please feel free to call me.

YOurS sincerely,

P S

Murray Mollard



11-27-1992 @i 49FH FROM STOF : ' TG 1716856W303 P.&1

e Lcolagiste  Environmental Group
e StFerdinand (Méro FlaceStHonrd)
bl Qub 14 212 (514} 932-7267

27 November 1992

Mr. Nathan Gilbert
Executive Director
Laidlaw Foundation

950 Yonge St., #700
Toronto, . Ont. MAW 2J4

Re: $10,000 grant to Great Lakes United .

Dear Sir:

STOP s a non-profit citizens' environmental group based in -

‘Montreal. STOP is represented on Environment Canada's multistakeholder

advisory committee pertaining to the National Pollutant Release
Inventory (NPRI) and we are aware of the efforts of Great Lakes United
in this regard. ‘ ' o

H v

STOP believes that Great Lakes United, and Karen Murphy
in particular, have done excellent work in assisting environmental
groups in the development of position papers. Great Lakes United
is also playing a pivotal role in the preparation of fact sheets,
along with other public outreach activities. '

1 would encourage the Laidlaw Foundation to continue {ts
support of the NPRI Project of Great Lakes United.

Sincerely yours, L

Bruce Walker
- President

STOP -

716 St-Ferdinand St.
Montré&al, Québec  H4C 272

(514)-932-7267 phone & fax

¢.¢c. Great Lakes United



NATIONAL POLLUTANT RELEASE INVENTORY
CITIZENS’ CAUCUS |

RESPONSE TO THE
MULTI STAKEHOLDER ADVISORY CONIMITTEE
REPORT ON

THE NATIONAL POLLUTANT RELEASE INVENTORY

November 11, 1992

INTRODUCTION .

- Each year millions of kilograms of pollutants are released into the environment and workplaces
in Canada. These pollutants are released into the air around our communities, into waters that
we bath in and drink from, and on to our land. On any given day substances that have the
potential to cause catastrophic accidents, such as the one that occurred in Bhopal, India in 1984,

are stored at industrial and municipal facilities across the nation that are near schools and -
residential areas.

Canadian citizens should have the right to know about threats posed by the use of hazardous

chemicals in their communities. Citizens and workers -- all of us -- routinely bear the burden of
toxic chemical exposures and costs. We are exposed to hazards caused by the storage, use and
releases of hazardous chemicals. We suffer personal tragedies such as health problems and the
loss of family and friends. Our tax dollars support the cleanup of sites contaminated by
hazardous chemicals and the treatment of hazardous wastes. Our tax dollars pay for the health’
care system that treats workers and community members poisoned by chemicals. Knowledge of
the presence of hazardous chemicals in a community is fundamental to decision-making in all
parts and levels of government, from municipal discussions about land use to federal and
- provincial environmental protection programmes.

Unfortunately, we do not now have a right to know programme in Canada. Data on use and
emissions are gathered through many different programmes. These data, however, are
inconsistent and not readily available to the public. Indeed, most of the data gathered on a plant-
specific basis are not available to the public because of confidentiality provisions. We have a
workplace right to know programme called the Workplace Hazardous Material Information System
(WHMIS). A comprehensive right-to-know programme would not supplant the WHMIS programme.
Rather it would provide community members access to information that workers now receive, as
well as, provide additional information to both workers and community members.

The National Pollutant Release Inventory (NPRI) is a strong step by the federal government to
develop a public right to know programme. We fully support and applaud the development of the
National Pollutant Release Inventory. We are particularly pleased with the progress that has been
made in the last year to get this programme off the ground and to initiate reporting for 1993. We
look forward to continuing to work with the federal government to expand and strengthen this
programme.



In October the Multi-Stakeholder Advisory Committee (established in the fall of 1991 to develop
a programme proposal for the Minister on the NPRI) released an initial draft report on the NPRI.
This report detailed areas of consensus and areas that are unresolved. Through the Canadian
Environmental Network a caucus of environmental representatives from across Canada was
established to review proposals on the NPRI and to provide guidance to environmental
representatives on the Multi-Stakeholder Advisory Committee. The caucus has developed this
position paper in response to the MSAC document released in late October for public review.

L PURPOSE

In our introductory paragraphs we described the need for a comprehensive right to know
programme. The rationale for a right to know programme is multi-faceted. We feel that the
_ purpose of the NPRI, as described in the Multi-Stakeholder Advisory Committee report, does not
go far enough and should be expanded. '

« RECOMMENDATIONS

a) The purpose of this programme should be to provide citizens and workers
with information on the use, storage, release and management of hazardous
chemicals in their communities and workplaces.

b) The NPRI should be used to track pollution prevention, toxics use reductwn,
and the management of hazardous chemicals. (Toxics use reduction means
in plant process changes in production processes or raw materials that
reduce, avoid, or eliminate the use of toxic or hazardous substances per unit
of product. Pollution prevention means the same thing but may be applied
to a broader spectrum of industrial sectors such as agriculture. Toxics use
reduction and pollution prevention do not include such things as out of
process recycling, incineration, and the transfer ofwastefrom one medium
to another.)

g The NPRI should be used to obtain information critical to emergency response
and accident prevention.

1I. PUBLIC ACCESS TO NPRI INFORMATION

One of the major goals of the NPRI is to provide individuals and public interest groups the right
to know about the presence and release of toxic substances in their communities, within their
regions and provinces or territorles, and across the country. To achieve this goal, NPRI must
focus not just on the gathering and compiling of data, but also on the methods for making the
data available to the public.

+RECOMMENDATIONS
a) The followmg principles Should gu:de public access to NPRI data:

NPRI information should be available on a site specific basis.

. NPRI data should be available in raw data form.

. NPRI data should be made available to the public in
appropriately aggregated forms.
NPRI information should be as current as possible.

' NPRI information should be easy for the public to understand

2



and interpret.

. The NPRI database should be comprehensive, making all
relevant information available to the public at one place.

. The publi¢ must have access to computerized and hard copy
NPRI data without incurring substantial cost.

. The NPRI information should be easily accessible to people.
It should be available at the local level. It should be
available in hard copy and on computer disk. - .

b) These principles can be implemented through the following mechanisms:

. The federal government should support a public education
programme that could include the preparation of a citizens’ .
guide, an NPRI newsletter, advertising, training workshops,
and a toll free number to respond to requests for information.

. The NPRI should be available at municipal and university
libraries, regional provincial ministry of the enwironment
offices and at regional Enwironment Canada offices. People
should be able to gain access to the NPRI database without
cost at these locations.

. The federal government should facilitate access to and use of
the computer database by citizens and community
organizations.

III. CANADIAN ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ACT AS A LEGAL
INSTRUMENT FOR THE NATIONAL POLLUTANT RELEASE INVENTORY

In order to become a right to know programme, the National Pollutant Release Inventory should
have a legal framework that supports this function. The goals of the Canadian Environmental
Protection Act (CEPA) and the National Pollutant Release Inventory are different. CEPA is
designed to assess and regulate toxic substances; the NPRI is designed to provide information to
the public on the release (and we feel the use and storage) of toxic chemicals. -

Because of the differences in the fundamental purposes of these two programmes, the use of CEPA
as the legal framework for the NPRI may impede the consistent and successful implementation
of the inventory. For example, long-term resources for the NPRI may fluctuate from year to year
because the programme is not expressly legislated. In addition, itis unclear whether under CEPA
the NPRI could require reporting on Schedule I CEPA substances (those substances that have
been found to be toxic).

However, most troubling are the Confidential Business Information provisions under CEPA. These
provisions threaten to undermine the fundamental purpose of the programme -- to provide
information to the public on a site specific basis. Under current CEFA provisions a facility
required to report under the NPRI would have the opportunity to invoke CEPA's confidentiality
provisions. These provisions provide that those submitting information can also submit a request
that information be kept confidential. The information is then not to be disclosed, except in
aggregated form, unless the information fits into one of the exceptions. In short, a presumption
is made that the information should be kept confidential. In a public right-to-know programme
the presumption should be that all information submitted by a company is public unless the
company can substantiate a need for confidentiality. Unless this basic premise is changed, the
NPRI will never achieve its mandate.



- RECOMMENDATIONS
a The Federal Minister of the Enwironment should immediately institute
measures that will ensure that public access to the NPRI is not thwarted by

CEPA confidentiality provisions.
b) NPRI should be mandated through legislation specifically referring to it.

IV. INFORMATION REPORTED UNDER NPRI

In order to fulfil the functions of right-to-know, i.e., tracking pollution prevention, and providing
information necessary to emergency response and accident prevention, the National Pollutant
Release Inventory should report information in addition to releases of NPRI substances.
Environmental organizations feel that information on the use and management of toxic chemicals
and the storage of extremely hazardous substances should be included in the NPRI. Speclﬁcally
we recommend that the following information be included in the NPRI:

. hazardous substance use

. releases of hazardous substances

. on-site transfers of hazardous substances and wastes

. substances with potential to cause catastrophic accidents

. NPRI substances transferred into product

A. HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE USE INFORMATION

Increasingly there is consensus amongst decision-makers and the public that our pollution
. prevention efforts must move from an emphasis on controlling releases at the end of the pipe, to -
reducing the use and production of toxic substances. The focus that we have had for the past
twenty years has led to progress, but it has failed to go as far as we need to go because of the

shuffling of toxics that occurs -- a shuffling sometimes referred to as the toxic shell game.

~ This shuffling occurs in several ways: among air, water and land; from direct discharges to the
environment into products, which release hazardous substances into the environment when they
are used or disposed of; from one location to another as we catch them in one place and ship them

somewhere else for recycling or disposal where they are released into the environment; and from
the community’s environment to the workplace.

This shufiling, and the fact that we know so little about the impact of industrial chemicals on the
environment, has led the International Joint Commission, scientists, and decision-makers to
conclude that we need to reduce our use of toxic substances and eliminate the use and production
of persistent toxic substances.

In order to track reductions in the use of toxic chemicals, we need to know what has gone into the

plant at the start; what is being emitted as waste prior to treatment, reuse, energy recovery,

recycling or disposal; what toxic chemicals are being consumed either in the process or in the

- product; and what is being emitted. In other words, a simple materials flow accounting is required
to understand the reasons for reductions. With this information, citizens, workers, and
governments can determine whether an industry is making real strides to reduce their reliance
on toxic chemicals or whether the reductions the industry is claiming are phantom reductions

(phantom reductions could encompass such things as production changes and changes in
estimation techniques) or waste reductions.



Many "release reduction” activities are not pollution prevention or source reduction or toxics use
reduction, they are waste reduction measures. It is legitimate and important for citizens and
decision-makers to know what are pollution prevention reductions and what are waste reductions.

Reporting this information through the NPRI can serve a number of useful purposes. First,
requiring companies to take a materials accounting approach to reporting ensures that their
reporting on emissions (particularly fugitive emissions) is more accurate. Secondly; tracking the
use of toxic substances encourages users of toxic substances to focus on use reduction rather
than release reduction. Thirdly, this type of reporting increases public awareness of toxic
substances handled by workers, incorporated into consumer products, transported over

- neighbourhood roads, rails and waterways, and stored in communities. Finally, by having the - -

ability to distinguish between waste reduction measures and pollution prevention measures,
government, citizens, workers and industries will develop a better understanding of the capacity
for change within industrial sectors and how this change can be achieved. _

Some problems have been raised by industry regarding the collection of materials flow data. A
major one is the potential for conflict with business confidentiality. Confidentiality is addressed
in depth in the issue paper developed by John Jackson entitled "A Toxlcs Use Inventory for
Canada” (September 1992). Given the examples from the United States (i.e., Massachusetts and
New Jersey) we feel that the issue of confidentiality is surmountable. :

- RECOMMENDATIONS :

a) The NPRI should include information on the use of toxic chemicals at
facilities. Companies should be required to report on the total quantity of a .
hazardous chemical that is manufactured, processed, used, and generated
as by-product prior to any treatment, handling, transfer or release, and
report the amount of that substance consumed, recycled or transferred in or
as product. This information should be provided on a unit of production
basis in order to be able to track the amount of substance used in relation
to the amount of production at the facility from year to year.

b) In order to obtain a better understanding of progress being made to reduce
a facility’s reliance on toxic chemicals, facilities should be required to report
percentage reductions or increases of a taxic chemical that each production -
unit at a facility uses, incorporates into products, or generates as nonproduct
output (nonproduct output refers to the NPRI substance remaining at the end
of the process prior to treatment, recovery, reuse, recycling or disposal). This

-reporting should be done on a unit of production basis and the amounts of
chemicals used should be expressed in ranges in order to broadly assess the
size of any reductions or increases in the use of chemicals.

c) Companies should report the types of pollution prevention techniques utilized
to reduce their use of toxic substances.
B. RELEASE REPORTING
The Multi-Stakeholder Advisory Committee has developed a comprehensive release reporting

system for the NPRI that we fully support. We feel that some additional items should be included
in the release reporting regime.



In the MSAC report several issues are identified as unresolved including identification of receiving
waterbodies, production activity index, reporting on source reduction activities, and minimum
reportable releases. Some of these issues have been addressed in our previous recommendations
so we will only focus on a few key points at this time.

Environmental organizations feel that receiving waterbodies should be reported under the NPRI.
Citizens living in communities across Canada should know, and will want to know, where toxic
substances are being released. Municipal and local governments may want to use the information
to post bathing and fishing warnings. Information on toxic substances entering waterways will
be important for local and provincial decision-making. It would also be useful if the database can

be configured in such a way that information can be arranged and extracted on a watershed basis. -

In our section on including use information in the database we recommended that materials flow
information be reported on a facility-wide basis and specific information on chemical use
reductions and increases should be reported on a production unit basis. Information on the

quantity of substance used for each type of use (e.g. reactant) could augment the use information -

and provide greater insight into pollution prevention initiatives being undertaken at facilities.

« RECOMMENDATIONS
- a) We support the MSAC recomumendations that the amount of each NPRI toxic
chemical released to air (via stack and: fugitive emissions), land and water
" (including sewers and municipal incinerators) should be reported.
b) The NPRI report should specify the receiving water body or bodies.
c Information on the quantity of substance used for each type of use (e.g.
' reactant) should be reported under the NPRI.
d) Reporting on a unit of production basis should be required in order to
determine the influence of production changes on reductions in the use of
toxic chemicals. v :

C. ON-SITE TRANSFERS OF HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES AND WASTES

Companies transfer wastes to facilities both on-site and off-site for treatrnent and disposal. These

wastes may be burned for energy recovery or to destroy them; they may be recycled; or they may
bedisposed. In order to assess whether toxic chemical use and the production of wastes are being
reduced, we need to know the amounts of wastes that are being transferred prior to any
treatment, recycling or disposal whether it be on-site at the facility or at a facility off-site.

Environmentalists feel strongly that information on total nonproduct output of a chemical should
be reported regardless of whether the material is being treated or disposed on-site or off-site. In
addition, the specific waste management techniques used on-site and off-site to treat, reuse,
recycle, recover, or dispose of the substance should be reported. We make this recommendation
based on the need to make the database consistent, to provide the public with accurate
information, and to draw clear distinctions. between pollution prevention activities and waste

reduction activities. In addition, requiring reporting of NPRI chermicals transferred for treatment,

recycling, reuse, recovery, or disposal on-site would make the database consistent with the United
States Toxic Release Inventory. This consistency would enhance data comparisons in those areas
-- such as the Great Lakes -- where the two countries share ecosystems.




+ RECOMMENDATIONS

a) Facilities should be required to report on the amount of each NPRI substance
generated as nonproduct output regardless of whether that substance is
transferred on-site or off-site. In addition, companies should specify the
amount of materials sent on-site and off-site for treatment, reuse, recovery,
recycling, or disposal. ‘

b) Facilities should specifically report where the material is sent and the
methods used for treatment, reuse, recycling, recovery, or disposal.

D. SUBSTANCES WITH POTENTIAL TO CAUSE CATASTROPHIC ACCIDENTS

Facilities all across the country store and use hazardous chemicals that, when released
accidentally have the potential to cause catastrophic accidents such as the one that occurred in
Bhopal India. Information on the storage of these materials is critical for responding to
emergencies and preparing emergency response and accident prevention plans.

~ Presently, thereis no comprehensive reporting mechanism that would inform local, provincial and
federal decision-makers and citizens about the storage of substances that have the potential to
cause catastrophic accidents. The Major Industrial Accidents Council of Canada is evaluating
lists of these chemicals and possible reporting thresholds. MIACC is a useful instrument for
coordinating multi-stakeholder discussions about emergency prevention and response. However,
MIACC cannot mandate programmes. The NPRI citizens’ caucus believes that as a first step in
preventing and responding to accidents, mandatory reporting on the storage of substances that
have the potential to cause catastrophic accidents should be included in the NPRI.

« RECOMMENDATIONS

a) Erwironment Canada should identify a list of substances that have the
potential to cause catastrophic accidents if accidentally released. Reporting
thresholds should be established that reflect the quantities that could cause

b) Facilities that meet or exceed these thresholds should be required to report
the maximum quantity of the chemical stored on site on any gwen day and
the average amount stored in a day.

o) This information should be distributed to local fire departments, medical
officers of health, and city clerks, and be made available to the public.

E. NPRI SUBSTANCES TRANSFERRED INTO PRODUCT

Caucus members believe that information on the transfer of NPRI substances into product is
important for two reasons. First, these chemicals may be released to the environment later as the
product is used or disposed. Secondly, this information is critical to assessing the effectiveness
of pollution prevention programmes. ' .

« RECOMMENDATIONS
a) Transfers of NPRI substances into products should be included in the '
database.



V. REPORTING CONDITIONS

The citizens’ caucus supports the establishment of reporting conditions based on the
manufacture, use and production of a chemical However, the caucus believes that the 10,000
kilogram threshold is too high. We believe that the threshold should be 5,000 kilograms for all
uses. Thresholds used in the United States Toxic Release Inventory are approximately 10,000
kilograms for substances that are manufactured or processed and approximately 5,000 kilograms
for chemicals that are otherwise used. We assume that the rationale for the higher threshold for
manufacturing and processing in the U.S. is based on the assumption that large quantities of
Toxic Release Inventory chemicals are incorporated into the product and are, therefore, not
considered a release. We believe that chemicals incorporated into product will eventually be -
released into the environment and, therefore, a higher threshold for these activities does not make

enwromnental sense.

The caucus does not support the ten employee threshold. If a company releases and uses large
quantities of toxic chemicals they should be required to report. Citizens and workers should know
about these facilities. The Edmonton Board of Health recently released a report that indicated
that 90% of industries in Alberta employ less than 10 people. If Environmment Canada wishes to
'use the 10 employee threshold, it should prove that this threshold will capture all significant users
and releasers of toxic chemicals.

The MSAC report identifies a third reporting condition aimed at capturing by-product releases
under 10,000 kilograms. It has been posed as an "or" or an "and" condition. This third condition
should only be used as an "or" condition; this means that faciliies that meet the use and
production thresholds are required to report regardless of how much they release. The proposal
to include this as an "and" condition is unacceptable for several reasons. First, the database
would lose consistency from year to year because companies would only report when their releases
exceeded 1,000 kilograms. This means that some companies might only file every few years. The
inconsistency in reporting from year to year would make it irnpossible to analyze trends over time.
Secondly, the "and" condition is predicated on the belief that the purpose of the NPRI is only to
report on releases of toxic chemicals. We do not support this view. As we have stated earlier, the
purpose of the NPRI should be to provide citizens and workers with information on the use,
storage, release and management of hazardous chemicals in their communities-and workplaces.
And thirdly, a release based inventory would be impossible to enforce; it would take tremendous
research on the part of Environment Canada to determnine, with existing discharge and use
information, what facilities might exceed the release threshold and, therefore, should be reporting.

In order to ensure that all significant users and releasers of toxic chemicals are included in the -
NPRY, all federal, municipal and provincial facilities that meet the reporting thresholds should be
required to report.

- RECOMMENDATIONS

a) The caucus believes that the 10,000 kilogram threshold is too high. We
believe that the threshold for all uses should be lowered to 5,000 kilograms.

b) The caucus opposes the ten employee threshold.

c We support the use of a release threshold for use as a mechanism to capture
by-product releases below the proposed reporting threshold of 10,000
kilograms used (which we have stated should be 5,000 kilograms). This
third condition can only be accepted if it is an or condition, this means that
Jacilities that meet the use and production thresholds are still required to
report. Industry has proposed this as an and condition; this is completely

8



unacceptable to enwironmental representatives.

d) Facilities that are currently required to report releases under other federal
regulations should not be exempt from reporting under NPRI if they meet the
reporting thresholds.

e) Environment Canada should determine if their calculations of releases from
gas stations will provide community specific information. If not, this
exemption should be reconsidered. This exemption should not include tank
farms or large gasoline distribution and storage centres. For the other
sectors and activities being considered. for exemption -- oil wells and mining
extraction - further study should be conducted during 1993 to demonstrate
the need for exemption.

VI. CHEMICALS REPORTED UNDER THE NPRI

The purpose of the NPRI is to inform citizens, workers, and decision-makers about hazards from
toxic chemicals. Any chemicals that are suspected of being toxic to humans, wildlife, fish, or
other elements of the environment should be included on the NPRI list of chemicals. The list of
NPRI chemicals should include at a minimum persistent toxic substances, known or suspected
- carcinogens, nerve poisons, reproductive and developmental toxins, teratogens, and immune and
endocrine system toxins, as well as all substances on the CEPA priority list.

The process for adding and deleting chemicals to the NPRI list of substances should be based on
the toxicity of the chemical or its impact on the environment. We do not support the criteria to
delete a chemical from the list based on the absence of reports for two years for two reasons: an
absence of reports does not mean that the chemical is no longer toxic or that the chemical will not
be used in the future. We agree with the MSAC report that a process for the addition and deletion
of chemicals should be developed and that the process must include an opportunity for
substantive public comment on any proposals and allow requests for additions or deletions to
come from members of the public, provincial governments, industry and Environment Canada.

The caucus believes that the NPRI should also provide information to citizens and decision-makers
about other types of pollutants such as NOx, SOx, VOC, CO, and greenhouse gases. These
releases impact the environment. By including information on these pollutants in the NPRI,
citizens will become more aware of the magnitude of these releases. In addition, adding these
releases to the NPRI would be a first step towards unifying emission inventories. We also believe -
that facilities that report releases to other federal or provincial databases should be required to
report under the NPRI if they meet the reporting requirements. The NPRI should serve as a
comprehensive information source on toxics use and releases in Canada. In the past, citizens and
decision-makers had to access many different sources of information in order to piece together a
picture of pollution in Canada. The NPRI offers the opportunity to harmonize this information and
make it more accessible.

Persistent toxic substances pose a special problem to the environment and deserve special
attention under the NPRI. However, because even small releases of persistent toxic substances
are toxic to the environment, reporting thresholds for these substances need to be much lower
than the thresholds currently being considered under the NPRI.

. RECOMMENDATIONS :
a) Chemicals included on the CEPA priority substances list should be included
in the NPRI.



B

d

A formal process should be developed for listing and delisting chemicals.
Citizens should be able to initiate this process and there should be a formal
opportunity for public comment into any proposal for listing or delisting.
Criteria for delisting chemicals should be based on the taxicity of a chemical
or a chemical's potential to cause other environmental harm. Chernicals
should not be deleted. from the list unless it can be proven beyond a shadow
of a doubt that a substance will not cause harm to human health or the
enwironment. It is assumed that all chernicals are on the list because they
are known or suspected of causing harm to human health or the
erwironment,

Persistent, bioaccumulative toxic substances should be included on the NPRI
substances list. Because these chemicals may be released in smaller
quantities and not captured under the proposed reporting threshold,
substantially lower reporting thresholds should be established for these
chemicals.

Facilities that currently report releases to other provincial and federal
databases, such as mercury releases from chlor-allcali manufacturing
Jacilities and vinyl chloride releases from vinyl chloride and polyvinyl
chloride manufacturing, should be required to report under NPRI if they meet
the reporting requirements.

VII. - ENFORCING THE NPRI

In order to protect our right to know, the federal government must ensure that: a) companies are
reporting and b) that the reporting is accurate.

+ RECOMMENDATIONS

a) .

b)

c

d)

e)

Environment Canada should develop a list of all companies that are likely
to meet the reporting thresholds.

Ernvironment Canada should develop an effective outreach prograrnme to
ensure that all possible reporters understand their responsibility.
Environment Canada needs to develop and fund a specific enforcement
programme for NPRI. Further investigation of a legislative framework for
compliance and enforcement should be investigated.

Enwvironiment Canada should develop a programme to verify the data
submitted. This can include annual or periodic audits approved by an
outside auditor.

The public should be given a role in enforcement including initiating an
investigation and initiating a prosecutior. :

Mechanisms to protect whistleblowers should be incorporated into the NPRI.

10



FROM: PUBLIC HEALTH CDCNU TO:716 886 @383 DEC 22, 1992 11:33AM #H766 P.Q2

Memo to: Great Lakes United Board Menbers
From: Jeanne Jabanoski
Date: December 22, 1992

Subject: Draft Strategy Document

At an ad ho¢ executive committee meeting in Monroe, Michigan
on December Sth, I undertook to develop a short term strategy for
GLU., The strategy covers the next year of operations and is based
on resolutions from our Annual General Meeting, planning retreat
notes and discussion at Monroe. It is an attempt to help us set
priorities for board and staff by giving us a framework for our
work. The strategy.is short term and does not address the longer
tern questions facing the organization.

I understand Dick Kubiak has allocated time on our agenda in
Milwaukee to discuss the draft further so perhaps you could give
some thought to this document as well as the kind of organization
we are building for the future. 1 would also appreciate some
suggestions on the Vision which I think needs to be more distinct

. from our Mission (and maybe more poetic as well).

Happy Seasoning

< D
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DRAFT STRATEGY DOCUMENT

GREAT LAKES UNITED

Vision

Our vision is of a Great Lakes and St. Lawrence ecosystem that
is healthy and sustainable for the environment and all -living
creatures.

Migssion

Great Lakes United is an international coalition of diverse
individuals and groups advocating for a healthy ecosystem for the
Great Lakes basin and St. Lawrence River.

Mandate
Great Lakes United fulfills its charge to its membership by:

- promoting and coordinating citizen action;
- initiating environmental educational programs;
-~ developing effective policy initiatives.

Operating Principiles
In carrying out ite mandate, Great Lakes United seeks to:

- ensure that protection, restoration and prevention are the
goals of all environmental initiatives in the basin;

- consider environmental issues in a wider social and economic
context, - in particular the impact on people of colour and
other ethnicities, low income, women, and native populations;
- help develop job creation and economic opportunities,
particularly for dislocated workers; :

- provide support to member organizations and other
community-based organizations.

gtrategic Direction

In 1993, Great Lakes United will focus on basin-wide Areas of
Concern to develop and deliver priority programs. Attention will
also be paid to the effectiveness of GLU's effort on cCanadian
issues as well as developing a more sustainable organization for
the future.
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doal Onet Help build environmentally sustainable communities
within Areas of Concern

Objectives: 1. Assess RAP process against goals developed by
' ' RAP PACs,
2. Develop strategy for RAPs in collaboration with
RAP PACs.

3. Develop community—based programs for revitalizing
Areas of Concern.

Objective One

A program which might include a tour of AOCs or a conference
or both will be developed. Communities will discuss their progress
4in achieving goals and common issues will be identified. The
findings from this process will result in a report to be presented
to the Biennial Meeting, augmented by c¢citizen testimony.

Objective Two

Based on the assessment of the first phase, short and long
term strategies for dealing with RAPs will be developed in
consultation with citizens' groups. These should constitute both
tactics to deal with local situations as well as a coordinated
etrategy regarding the future of RAPs. One possiblllty is that GLU
and member organlzatlons might advocate for a legislated basis, and
therefore accountability, for RAPS. Funding schemes, a broadening
of RAPs to include land use planninq, contaminated sedlment
programs, etc. could all be included in this phase.

Obijective Three

Community-based sustainable development initiatives building
on the organizational structure of RAPs will be developed with
sectors who have not tradltlonally been at the table. This could
include dealing with issues such as new economic initiatlves
("green industry", worker-owned businesses, local jobs in public
works projects, etc.), healthy communities, and other community-
building initiatives.

Goal Two: Increase the effectiveness, profile and presance of
_ Great Lakes United in canada. ‘

Objectives: 1. Increase membership of individuals and groups
by setting targets on an annual basis.
2. Ensure the development of an effective Canada-
Ontario Agreement on Great Lakes Water Quality.
3. Develop an effective citizen right-to-know
program based on NPRI.
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Objective One

Attention will be paid to the profile of Great Lakes United in
canada through additional activity out of the Windsor and Buffalo
offices. Field representatives of GLU could be located in
strategic areas on the Canadian side of the basgin, including
Montreal, eastern Ontario, Sault S6te. Marie, and Toronto.
Solicitation of new members and groups should be tied into an
effective Canadian program, such as COA.

Objective Two

Develop a program based on the renegotiation of the COA
agreement, setting out GLU's expectations (for example, funding of
RAPs). This could be accomplished by a tour or conference in
communities on the Canadian side. COA's importance to achieving
Canada's commitment to the GIWQA should be communicated and
governments held accountable for their progress.

Obijective ce

Building on GLU's effective NPRI effort, a right-to-know
_program should be developed for 1993-1994 to inform citizens of how
Lo make use of this information. In 1993, a citizen's guide could
be developed for use in Great Lakes communities. Models and test
cages should be developed that can be communicated elsewhére in the
basin. Preparation should begin for a larger effort in 1994 when
data will be available for citizen use.

Goal Three: Increase the sustainability of GLU as an
organigation. :
Objectives: 1. Undertake measures to ensure that GLU can

gustain itself apart from restricted project grants.,
2. Maintain a watchdog function on a range of
important Great Lakes issues,

3. Provide support and services to member
organizations and Great Lakes communities.

Objective One

Develop a range of fundraising initiatives, such as bequests,
to allow for a sustainable number of staff and projects that are
not tied to restricted funding. Explore the possibility of a
fundraising staff position, possibly on a pay by percentage of
funds raised. Attention should be paid to management iesues that
have. arisen in the past. Committees should meet regularly and
provide advice to the board and staff.

Obiective Two

Maintain and expand our watchdog function in emerging issues
as well as water levels, diversions, wetlands/habitat, exotic
species and general pollution prevention areas.
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Obijective Three

Develop and carry out educational activities and services for
individual and member organizations and Great Lakes communities.
Concideration has been given to mail order or storefront operations
selling Great Lakes books and other educational items. This could
serve as the basis from whch to build a comprehensive educational
program, which could include theatre projects and other innovative
ideas. = Additional initiatives will be developed for support to
member groups on their identified issues.
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Bruce Kershner
Karen Murphy

Great Lakes United
1300 Elmwood Avenue
Buffalo, NY 14222

Dear Bruce and Karen:

on behalf of the Amherst Conservation Advisory Council's Least Toxics
Subcommittee and S.A.F.E. in Amherst (Seeking Alternatives. for the
Environment in Amherst), I would like thank you for your invaluable
assistance and guidance regarding the mosquito control issue.

Speaking for myself, I have had no experience with politicians or the

_media and have merely taught myself the environmental and scientific

information that I brought with me to this project. I can honestly say

that I would have been completely lost without your help. You are masters.

not only in the scientific domain but in the political and media relations
ones! ‘ :

Karen, you got us started on the right foot by providing us with so many
essential resources through Great Lakes United.  Your attendance at
S.A.F.E. in Amherst's initial meeting was greatly appreciated. You
provided us with a step-by-step plan on how to convince the Town of

- Amherst to opt to the less-toxic methods of mosquito control. You also
provided the media with concise, logical, scientific information. Thank
you for everything.

Bruce, you are a powerhouse! Your. speeches at the hearing before the ACAC
and the Town of Amherst Councilmembers were simply riveting! You have
also given us extremely important guidance and information on. the
mosquito-spraying issue. The reporters always quote what you say, and you
choose the most effective words and speak them with such,conviction. We
are deeply grateful for all of your assistance. '

As it stands now, Amherst is planning on implementing our recommendations
for a revised mosquito control program only in a experimental area or two.
I still feel this is unsatisfactory, although I am pleased that SOME
CHANGE will occur. My main concern is that Dr. Berlin and Patrick Lucey
will still be running this program. Bruce, you suggested I provide the
Town of Amherst with a list of individuals who would be willing to
volunteer on a pesticide advisory council in Amherst.. Do you have any
suggestions as to which individuals we should ask to be on this council?

I have enclosed the last 4 articles 1 have seen on the mosquito control
program in Amherst. Considering what has transpired to this point, what
would you advise should be our next step?

Once again, Karen and Bruce, thank you for all of your expertise and also
for allowing us to use the incredible resources at Great Lakes United. We
couldn't have done it without you! ’

Gratefully yours,
Katherine Kenwell :

co-founder S.A.F.E. in Amherst :
ACAC Least-Toxics Sub-committee member
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Environmenta group backs coalition

Dear Editor,

Great Lakes United wishes to express our support

ensure a wise land use planm'ng process for Grand Is- .
land.

Organization (collective membership of 600,00 and 180
drganizations,_ including Grand Island members), we
are -painfully aware that ill-planned growth. of urban

These problems include 1) increased pollution from
urban runoff, soi] €rosion, industria} discharges, Jawn
chemical runoff and increased effluent from. sewage )
treatment plants; 2) increased destruction of wildlife
and fish habitat and wetlands leading to reduction in
wildlife and fish bopulations; 3) -deéreased”aesthetic

And'ArS-DrOLPHSH; 1~ ir qovry R e c rnext go
A wise,and gfarsighted mastex, plan artygddress cindusty ;rﬁémiércim%lﬁbs@ff T 1atily Sdttic

these issuéS'if 1§ is MoRresalt #dmbenefit b&'g:} bizens wrWads) wiva s - - AL "}l? b "“. Pfl
of Grand Island. For, if it doesn’t address dhem now, It should specify what the ultimate effects wj 1 'be
the future residents of Grand Island will have to bear op town pm’perl:y.taxes and school district ;taxts,‘iz;:-
the burden of the consequences, most of which w11! be _ cluding utility assessments, o S

promotion of expanded Sewer systems, and shift more  You need a master plan committee that includgs at

wintering yards and endangéred/thréate'ned species, It Grand Island’s master plan will affect its citizens
should identify unprotected areas that need to be set and its environment for generations to come, You

protect fish habitat, wetlands and scenery. going to have to live with its results for generations to -
The plan should especially identify exactly how come, \

much of the island will ultimately end up developed ° Bruce Kershner, Field Coordinator

and what proportion will be kept in a natural or semi- Great Lakes United

natural state, It should answer the question: “Will fy. - ' '

ture residents have endugh open Space and outdoor

recreational land to retain the quality of life and sce- T

Nic amenities they desire?" ' ' Lo My Mol s
To be able to answer these questions, your master 5‘5{# meré€e /0‘4" 9z
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EVENING OBSERVER, Dunkirk-Fredonia, N.Y.
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Hearing set on Containerboard environmental studies

gg KATE ALEXANDER
OBSERVER Waestfield Bursay _
WESTHELD — The Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement
(SEIS) and the Supplemental Generic Environmental Impact Statement
(SGEIS) concerning the Containerboard Project in Westfleld are nearing
completion. S ) O B
A notice on the completion of the reports is projected to be given to
‘the state Dept. of Environmental Conservation (DEC) by 28,

according to Linda Kelly, sentor project coordinator for the Container- -
board project, . N T

Mrs, Kelly told the OBSERVER that a public h onh these docu-
ments has been tentatively scheduled for Nov. 12. public hearing

will be concerned with District
and will address the
+ Bee, 14,.1991 hearing. i R S

' One major delay with the Containetboard project has béen the ques-
tion ‘of adequate water -sulzply for operation -of . the plant; which
requires 1.2 million gallons of water per day.. ST

. Kelly sald the. county De&artmgnt of Public Works' (DPW) 1s

currently working on a plan which calls for drawing water from Lake
Erie. The DFW contracted with Paul Russell of JR.Englheering who
drew up a set of plans for this purpose. . a.c) o

This alternate plan totally sés the use of Chautayqua-Creek as
a water source. The DEC has declared the creek to be a p “trout
stream and would not permit its use in connection with the Container-
board project. ) Lo e

The new plan for water supply and the Portage Water and Portage
Sewer District reportedly does not impact Chautauqua Creek or the
Westfield village water and sewer systems.. Mrs. Kelly noted that ongo-
Ing study is still being done ‘on" updating the village water and sewer
plants but that this “no way reflects on Containerboard.”

She did note, however, that the plan to draw water from Lake Erie
may show "possible interfacing with the future of the village.” No deci-
sion has been made as yet by village officlals concerning the updating
of the water treatment plant and the water pollution control facility,
Mrs. Kelly stated that this fact would not delay the Containerboard

roject. . o
P 'Ij‘he lans for drawing water from Lake Erie have been presented to
the DEC in an “informal manner” and Mrs. Kelly noted the DEC
"seems pleased with the plans so far.” .

-“We untied the two,” Mrs. Kelly said, referring to the village water
and sewer districts and the Portage Water and Portage Sewer District,
“There is no Intertwining of the village water and sewer with this plan:
It Is a separate entity.” '

She noted the new plans drawn by JR Engineering must go throu
the State Environmental Quality Review (SEQR) process but that the
concept has passed the DEC,

In referring to the extensive SEQR process concerned with the indus-
trial site on Bourne Street in Westfield, Mrs. Kelly stated the end results
would give Westfield a site prepared and ready for anyone.

Mr. Russell agreed with Mrs. Kelly and told the OBSERVER that the
studies he had completed for the county took a “different direction”
:han using the village system. -

e Portage Water .and Portage:

questions brought forth by the -‘pg¢uc fro_m the’

He]noted that this plan to draw water from Lake Erie for the Con-
tainerboard project was done “in an effort to satisfy the DEC In those
regatds ” . . o B P

In ad ongoing concems of environmental grou
use of Lake Erie water, Mr. Russell stated the Intention of his plans
were to “take water out of the lake, use it, treat-it and retumn it to the
lake in decent condition.” - . Lo
Je:z Palumbo from the DEC, water division, told thé OBSERVER

that his department will be addressing detalls in the GSEIS for wastewa-

ter and water supply and - should be completed by the end of the .

month, . .

He noted there were 10 concerns his d ent would be address-
ing in the Final Environmental knpact.snmt (FEIS) and will state’
e oted he i 1 ealowing the R proces i thie various

- He noted the e’ wing.the SEQR 5.1 the varlous -
permitting processes which are “very technical’ ]

studles, it

mspecuonsmd' TP RTI o
. “We are near the end of the SEQR'Proees," Mr. Palumbo sald, refer-:

ting to the Contatnerboard project, “and fito the ear
project itself.”” He noted thgmpjetmltung

~ ref:mn . 1 ~ from G
ce to a letter reat Lakes United recen lished
glsseveral perslnthecountywhichralsedconcems‘ofﬂtgxﬁubchexm-
tl;lﬂant and the loss-of water drawn from Lake Erle in the form of steam
m the %lant thus not being returned to the watershed, Mr. Palumbo

a

stat ent Is pre -
€ county [ndustrial ent Agency (IDA

told the OBSERVER that Domtar, DEC and the .(Igg ager‘?giesc{co(tll?xt)2
DPW and the Town and Village of Westfield) are cing the reports
that the DEC 1s requiring based on a schedule which. extends through
the end of the year, - '

“Domtar is moving together to get acceptable design work to allow
permlmns to take place,” Mr. Dawson said. e

Once the
gan_t may not immediate construction. He noted that the date

t construction of the Containerboard plant may depend on the eco-
nomic climate.

“We're in a recession,” Mr. Dawson stated. “Domtar may wish to
determine if compantes are already m
product. The Containerboard plant is designed for new demand and

stages of the

- may have to walt for new demand. They may have to look at what end

users are buying and how many boxes are being bought to ship

Sta;xley Jacobsen,- chief representative of the Containerboard opera-
tion now based In Toronto, agreed with Mr. Dawson that the market

ps with the .

and include plans, -
“oeicoww o working on plans to

process will involve “many '

‘contained in the discharge water from the Containerboard’

ts are issued, however, Mr. Dawson cautioned the

for linerboard is depressed. He noted a.company or cor ratlon. expects
a return on its investment, which in .Contgl;e);bOard'rsp(c)ase, woul%ebe
determined by the price that paper is biinging on the market, ~ -

He noted that the original cost estimates for the Containerboard
pro'ject, completed over threé years ago; are now “Invalid.” ‘
. "We will not -be prep new ‘cost estimates until we know the
~$1cxlnty can provide us with a viable site for our plant,” Mr, Jacobsen

When asked if he could commient-on “design changes in the Con-
tainerboard fadlltythatwere;madeorbeinghmdétonfeet DEC specifi-
Jacobsen' stated .that the problem was not with the
.Oontai'r}ez’board lant .as changes the DEC had requested “were com-
gleeted. ' His was thatthe DEC :was concerned with decislons to
made in relation with the village's waste water tréatment plant. -
. It was his understanding that the waste water treatment plant would
not be-jocated at fts g;sent*slte' and was aware that the county was

W water from Lake Erle and not use Chautau-

qua Creek as a wates _

market demand for their
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By Jeff Dl : Ve dnade it con “mirex in the Bay of Quinte which .can be fabricated ﬁ:’" hent -withdrawal from
The Icading ot @ Tor Ureal 1. ilicr . whe “.on the orth shope of L Ly L only recycled materi- charge 1s ‘conels, Steam dis-
&1 Broup dedicated 1o thc *Unitod, 'said - thigt . -~ Ontarig,” = -85 but it also makes e cat withdrawal, the
Great Lakes, Great Lakes cardboard is. cled, it is its pras2 Kelly, the county “corrugated " conter P, accordin to federal Tom
United, has sent a letter to first ‘made into a sl F-but umugdioxinmaau DPW's . Containerboard which must be made from the ‘_mg vemors of the
Governor Mario Cuomo, through g - bymgulPiug .would. be :addressed. He: project'.coordinator, said wood pulp ag well as recy- smesngo lﬁmg the Gron:
Department of Enviroq. " process but then it 45 “de-~:-also " gaig- o didn't. know.- that compgﬁﬂf the pro- -cled material in- order to Lakes: would have to 5 ive -
a ol e bR £ SRS = gt el
missioner Thomas Jorling w pave. ween in would be in. oard . plant with y O '
and other ‘state and county 'the board might end up ;'to" be ¢ d. there:Quinte facility would be i make e {ougaied ceater M% Riedesel and. Mrs
officials exptgsesl itlsa con- . in lt:e ‘geh?t'scﬂluem.:-.fn,; o;c,‘h dignr'ct‘#lolv'l:kyet ~aecurate because the Con.' from Kelly .said they believed
about nlainer- - - etter, Great Lakes ..whe Cra . Lakes.- v
board projsct e Aner United asks that this DAssl- - United had 2 valid conoorp, - congig B ulators discharges
of this letter that was re--bility be ed in, the . '_"_ifflg‘wonld:bojnmpingthe Permancas withdraval.
ceived by The Westfield eatal \Im- " gup ‘2ssumethere's g In to Riedesel’s
Republican is given in itg prob " e said, and , Kelly" '
cntirety. o & 0t . ol -and Mrs, Kelly's responses,
{ lotter g Kershner asked that they
editor below. ' documeat.what they said.
In the Jester, ""&m"p - Y'we 'mg'tmu.:iw,:((ug
1CSSCe & concem charges here,** | Ker-
zgdm that Container- pre . e shner, - ““We simp.lz wanted
Loard would use to recycle nvironmental ;. I pa these - concerng
might contain toxic Fesi- Statement: —. gaid -that the

“co dressed,
E 3 ‘tlu‘llaley should documens

yelin

Faci

b 4 ew York. bs,
his m is of direct. b W
oncern t0 QGreat. Lakes ka'ee benefits, -
it { re 5
Up toxic. chbaminy rict will be 'in
the Great fees, to -Con-
ikes, a3 well ag other Grboard, . S
x3ts (o th ; C it~ - vﬂhfe of Westfield,
Zrity, We' are an 8 W of Westfield, the
dian en . te of New York and the
coalltion of simost 200 . join to pay - for
Sanizations represénting Costs of y and
;num hunter, c?:y proving - B:ume'lm;rqet
. . 1ness, and Pﬂm
1 village government and . granis and logng. To L8
tive people interests provement will benefit the
£ col ve - membersh; . menlal g géand” would beaefiy
ummpmansoo.ooo. . saf; as re > industry in that areq, .
. . state law.-After X ntainerboard's -prod- -
vemmemmofmany.p,buc-,hq]m issue,: ar <, Linerboard, is msde
"Action Plan S oorS pollutaits released™ i old cardboard, physi. .
lial Mgﬂa':ﬂg’“;ﬁkemaneme_r
aroun rea drinking * w; akes
oxi, l;hmlns‘?i:k‘: m‘“"’“,.m'. cs 2long iCh
toxic co LK T S Svimeps ¢
maﬁtgnauy recognized m..
18 of needs o be

" public by
Container.
- t0" pulp ren-

the
We board

Ahe ¢ of the . wtmnlyreeomm',

bslheéopmﬁdcin Chay- strong support of this nc&

N juqua County. Coatainer- . important industry j
“board's ‘ealire output is gl- our county]

ready. commif ‘to- ‘the Norm Herb,

- owaer-partners, ‘assuring - Cbairman of thd

. Containerboard's su 2 County Legislature’s

. T the county, it m " Environmeat Commitgen

tlly what they have saig '
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New Concerns Raised
About Containerboard

By CURT W, OLSON

An -American-Canadian Greal
Lakes region environmental group
based in Buffalo has concerns of
Eolemial toxic discharge into Lake

rie and lake water withdrawal by
the Containerboard plant proposed
for Westfield.

The executive "director .of the
.group, Terry . Yonker, recently
wrote a letter to Gov. Mario
.Cuomo emphasizing the neced for
those two questions to be fully
addressed in the soon to be com-
‘pleted Supplemental Environmeén-
-al Impact Statement,

Great Lakes United is a2 multi-
national organization comprised
of about **200 organizations rep-
resenting environmental, hunter,
angler, union, business, city and
village government and native
people interests,”’ R

he Post-Journal has acquired a
.copy of the Sept. 16 letter sent to
Cuomo, Lt, Gov. Stan Lundine,
Rep. Amo Houghton, state Depart-
ment of Environmental Conserva-
tion Commissioner Thomas Jor-
ling and several Chautauqua
County employees: George Ricde-
~sel, county Department of Public
Works director; John Spagnoli,
Diane Heminway and Alex Cukan.

Yonker told The Post-Journal
Jreat Lakes United is not oppos-
ing the cardboard recycling plant.

e said the group is in a diffi-
:ult position by writing the letter
xcause the group does encourage

PR,

recycling in .order to lessen solid

waste disposal and cardboard re-

cycling aids that effort, '
‘‘We are: not opposed to recy-

cling. There are some concerns .

that have been raised (about the
project). We need very definite
answers to those questions,*’ Yon-
ker said. .

.The question - surrounding po-
tential toxic discharge into Lake

Erie revolves around the fact the -
Canadian company Domtar is .

thought to be the chief shareholder
for the Containerboard plant.

‘‘We know that cardboard po-'

tentially contains toxic residues
including dioxin and possibly
mirex.” We also have members
who are involved in the Ba{of
Quinte Remedial Action Plan
Committee on the north shore of

Lake Ontario. They -report that a -

similar Domtar cardboard facility
is a source of dioxin and mirex in
the Bay of Quinte,”’ the letter to
Cuomo and others shows.

The other concern is the possi-
bility of 230,000 gallons of water
being withdrawn from Lake Erie
by the plant and the water not
being - replaced in the lake wat-
ershed.

‘“This is in fact a permanent
water withdrawal, since most of
the water will precipitate over
other watersheds to the east, not
back into the Great Lakes wat-
ershed. If this is classified as a
congumptive out-of-basin diver-

Yonker said Great
Lakes United is not
opposing the
cardboard recycling
plant. ““We are not
opposed to recycling.
There are some ’
concerns that have
been raised. We need

_ very definite answers
to those questions.”’

sion,. it"would réquire the unani-
mous approval of all eight Great
Lakés governors,- ‘according to

federal law Pl 99-662, Section

1109,"" Yonker's letter shows.

If the legal status of Lake Erie
water withdrawal for the plant is
considered out-of-basin, and ap-

proval of the eight Great Lakes '

governors are needed, the states
are: New York, Pennsylvania,
Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, Illinois,
Wisconsin and Minnesota, :
He also said state law for the
Great Lakes Water Conservation

- & Management Act section

1501613 could also require public
notification, public .hearings and
Cuomo’s approval.

The supplemental EIS is cur:
rently being completed. The com-
Kleuon is expected sometime in

ovember.

_ JAMESTOWN, N.Y., MONDAY, OCTOBER 19, 19927 -
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;;mch the new structure stands. It
will be named Miller Hall,

THIRTY YEARS AGO—1962

Forestville Central School has
adopted an electronic teaching
room for language or, as nick-
named, a language lab. This setu
is one of the most modem hig
school 1abs in New York State,

Fredonia attomney Robert Man-
uele has announced the opening
of his own law office at 36 E.
Main St. Fredonia. He previously
was associated with Kenneth W,
Glines in the law firm of Giines
and Manuele,

ain St., the tormer location of
Crimen’s Liquor Store, .

FIFTY YEARS AGO—1942
Rudo{gh H. Karl is the instruc-
tor for the radio technician course

the

which will be part of the war

training program to be conducted
at Dunkirk Industrial High School
during the winter months.

The new Cassadaga church of
Our Lady of the Immaculate Con-
ception will be dedicated this
Sunday by the Most Rev. John
Aloysius Duffy. The new church is
located on Route 60 near the
intersection of the Burnham
Holiow Road.
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any political or legislative “issues

WITTWITCTTYWOUTIOUTCC Talty a

ITICAT acuvnty, and -

their Tack of blas, and to demon;
strate thelr ability to fudge fairly

JOHN E. LONG,
Town of Hanover

Great Lakes concerns regarding Containerboard

Editor, OBSERVER:

We are writing regarding our
concerns about .the Domtar Con.
tainerboard Recycling Facllity pro-
posed for Westfield,

This project Is of direct concem
to Great Lakes United, since we
are dedicated to preven and
cleaning up toxic chemical dis-
charges into the Great Lakes, as
well 25 other threats to thelr eco-
logic integrity. We are an Ameri.
can-Canadian environmental
coalition of almost 200 organiza-

tions representing environmental,

hunter, angler, union, business,

city and village government and

native people Interests, Our collec.

tve membership totals more than
,000.

We are members of many gov-
emment-sponsored Remedial Ac-
tion Plan coundls around the
Great Lakes, established to clean
up toxic contamination at interna.
tionally recognized Areas of Con-
cern. We are co-founders, for
example, of the Remedial Action
Plan councils for Erle, Buffalo and

Ashtabula. With our experience
with these and- other projects
around the Great Lakes, we know
that cardboard é)otentiall con-
tains toxic residues lnc{udlng
dioxin and possibly mirex. It is
reported that a similar Domtar
cardboard facility is a source of
dioxin and miréx in the Bay of
Quinte on the north shore of {ak'e
Ontario.

We nomally encourage recy-
cing as a way to reduce solid
wastes and reduce pollution. But a
recycling project that could dis-
charge such serious pollutants
would simply be unacceptable to
us. lake. Ede is already overbur-

- dened with toxic discharges and

contaminated sediments,

We believe this is a prudent
concern and therefore should be
addressed in the Envitonmental
Impact Statement, as required
state law. After all, this is a public
health issue and pollutants re-

- other watersh

Counties,

Another concemn that needs to
be addressed is the amount of
water that will be discharged as
steam (230,000 galléns per day)
and therefore not retumecf to Lake
Erle. This s in fact a perrhanent
water withdrawal, since most of
that water willegsredpltate out over

to the east, not
back into the Gteat Lakes water.
shed. If this is classified as a
“consumptive out-of-basin diver-
sion,” which means water Is taken
out and not returned to the water-

‘shed, it would require the

leased into Lake Ere can enter the -

drinki
nitles

water intakes for commu-
ong Chautauqua and Erfe

We welcome signed lattars discussing topics of general intarest, Evary lettsr must include
a phons numbar and address for verification, Letters should be limited to 400 words. All
a0 subject to condensation. Wa generally do not use “thank you® letters or ietters from

Ald e

d political Wedanotg

Insortion for every latter submitted,

unanimous approval of all eight .
g accordilgx?g

Great Lakes Governors;
to federal law PL 99-662,
We hope that these and other
environmental and community
concerns ralsed by the citizens of
Chautauqua County will ‘be fully
addressed before- this project is
considered, :
TERRY L. YONKER,
executive director,
Great Lakes United,
Buffalo X

Except for the OBSERVER's own
editorials, the columns, letters and
cartoons that appear on this page do not

necessarily represent the opinlions of this.

newspaper. .

broker who created nearly autono-
mous agencles (the Urban Devel.

-opment Corp., the State University

Construction Fund etc.) which
borrow and spend billions outside
the state budget—all with little or
no supervision or voter approval.
Two years after Rock left Albany,
the state nearly went broke.

Rocky consumed people, their
energles, thelr loyaity and occa-
sionally, thelr judgment. He did
not suffer critics gladly. He could
be an Olympian grudge bearer,
but bore 'his grudges with the
silent snobbery of the super rich.
The victims of his disfavor were
usually left ignorant of their
offenses. His approach was sort of
the reverse of the right of habeas
cocrgus. The alleged offenders were
locked out, not locked up, without
:.(hnowlng the charges against

em.
. While Keating was not a Rock-
efeller toady, he rallied behind the
govemor’s failed bid for the GOP
presidential nomination in 1964
and pointedly refused to endorse
the conservative candidacy of
GOP presidential nominee Barry
Goldwater.

f Keating is only a footnote in
the state’s political history, he s

" certainly a vital one, How man

politicians can claim to have mid-
wifed the elective careers of such
redoubtables as Nelson Rockefeller
and Bobby Kennedy.



24 Kenosoa NEws

Great Lakes Water use opposed

Probe ordered
of Pleasant
Prairie usage

LANSING, Mich. (AP) ~

Criticism is tiooding in after a

group of farmers, the state Agri-

cuiture Department and Michl-

gan State University proposed
irrigating some prime farmiland
with Great Lakes water.

Under the plan, up to 8.6 mii-

lion gallons of water would be
pumped. daily from Lake
Huron's Saginaw Bay to irrigate
2,400 acres of farmland In Huron
County at the tip of the Thumb
region in Michigan.

About 20 farmers would be

under a 1967 law allowing crea-
tion of irrigation districts that
divert Great Lakes water on a
large scale.

Proponents say the plan would
increase productivity during dry
years ‘and encourage the plant-
Ing of more profitable crops in
Huron County. - C

Critics fear the spread of

pests such as zebra mussels and
" toxic chemicals to Inland waters
‘and the threat of fertilizer and

chemical runotf reaching

Saginaw Bay. They also are con- -

cerned about the effect of fower
lake levels on commercial and

- recreational boating and on

shoreline property values. - -
. “You have to be thinking

about what’s the accumulative
effect if we allow a lot of these
things,” David Dempsey of the

environmental group Clean Wa--

o - AReA/lLLinols NEWS ...

ter Action told Booth News Ser'~
vice.
Frederick Brown, chairman

- of the Michigan Water Re.
‘sources Commission, sald the

plan could lead to private in.
terests selling water to inland
property owners. Michigan trad-
itionally has ‘' ‘llmited - water
rights to owners of p

adjacent to the source, he said. .-

The diversion proposal is un-.
der review by the state Depart- ..
ment of Natural Resources,’

which wiil rule on’ the project

early next year, Booth said.
Federal law allows the gov-

ernor of any Great Lakes state

. to veto the diversion of water

outside .the basin., The veto
doesn’t apply In the Huron Coun-
ty proposal, -but -Gov. John
Engler’s administration Is sensi.
tive ta the potential reaction

taminated wells in Lowell, Ind.

-~

. Tuesday,

November 10, 1992

- CLASSIFIED ADV

ERTISING

ml):in neighboring states, Booth
said. . :

Earlier this year, Engler
vetoed a request to divert Lake
Michigan water to replace con-

Engler also has ordered At-

_torney General Frank Kelley to |
“investigate -whether Pleasant
‘Prairle, Wis., has iliegally di-
'verted Lake Michigan water to

finance economic expansion.
“The applicants have been
told that they must be prepared

‘to answer all the tough questions * {eacy

that we posed during the djver-
ston issue. with Indiana,'” Dennis
Schornack, Engler‘s senior poli-
v adviser, told Booth.

“'We expect lucid answers to

gh questions and we'll actual-
ly handie it in a way much like
we wished the Lowell situation

- Legal notices
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was handled.” -

taxed to pay for the operation

Drive, m'mna-ma.
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2 FUNERALS NOTICES

—Funeral services

nfieu

be on Tuesday, November .
10, 1992 at. tha Miller Fuenral . *
Home from 3 to 9 P.M.

of flowers, may be made to
the Fox Vallay Hospice.

uneral services

wii be held on Yuesday, No-
vernber 10th, at 10:30 AM.
from the Proko Funeral Home.
Mass will be celebrated at
11:00 AM. at St Mark's
Church, in Al

L Gaive. '~ Mhaurirdain  Frimnds

9' i

g
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" Permission is

it

* pansion that take

’

Staff Writer

PLEASANT
Lake Michigan water {is . ngt
being illegally diverted for eco.-
nomic expansion, Village Pregi.

dent Thomas Terwaij sald Tues. .-

day. - ) e

Terwall was reacting to news
reports of Michigan Gov. John
Engler caifing for an Investiga.
tion of the 1939

tween Great Lajes States that
allows up ¢ 5 million galtong of
water per day to
Lake Michigan ¢o Teplace a radj-
um contaminated wej system

‘serving more thap 2,000 resi- .
dents fn tour village sub-

divisions,

Watershed, which empties west
<Into the Mrsslssippi_ River, :
" As of Tuesday, officials 1n
Pleasant Prajrje had not been

- contacted directly by Michigan
. authorities, .

sald Terwal]. .
said the water is used
the residentiag sub-

Terwal
solely for
divisions, .

“LakeView Park pag no.-bene-
rom the diversion,* said
Terwall.

Under federat
agreements, stateg
water to create

and regiona]
Cannot divert -
economic ex.
Jobs trom oth.

er states, Terwall said,

“You can‘t divert to créate )

ﬂ ‘economic development, anq | ' B
- - . "

'PRAIRIE .~

- theinterstate negotiationy
in

be drawn from .

water use lega]

Ofﬁaalssqy et bt | - . -
-lake diversion
~within lay

By Patrik vander velden

we’re not,” pe sald.

les
Department
Sources Water Resource Bureay,
sald Michigan contends _there

" - wasno expllclt"appryval glvenof . i

each state,

“We think we did ng
in agreement with the law,” said
Ledin, - . :

That position was relayed by
the DNR to the
Wisconsin Environmental Re.
sources Commiltree October.

- The letter gives background on
begin-

987. Under federal law,
-once the process beglins, stateg -
have 45 days to file objections,

Failure to
objection*’
cording to the DNR's Interpreta.
tion of the law, , o
~. Six of the eight Great Lakes
states including Michigan gave
written approval; Ivania

no objection during the process,
the DNR wrote. s

Ledin said Michigan’s current -
position Is that “po objection”
does not mean approva].

In its letter, the DNR salg that
*‘providing drinking water 5

The Bgreement has a termj-
Ration date of the diversion for

- -the year 2010 ang will be met,
says-the DNR. :

chairman of the - -

1
.
|
|

R e R

VA
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Mosquito tactics to target areas for experimentation

by MICHELE DARSTEIN

Next spring the town will ex-
periment in target areas with less
toxic, more biological tactics for
mosquito control and take steps
to notify neighborhoods when
their areas are being blitzed
against the insects.

But there was reluctance Mon-
day by the Amherst Town Board
to completely drop the use of
pesticides from the 20-year-old
mosquito control program, as rec-

ded by a sub ittee of

Katherine Kenwell were:

o Increased use of Bactimos
(BTI), a biological control which
combats the mosquito at tha lar-
val stage in early spring, and
introduction of natura! predators
including dragonflies, bats and
mosquito-eating birds.

* Better public education about
the rigks of pesticides and ways to
reduce mosquitos in one's own

T etablishi

natives For the Environment in
Amherst (S.AFE.). Last sum-
mer, the group raised questions
about the potential of short and
long-term health and environ-
mental risks from use of the pes-
ticides Malathion and Methox-
ychlor, ’

In its report, the subcommittee
advised immediately stopping
8praying of the pesticides unless
there is a serious public health

a t
ment advi '

the Amherst Conservation Advi-

y board.
 No spraying of pesticides in a

sory Council (ACAC), b of hood unless there is
pressure each year from resid among resi-
bothered by the insects. dents. . Co
Other recommendations in the Fedele, an ACAC member, and
h i dto K 1t founders of a citi-

report pr
the board by Regina Fedele and

zens group called Seeking Alter-

e —————

or at least using Py-
rethrum and Methoprene, which
are less toxic,

“We heartily encourage the in-
corporation of least toxic pest con-
trol es,” said the sub
-mittee report,

“The Town of Amherst's intro-
duction of the BTI biological con-

3

trol five years ago was an encour-
aging first step towards an envi-
ronmentally-friendly approach to
mosquito control. The town's ex-
tensive ditching and drainage
program ig also an excellent ex-
ample of an environmen tslly-re-
sponsible mesquito control prac-
tice ”

Fedele asked the town board to
“take 8 role as leaders” in in-
itiating changes and encouraged
experimentation with less toxic
measures in target areas.

“Give it a try,” she urged at the
board's alterncon meeting.

Council member Peggy Santil-
lo, liaison to ACAC, the
highway department and State
Health Department design and
monitor a test area.

Bruce Kershner, an environ.
men&] stientist, eaid it is be.

lievet!theremmny hemieall,

reported cases of death.

No other municipality in E
County uses pesticidées for a m
quito control program.

Highway Superintendent P
rick G. Lucey has previously s:
there could be a virtual *uprisir
if the town ‘curtails its mosqu
control.

Council member Harold J. C.
lier agreed that people expect t.
town to combat the mosquitos.

“You've got to realize the peoy
out there expect. results,” Coll:
said. )

Council member Lynn Milla
said that the problems extend
places such ag town parks a
golf eourses, where mosquito bit
were g0 bad they caused welts.

“The complaints were hornt
this year,” she said.

Dr. Jacques Berlin, an entom

in Amherst who
are being unfairly exposed to
health ritks when the icides
are sprayed, all for the sake of
controlling & nuisance. He also
said the fear of mosquito-borne
disease shouldn't be used as Jjus-
tification for the spraying.

The last documented case of
California encephalitis in Erie
County was in 1978, according to
the subcommittee report, with no

ogist with the health departmer
eaid that only half of Amherst
sprayed and that more than ¢
percent of all pesticides used

town are not from the highw:
department, but from oths
sources such as lawn care comp:
nies,

He challenged claims of healt
risks from the pesticides bu
agreed it was important to us
the least toxic approach.

BEj EditorialPage

Opinions. . .

Highway Department to stop using

Mosquito subcommittee
has the right idea

itizens who want the Amherst

some r

ance in that. But when suspi-.
cion emerges-about health risks associated

pesticides for its mosquito control . with long:standing pesticide methods, it's e
program are meeting registance to chang- = time to question whether their continued |~
ing a method which has been used for some  -use is worth the rigk, . .
20 years, but also finding responsiveness . The spraying of chemicals started as a ) ) :

to experimenting with less toxic means, .
The subcommittee of the Amherst Con-
servation Advisory Council which has la-
bored for months to study and make
" recommendations on the issue can take a
bow for bringing attention to the issue, It
! should also have some patience in trying to
wean a community that's probably not
ready to part with heavy-duty mosquito
control. Education on other ways to accom-
plish the same thing will take time and if
positive results can be shown from ex- .
perimental target areas, as proposed for
next spring, there will be convincing evi- -
dence that alternatives can work.
We can't think of anyone who would"
argue with the concept of moving toward
" more biological and natural tactics for
mosquite control. However, they might
have a problem with those alternatives if
they aren't as effective as what peoplesare
used to.

way to combat mosquito-borne diseases
such as malaria and, more recently, en-
cephalitis. But in this area, where reports
of mosquito-borne diseases are rare, the
spraying is done instead to combat a
nuiganee, not & health threat. .
Therefore, it makes sense to use more
- moderate and safer means of fighting the -
culprit. The introduction of natural preda-
tors like bats, fish, dragonflies and birds is
one suggestion brought forth by the sub-
committee. Another approach ig to attack
the mosquito early in its life cycle, before it
becorhes a preying adult.
And as the town moves toward less .
reliance on pesticides, there are measures -
that should be taken immediately to alert '
neighborhoods and individuals affected by |
chemical sensitivity when there will be | '
spraying. This notification would allow ' :
them to take protective action on their
The town follows state health puidelines own, if they choose to do so. .
and Environmental Protection Agency reg- And, fequiring consent from g neighbor-
ulations for mosquito control and as such, hood before spraying is also a good ides.
puts confidence in the expertise of those Let the majority make a decision, ingtead
most knowledgeable in the field. There’s of having the decision made for it.
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BY DAVID POULSON Sd
News Lansing Bureau. 1, /72, i

LANSING ——erchlgan so
become the center of a ‘debate:
the -difference ‘between:: fli
Great Lakes water do
. sissippi River and shxppmg 1t out
an ear of corn;- ‘

A group offarmers, the st;i
Agriculture Department and Mich
gan State University experts hoper
to irrigate some of the state’s’prime

; lllion gallons a day from the
) reat Lakes. "

¢
o ﬁg

Great Lakes
Diversion Plan -
A group of Huron Cou
farmers is proposing ¢
Great Lakes irrigation
project northwest of B
Axe to boost producti
of some of Michigan's
prime farmland.

farmland with up to 8.6 mxlhon gal- “fig

DIVERT-

'Contmued from Page Al

; what’s the accumulat
:allow_a lot of these things,” Sald
"David Dempsey of the environmen-

‘tal group Clean Water Action. “You

~may have a measurable _-oh.g_‘

'water levels.”

~Lake- levels are'xmportant to‘

‘]akefront communities whose
“shorelines are affected,® Great:
Lakes freighters, recreahonal boat-
ers and tourists.

Frederick -Brown, ‘chairman of
-the ‘Michigan Water Resolrees.
- Commission, wotties: the - project
-could open the door to.private in-
- terests selling water to inland prop-
_erty owners. He also fears it could
- change the wav Michigan hae alla.

!-.owners achacent to'a wate

- he said.-

'ing drains and the Pigeon River to

Lakes waters for ye his -
" first tltrine 'ey’ve banded to form an

““We've got a great. d
careful- thmkmg to be done‘h‘

ay.
hich-also double ag drains? .

The plan would use pumps, e
olirces expects to finish evaluating

irrigate 2,400 acres -for: about2
farmers ‘who face tax-increas:
pay for its:operation: Alth;”gh
farmers have irrigatéd:with*Great

.The request comes a
water ‘controversies pushed by

strict under a:1967 law
arge-scale diversions.
Other immediate: concerns: Will

sels, ' ordered a state. attorney general

s investigation into whether Pleasant-
‘ Prairie ‘;-Wxs is illegally using water' ,

industrial- pollutants like
nland" And . will- poisonous .
ici ;. the:only -governor to squelch a re-
‘quest by the town of Lowell Lo use
-~ Lake Michigan water's to replace its
he Department of Natural Re-~ ¥

through the water. supply lmes .

Guestions’; afterthe first of the
ar’:If - the “agéncy nges the go--
head, it will trigger a regional pact
' . federal ‘law allowing any Great

And . Indiana’ officials are still
smarting after Engler this year was

contammated wells.
“/That would have taken water out
of the ‘Great Lakes basin and sent it

~down.: the Mississippi River. Such

an out-of-basin diversion triggers a

Lakes governor to veto it. :
This time, no other Great Lakes. §

" entity has such veto power because*
‘ “’ the' benefits remain within the
‘Michigan. -Gov.; John Engler has:,
- anxious to :set a conciliatory tone
-and wants to use the irrigation pro-
ject to set an example of how to
handle future diversion requests. -

Greatf Lakes basin. But Engler is
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Great Lakes water

, MARQUETTE, Mich.

Long unused as o natural resource
exploited for profil or export, Great
Lalces waler now claims governmert
profection as the "gold of the next
century,” -

Michipzan has 3,200 miles of shore-
line on four of the five Great Lales.
Nicknamed “ihe Great l.akes state,"
Nichi;;m! seems (o be t;nlc‘ing a lead- Development Act,
::fn::rﬂcctm the fight to preserve the - version measures 1o meet unang.

\ mous approval from all cight Great
. "Waler is the gold of the next con. - Lakes \'{aqcs. £
oy satd Glenda I)anie}%} execulive ) . :
director of the environmdntal grou)) In  May, Michigan Gov, John

nia and hiliang — signed the Great
Lakes Charler in 1985,

The agreement ensures that the
stales will confer with one dnother
belore granting
vert Greal Lakes waler,

" A ycar later, the United Stales haol.
stered that with the Water Resovrces

Take Michigan Foderation: tal--  Engler used that velo power to hlovk
Cready. | have_ o ol diiin. away from  water diversion from Lake Michigan

o Lowell, Ind.

The town of 6,400 ahout 25 miles
from  Lake Michigan's southern
share had sought lake water (o dilute
ils Muoride-salurated drinking water,
The lown had been ordered by the
Environmental Prolection Ageney in
1987 to ind another waler source.

Jdhis r_gg,ign,and,.ir_wam:_is_ £oing to

-cantrol where people are, we want to
bring jobs back here.

T We don Twant 1o send our water

away {0 "support_jo SUMGWhcre
of3¢," Danicls told the Minig-Jour.
- #alofMacguetle.

The .S, states bordering the Jakes

— Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota,
linois, Ohio, New York, Pennsylva.

any requests o (i- -

That requires oi. -

like gold to states

“We feel any out-ol-basin diversion months to consider, said Engler, who
must be done onty as a last measure, blamed a lack of guidelines,
i then only in cases of imminent - In an effort 1o organize the proc-
danger ta prublie health, safety and ess, the Michigan Departiment of
welfare,” Engler said, “Any diversion Natural  Resources s developing
should also he (cmpnrary and in- siate guidelines for Qonsidering fu-
clude a plan (o return an cquivalent ture diversion requests, diversion
amount of L"icm} water to the Great specialist Sharon Hanshue said, '
Lakes. Indiana's propusal clearfy "y o guidelines will “help evalunte
docs not meel these conditions, i a more comprehensive waty what

The Indiana city's congressman,  the cumuylative cffects of diversion
Democrat Jim Jontz, is sponsoring o g4 consumplive uses might be to
bitl that would allow small divevsions the lakes,” Hanshue sajd.
wilhoul approval from the region’s When completed jn.a few mon(is,
gavernors. . Michigan will present (he ghidelines

Great Lakes: United o the other Greal Lakes states and

i_Ces Canadian provinees, she said.

That platform winl “hopeiully be.
gin a discussion on management
plans for the fakes, so that we have a
better knowledge base about what
current uses there are . |, {p evaluale
demographic and industrial trends
for uses, and Iry lo project what our
fulure needs are going to be," she
said,

. a joint US..

ag ?
basin watchdog, opposes Lowell’s ro-
quest an cT.

“Cov. Engler has embraced the
idea Tharwe e a basinwhterwites.
ST ph T Bruce Rershner, a
lield _cvordinntor for - the "group.
NL[ cuorg : ¢ __group

L can

nexer turn then off"
Lowell's request took nearly 1g
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ull ending mosquito spraying

Amherst to m

* Least Toxic PestControl» éubcbmmittee of the

*- .- This ' past summer was especially filled with

Health officials to discuss alternatives to town’s use of pesticides

By DICK DAWSON .

News Amherst Bureau . -- S

. The Amhérst Town Board indicated a will-
ingness Monday' to: work: toward eliminatin,

pesticides from the town’s: ‘mosquito-¢ontrol ;.

program if reasonably effective alternatives
befound. o v T

But speakers at an afternoon. board ‘megting
said the biggest barrier will be'convincing ‘the

general public that mosquito bites are prefera-
ith. the

‘chemicals that kill the insects.”" = = - :
As the last community in’Erie- County'still
using pesticides to control. mosquitoes;. Am-
“herst has two choices, said environmental sci--
entist Bruce Kirschner of Great Lakes United
and the University at' Buffalo., . AT
The choices, Kirschner said, are: “poisoning.
- the place to hell, or eliminating all the' green-
vg)lace' that makes Amherst different from .Buf-
0.” . ' T TR i L
With “hundreds” of residents . sensjtive ‘to-
chemicals and “as we get more and more.doc
. mentation” of the potential health hazards of:
- the pesticides. Malathion and ' Methoxychlo
Kirschner said the town .will be ‘vulnerable 'to -
lawsuits if it persists with its current program.
Highway Superinterident Patrick ‘G: Lucey
and state Health Department entomologist
Jacques Berlin, who-have supervised -the .
town’s-program for many years,-have agreed to
discuss alternatives, said Councilwoman Peggy
Santillo. S T
~ “Pat (Lucey) has
tives as long as- they
approval of the Heal
- The Buffalo News.

ble to the health ‘risks assoc_i_atedi}:jwn

R

e implemented With the

th Departmen

.-son lives,”

- Those alternatives — recomminded by.ihe. -

Amherst Conservation Advisory Council —

- include increased reliance on a benign material

‘that kills mosquito larvae, introducing into the

.~ environment-more -of . thd mosquito’s. natural. ..

redators, and increased sensitivity:to neigh-

3 >

rhoods-where any: chenically sensitive per-

enjoy summer evenings oytdoors, Mrs. Santillo

“said. She added that in ‘Consnltation with Lu-

cey, officials hope to select at least one target
area for an'alternative mosquito-control pro-
gram-next spring. . . . o
~ ‘The alternative program-proposed “is used
successfully in. many other wet areas in the

- country,” said Regina Fedele of the Least Tox-
-i¢_subcommittee. “No one has the right to
-make- ariother person ill. if you know what
=you’re doing is making them ill,” she’said.

- -Town. officials replied. that although they
don’t know about other parts. of the. United.
States, Amherstiis unique in this area ‘for
having 110,000 people living”in'a low-lying,
heavily -vegetated area with"a’ flat terrain
marked by scores of drainage ponds and hun-

~-dreds of acres of wetlands. . ‘
- - .People living near the large Reiristein nature
-preserve in Cheektowaga “don’t press for mos-

quito control because they know that when

" you have green space and parkland, which is
desirable, you also have insects,” Kirschner
il el L told the board. ' T
no_objection to' alterna- -

5 .

from: the

~distinct: side and-also .very: numerous,” said.- €
g i ny companies.

Councilman Harold J. Collier.

= Lucey’i only responding to:-_ihe' derﬁandsof _
“people to.control mosquitoes so'that they'can

: ‘Stop 'spraying mosquitoes “and you'll hear i
.other 'side, which hasn’t been repre-.’
-sented -at_all these. meetings,: but it’s a"very

complaints about' mosquitoes, said- Council-

-‘woman Lynn Millane. “The complaints from
the golf courses were impossible . .. just about

.anyone who went.into the rough came out with
welts,” she said, . - :

. .““There i$'no right by any mosquito-welted

* person to impose a health risk on anyone else,”
Kirschner asserted. o

““If people-were educated about the real haz-

‘ards, ‘they  would not choose spraying,” said
Katherine Kenwell of the citizens subcommit-
tee on pest control. . o S
- An “aggressive education program” by the

-town would result in people realizing, “I didn’t
know I was endangering myself and my neigh-
bors by demanding- that ‘those chemicals be
brought in,” Kirschner said. ‘

Berlin challenged Kirschner to “give me the

"evidence, the.scientific' paper™ documenting

~ the health hazards of Malathion and Methoxy-
_chlor, which Kirschner said women and chil-
~dren are more susceptible to than men.

. -Kirschner-replied that the burden of proof
should - be ‘on the government and pesticide
users .to prove that they pose no health risks,
ot on the public to prove that they do.
_"“Are you entitled to .use Ambherst residents
as guinea pigs?” he asked rhetorically..

-~ Berlin said the town’s use of pesticides has
been exaggerated by the program’s opponents,

- saying there have been complaints from neigh-
borhoods that the town doesn’t even spray.

- Berlin estimated that town spraying crews
use. only about 20 percent of ali pesticides used
in Ambherst, indicating' that the other 80 per-
cent-are used by residents and 'lawn-spraying
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Alliance of Lake Erie — concerned groups created

A new organization is being created to
unify groups concerned with Lake Erie.

There is a need for a network for organi-
zations concerned with Lake Erie, ex-
plained Glenda Daniel of the Lake Michi-
gan Federation. The Federation, with sup-
port from the Gund Foundation, has served
as the convenor.

'The mission of the Lake Erie Alliance is
to act as a coordinating and facilitating
binational network for communication
among nongovernmental organizationsin
the Lake Erie watershed. The Alliance
will identify and address common issues
impacting environmental integrity in the
Lake Erie bioregion. The issue priorities
are reduction of toxic chemical discharges

to the lake, protection of habitat, and

education of the general public. The goals

of the group are to:
'/ increase public awareness about the
value of a clean Lake Erie ecosystem;

v share informational and educational

“sources on Lake Erie among the vari-
ous interest groups and the public;

v/ encourage preservation and restoration
of environmental quality in the Lake
Erie watershed;

v provide leadership, coordination, and
networking for environmental advo-
cacy organizations;

v enhance the participation of existing

- organizations within the watershed on
Lake Erie issues:

v promote scientific research on Lake
Erie; and S

v increase membership and participation
in a binational Lake Erie network by
supporting the individual activities of
member groups. '

Sofarafew coordinating meetings have
been held. The next organizational meet-
ing will be Sunday, 1 Novemberin Elyria
and will be hosted by the Friends of the
Black Riverat 25 Lake Avenue. For more

- details, call the Friends’ office at 216/

322-4187 or Cheryl Wolfeat 216/775-8810.
The Alliance will not recruit individual
members but will be a coalition of organi-
zations. ¥




