
December 22, 1992

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: Great Lakes United Board of Directors
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 additional items of information for
your review:

* Memo from Karen Murphy re: Canada's National Pollutant
Release Inventory

* Memo from Jeanne Jabanoski re: draft strategy document
* CC of letter to Bruce Kershner and Karen Murphy from

Katherine Kenwell
* Miscellaneous newsclippings

An international organization dedicated to conserving and protecting the Great Lakes and St. Lawrence River

State University College at Buffalo, Cassety Hall a 1300 Elmwood Avenue, Buffalo, New York 14222
(716) 886-0142

Canadian Address: P.O. Box 548 Station A o Windsor, Ontario N9A 6M6
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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 Raising (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
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

WP5\WPYONKER\JANBRD.122
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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, Rick
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. Our
initial interest in the NPRI was really an outgrowth ,of our work.on
pollution prevention. Getting information on polluters in Canada
is difficult, the NPRI offered the potential for an incredible new
tool for environmental -and labour activists.

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 educational materials.

I have enclosed a'copy.of the position 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.
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ociete pour Vaincre la Pollution
'. 65 Ra<c dAln1eS
ntrCal, QuCbcc

~ 3E9 ,

Nathan Gilbert

950 Yonye st. , suite 700
Toronto, Ont.
M4W 2J4

Dear Mr. Gilbert,

SVP

Montreal, November 30 1992

The Societe pour Vaincre la Pollution (SVP) addresses this
letter to you in support of the great work' that Great Lakes
United has conducted on the proposed National Pollutants Release
Inventory (NPRI). SVP is aware. that the Laidlaw Foundation has
supported Great Lakes United to conduct NPRI-related*acti.vities
based on research and communication that were directly beneficial
to non-governmental organizations nationwide and,,we believe, to
the population at large.

We are most thankful to Great Lakes United 'for keeping SVP
constantly informed on the evolution of the.Multi-Stakeholder
Advisory Committee discussions, for providing SVP with ample
background information to promote regi.onal dissemination of the
NPRI Concept, for networking SVP and the. environmental groups
nationwide and -helping them to undertake a concerted advocacy
mandate.

-F,inai- -y 'S VP "is convinced that without the research and
coordinatingfforts of Great Lakes United on thecoordinating
important federal--'initiative would.have been greatly amputated of
any public input.,

SVP profoundly believes in the potential use of the NPRI as
an information and pollution prevention tool, consequently* we
wish to extend our thanks to you for funding Great Lakes
United's work on this project throughout the past year.

Yours sincerely,

Co- esi de t

Daniel Green

of t or Nnator

H.Sc.
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WINDSOR k DISTRICT LABOIJUNVIRONMENT#&TCASAW
~) CANADAJtiy _oy,9~ PROJECT
/ LOCAL 444

A Project of C.A. W. Local 444 and The Windsor & District Labour Council

December, 4,. 1992)

BY FACSIMILE

-Laidlaw.Foundation i
950 Yonge.St.,
Toronto, tint
FAX 416-7..63-1149 i
Attention':

RE: Great Lakes..United - NPRI.

The Windsor & District Labeur.:Council Environment Committee,
CAVI Local 444 •Environment Committee, and the Windsor and District',,
habourJEnv ironmcnt Project',are most gratified with the assistance
and. in depth iesearchtof Great Lakes United.r.egarding the National.
Fo-llu-cant Release Inventor.y,(NPRI) position paper. ,

-Great -L`akes United was' instrumental in organizing commentary, and
increasing. the awareness, of •thfs -most. important'°: national -profct.
Their=-'work . Was' necessi ry, :timely: and . -instrumental.:-in .'putKng
forward the collective comments"'a position of .the Canadian ENGO
and -labour representatives.

Furthermore,:. bec,~,-usie_-o:f the work of .Great Lakes United, the NPRI
has . the. potential ; to be a most effective - national regulatory
process for acce4ss Lble(public• information on the. use "and release of'-
manufactured mical substances in Canada.' With this. type ,of
inform. ' on Canadians- will. be able to develop . effective pollution
prevention action plans at the local,-regional and national 1-evels.

We recognize the value .of the labour and environmental coalition
for pollution prevention initiatives, and the invaluable
contribution. of. our brothers and sisters in 'thee environmental
movement. Increasingly' our collective _efforts. are- winning the
struggle against corporate inertia to social change and the
realization of what we -recognize as our last great fight 'to save
the planet for all species.

Sincerely,

ZRic_ C r'0ad" o
Coordinator
1aDLEP

31? 1=RIE STREET WE-ST. WINOSOR. ONTARIO N'_JA 6137 TELEP1H0NE ,& FAX (5191 255-1616

, .' 
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Canadian Environmental Network

P.O. Box 1289, Stn. B, Ottawa, Ontario MP 513

Tel: (613) 563.2078

Faxs (613) 565-7256'

WEBi cen.

Nathan Gilbert
Executive Director
Laidlaw Foundation
950 Yonge St., Suite '700
Toronto, Ontario
MOW 2J4

Roseau canadien de Venvironnement

C.P. 1289, Sum B, Ottawa (Ontario) KIP 6R3
T616phonei (613) 563-2078

T616coeieuri (613) 563-7236

WEB. cen

December 1, 1992

Re: Laidlaw Grant to Great Lakes United for
National Pollutants Release. Inventory (NM) work

Dear Mr. Gilbert:

We are writing ".letter in support. of the efforts put forth by Great Lakes United

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

Environmental Network (CENV), a national network of almost 2000 environmental

groups, facilitates communication among groups and with government.

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

organize a national meeting of environmental groups participants around the NPRI..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 actio alerts were a perfect complement to the organizing

framework that the CE1N was abl to provide. This has allowed for effective advocacy

to take place which should provide .for a strengthened, more accountable NPRI program.

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

representatives from the C N~ls 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 support Great, Lakes.Urdted and other

environmental groups in the invaluable work they do.

Sincerely,

Craig Bolikovac
Caucus/Consultation Coordinator
Canadian Environmental Network

~C7~7

, .~ 

, 
Canadian Environmental Network· Reseau canadien de l'environnement 
P.O. Box 1289, Stn. B, Ottawa, Ontario K1P 5RS 
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WEBI<len. 
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c.P. 1289, Succ. B, Ottawa (Ontario) KIP fiRS 
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WEB:cen 
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November 28, 1992

Mr. Nathan Gilbert
Executive Director
Laidlaw Foundation
950 Yonge Street, Suite 700'
Toronto, Ontario M4W 2J4

Dear Mr. Gilbert

The Toxics Watch Society of Alberta and member groups o.f theAlberta Environmental Network Toxics/Waste Avoidance Caucus wishto express our support and appreciation for the invaluable workGreat Lakes United has conducted surrounding the NationalPollutants ]Release Inventory.

The continued prominence of environmentallpollution issues on thepublic agenda exemplifies the need for detailed and credible'reporting of toxic chemical use and emissions. This informationhas not been readily available in the past, or has often beentreated with scepticism and discounted because of the informationsource. An initiative like the NPRI must, therefore; be welldesigned and implemented in a fashion that Will instill both,community confidence and credibility.

The work carried out by Great Lakes United has made anoutstanding and vital contribution to the effectiveness andcredibility of the NP1RI by and raised awareness of the program 
incommunities across the country,

Yo Vs sincerely,

Y,M - es a$awa
Toxics atch Society of Alberta
Co-chair, Toxics/Waste Avoidance Caucus, Alberta EnvironmentalNetwork

010511 saskatchewan drive, edmonton, aiberta TbE 4S1 telephone 432-8711•

November 2B. 1992 

Mr. Nathan GIlbert 
Exeoutive Direotor 
Laidlaw Foundation 

I reti t6'''''(i) I I ·project-

950 Yonge Street. Suite 700 
Toronto, Ontario M4W 2J4 
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The work oarried out by Great Lakes United has made an outstanding and vital oontribution to the effectiveness and oredibility of the NPRI by and raised awareness of the program in communities across the oountry. 

~?S .slnoerely, 

~?i~s agawa 
To~ics atch SOCiety of Alberta 
Co-chair, Toxies/Waste Avoidance Caucus, Alberta Environmental Network 
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Murray James Mollard
Barrister& Solicitor

7.25 Hawks Avenue ,
Vancouver, $_C_

V6A 3J 2

(604) 255-6675

November 26,1992

Nathan Gilbert
Executive Director
Laidlaw Foundation
700 - 95b' Tbnge Street
Toront0; Ontari0
MW 2J4

Bear Mr. Gilbert:

RE! Great Lakes United Research and NPRI

I am writing to you to commend the work of Great' Lakes United -in its, research on. the
proposed National Pollutant Release Inventory. I understand that the Laidlaw Foundation
)provided vital financial support for the work undertaken by Ghat Lakes United in the
past year. Without your contribution, important research into this federal• initiative
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* to
information on industrial activiti6 that impact' local communities. The NPRI will
establish an important tool for implementing the goal of -ecologically -sustainable
development. Such a -proposal however does not become - reality overnight. Any such .
initiative with 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 im defining the
goals of NPRI and developing suggestions for its framework. Furthermore, Great Lakes
United has worked to ensure that environmental non-governmental -organizations are
aware of the federal proposals and has sought input from these various. groups to,
articulate a desirable vision for the NPRI.

I thank you for your support of Great Lakes United, in its efforts to facilitate. research into
the NPRL if you have any questions, please feel.free to call me.

Yours sincerely,

Murray. Mollard
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27 November 1992

Mr. Nathan Gilbert
Executive Director
Laidlaw Foundation
950 Yonge St., #700
Toronto,.Ont. M4W 2J4

Re: $10,000 grant to Great Lakes United

Dear Sir:

STOP is a non-profit citizens' environmental group based in
-Montreal. STOP is represented on Environment Canada's multistakehoider
advisory committee pertaining to the National Pollutant Release
Inventory (NPRI) and we are aware of the efforts of Great Lakes United
in this regard.

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 rote in the preparation of fact sheets,
along with other public outreach activities.

I would encourage the Laidlaw Foundation to continue its
support of the NPRI Project of Great Lakes United..

C.c. Great Lakes United

Sincerely yours,

an~ a4aw-_

Bruce Walker
President
STOP
716 St-Ferdinand St.
Montreal, Quebec H4C 2T2

(514)-932-7267 phone & fax

1-1-27-1'3'32 1':'14: 4'3r'/'i FRCI/1 STClF' 

Mr. Nathan Gilbert 
Executive Director 
Laidlaw Foundation 
950 Yonge st.~ #700 
Toronto"Ont. M4W 2J4 

TO 

27 November 1992 

Re: $10,000 grant to Great Lakes Unite~ .. 

Dear Sir:' 

1716886133133 P.131 

STOP is a non-profit citizens ' environmental group based in 
-Montreal. STOP is represented on Environment Canada's multi stakeholder 
advisory committee pertaining to the National Pollutant Release 
Inventory (NPRI) and we are aware of the efforts of Great Lakes United 
in this regard. 

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 
;s 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 its 
support of the NPRI Project of Great lakes United ... 

C.C. Great Lakes United 

Sincerely yours, 

~~ 
Bruce Walker 

. President 
STOP 
716 St-Ferdinand St. 
Montreal, Quebec H4C 2T2 
(514)-932-7267 phone & fax 



NATIONAL POLLUTANT RELEASE INVENTORY
CITIZENS' CAUCUS

RESPONSE TO THE
MULTI-STAKEHOLDER ADVISORY COMMITTEE

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.
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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.

I. 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 reduction,
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. Taxics use
reduction and pollution prevention do not include such things as out of
process recycling, incineration, and the transfer of waste from one medium
to another.)

c) The NPRI should be used to obtain information critical to emergency response
and accident prevention

H. 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 territories, 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 following principles ̀ should guide public access to NPRI data

• NPRI information should be available on a site speck 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 thepublic to understand
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and interpret
The NPR[ database should be comprehensive, making all
relevant information available to the public at one place.

• The public 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 environment
offices and at regional Environment Canada offices. People
should be able to gain access to the NPRI database without

cost at these locations.
• T he feder al government shouldfacilitate 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, it is 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 CEPA 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.
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• RECOMMENDATIONS
Q) The Federal Minister of the Environment 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 fulfill 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. Specifically
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 tonic 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 shuffling, 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.
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Many "release reduction" activities are not pollution prevention or source reduction or txics 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 Toxics 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 NPR[ 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 taxis chemical that each production

unit at afacility uses, incorporates into products, orgenerates 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 pollutionprevention 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.
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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 thepotential for conflict with business confidentiality. Confidentiality is addressed 
in depth in the issue paper developed by John Jackson entitled "A Toxics 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, hnndIing, transfer or release, and 
report the amount of that substance consUJ1]ed. recycled. or transferred in or 
as product This information should. be provided on a unit of production 
basis in order to be able to tmck 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 ~ to reduce 
afacility's reliance on toxic chemicals, facilities should be required to report 
percentage reductions or increases of a toxic chemical that each production 
unit at afacility uses, incorporates into products, or generates as nonprodu.ct 
output (nonproduct output rfifers to the NPRI substance remai.ning 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 oj 
chemicals used should be expressed in ranges in order to broadly assess the 
size oj any reductions or increases in the use oj 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 NPRl that we fully support. We feel that some additional items should be included 
in the release reporting regime. 
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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 wamings. 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 recommendations 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 IVPRI 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.
CV 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.

C. ON-SITE TRANSFERS OF HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES AND WASTES

Companies transfer wastes to facilities both on-site and off-site for treatment and disposal. These
wastes may be burned for energy recovery or to destroy them; they may be recycled; or they may
be disposed. In order to assess whether toxic chemical use and the production ofwastes 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 chemicals 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.
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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 sped the
amount of materials sent on-site and off--site for treabnent, 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, there is 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) Environment Canada should identify a list of substances that have the

potential to cause catastrophic accidents if accidentally released. Reporting
thresholds should be established that re, lect the quantities that could cause
catastrophic accidents.

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

C) This information should be distributed to local fire departments, medical
qffveers 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.
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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
environmental 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 Environment 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 facilities 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 impossible 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 determine, 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
NPRI, 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 thresholdfor 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 thresholdfor 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
facilities that meet the use and production thresholds are still required to
report. Industry has proposed this as an and condition; this is completely
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unacceptable to environmental representatives.

(V Facilities that are currently required to report releases under other federal
regulations should not be exemptfrom reporting under NPR[ if they meet the
reporting thresholds.

e) Environment Canada should detenmine if their calculations of releases from
gas stations will provide community specific infornm on. If not, this
exemption should be reconsidered. This exemption should not include tank
farms or large gasoline distribution and storage centres. Fbr the other

sectors and activities being considered for exemption -- oil wells and miring

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 NPR[.
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b) 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 toxicity of a chemical
or a chemical's potential to cause other environmental harm Chemicals
should not be deletedfrom 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
environment. It is assumed that all chemicals are on the list because they
are known or suspected of causing harm to human health or the
environment

C) 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.

d) Facilities that currently report releases to other provincial and federal
databases, such as mercury releases from chlor-alkali manufacturing
facilities 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) Environment Canada should develop a list of all companies that are likely

to meet the reporting thresholds.
b) Environment Canada should develop an effective outreach programme to

ensure that all possible reporters understand their responsibility.
C) 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.

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

e) The public should be given a role in enforcement including initiating an
investigation and initiating a prosecution

fi Mechanisms to protect whistleblowers should be incorporated into the NPRL
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FROM:PUBLIC HEALTH CDCNU T0:716 886 0303 DEC 22, 1992 11 33RM 9766 P.02

Memo to: Great Lakes United Board Members

From: Jeanne Jabanoski

Date: December 22, 1992

Subject: Draft Strategy Document

At an ad hoc executive committee meeting in Monroe, Michigan
on December 5th, I undertook to -develop a short term strategy for
GLv. 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
term 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. I 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
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from our Mission (and maybe more poetic as well). 

Happy Seasoning 
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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.

Mission

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.itss membership by:

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

operating principles

In carrying out its 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.

Strategic Direction

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

Objectives: 1. Assess RAR.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 ADCs or a conference
or both will be developed. Communities will discuss their progress
_in 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 citizen testimony.

Objective Two

Based on the assessment of the first phase, short and long
term strategies far 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
strategy regarding the future of RAPS. One possibility is that GLU
and member organizations might advocate for a legislated basis, and
therefore accountability, for RAPS. Funding schemes, a broadening
of RAPs to incluide land use planning, contaminated sediment
programs, etc. could all be included in this phase.

objective Three

Community-based sustainable development initiatives building
on the organizational structure of RAPs will be developed with
sectors who have not traditionally been at the table. This could
include dealing with issues such as new economic initiatives
("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 presence 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.

C

\ 
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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 basin, including

Montreal, eastern Ontario, Sault Ste. Marie, and Toronto.

solicitation of new members and groups should be tied into an

effective Canadian program, such as COA.

Obi ective Tsetst

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 GLWQA should be communicated and

governments held accountable for their progress.

Objective .Three

Building on GLU's effective NPRI effort, a right-to-know

program should be developed for 1993-1994 to inform citizens of how

to make use of this information. In 1993, a citizen's guide could

be developed for use in Great Lakes communities. Models and test

cases should be developed that can be communicated elsewhere in the

basin. Preparation should begin for a larger effort in 1994 .when

data will be available for citizen use.

Goal Three: Increase the sust&in&bJlity of GLU as an

organisation.

Objectives! 1. Undertake measures to ensure that GLU can
sustain 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 issues 
that

have arisen in the past. Committees should meet regularly and

provide advice to the board and staff.

Objective 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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Ohj ective _- hree

Develop and carry out educational activities and services for

individual and member organizations and Great Lakes communities.

consideration 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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November 21, 1992 j

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 area powerhouse! Your speeches at the, hear,ing 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 I 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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. Wednesday, October 14,1992 A7 

EVENING OBSERVER, Dunkirk-fredonia, N.Y. 

Hearin'g set onContainerboard environmental studies 
By KATE ALEXANDER 

OB!lERVER W_ BunIeu 

WESTFIEID - The Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement 
(SElS) and the Supplemental Generic Environmental Impact Statement 
(SGElS) concerning the Contalnerboard Project In Westfield are nearing 
completion.' .,1. I 

A notice on the completion of the reports Is projected to be Riven to 
the state Dept. of Environmental Conservation (DEC) by Oct. 28, 
according to LInda Kelly, senior project coordinator for the Container- ' 
board proJect.. " !. . . 

Mrs. Kelly told the OBSERVER that a public hearing 011 these docu
ments has been tentatively scheduled for Nov. 12. Thfs public hearing 
w1I1 be concerned With the Portage Water and Portage: $ewer Dlstr1ct 
and w1I1 adclress the questions. brought forth by the public from the 

, Bee. 14,1991 hearing. .; . ... .' . .' I 1 .: 
. One majordeIay With the Contalner~ project has tieen the ques

tionof adequate water supply for. operation of the 'Plant; which 
requires 1.2 mllllon gallons of water per day.' . 

Mrs. Kelly said the· county Departnient of. Publlc Works' (DPW) Is 
currently worldng on a plan whiCh calls for drawing water from Lake 
ErIe. The DPW contracted With Paul RusSell of JR ,Eng1ileerlng who 
drew up a set of plans for this purpose... ., ,;~<} 

This alternate plan totally bypasses the use ofChauta1.jqua·Creek as 
a water source. The DEC has declared the aeek to be a p~trout 
stream and would not permit Its use In connection With ~e Container-
board project. . .: . 

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 st1l1 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 ~as been made as yet by village offldals concemlng the updating 
of the water treatment plant and the water ~llution control fac1l1ty. 
Mrs. Kelly stated that this fact would not delay the ContaInerboaid 

. project. , ', 
The plans for draWIng water from lake ErIe have been presented to 

the DEC In an "lnformal manner" and Mrs, Kelly noted the DEC 
"seems pleased with the plans so far," . '. 

''We.untled the two,' Mrs. Kelly said, referring to the village water 
and sewer districts and the Portage Water and Portage Sewer District. 
"There Is no In tertwinlng of the village water and sewer with this plan. 
It Is a separate entity." . 

She noted the new plans drawn by JREnglneer\ng must go through 
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 Boume 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" 
:l'13n using the village system. 

He' noted that this plan to draw water from Lake Erie for the Con- for Ilnerboard Is depressed. He noted a 'company or corporation expects 
taInerboard project was done "In an effort to satisfy the DEC In those a return on Its Investment, which' In .Contalnerboard's case, would be 
regard$." .... . . / determlned by the price that paper Is b.tinglrig on the market. . .' 

In addmslng ongoing concems of env1ronmental'groups With the . He noted. that the orlglnal cost estimates for the Contalnerboard 
use of Lake, ErIe water, Mr. Russell stated. the IntenUon of hts' plans project, completed over thiee years ago; are now "lnvalld." 
were to "take water out of the lake, Use It, treaHt and retum It to the . "We WUI not·be prepartng new cost estimates until we know the 
lake In decent condition.'" "" . 'county can provide us With a VIable site for our plant," Mr. Jacobsen 

JerrY Palumbo from the DEC, .water dlvIslon, told the OBSERVER said.' .. • . , 
that hlsdepartment wID be adclresslng·detaUs In the GSEIS for wastewa~ When asked If he could comment oil design changes In the Con. 
ter and water supply and should be completed by the end of the taInerboard fadlity that were made or being made to meet DEC speclfi. 
montIL . ..." cations, Mr. Jacobsen stated, that the problem was not With the 

He noted there were 10 concerns his department would be address- . ContaIn~.plant as changes the DEC had requested "were com
ing In the FInal Envlronmentallmpact .Stafement (FEIS) arid wID,state' pleted." HIs feeling was that the'DEC Was concetne<l With decisions to 
how these Items were addre$Sed. . " . '. ,)' ,;,'.. .. . be made In relation With the VIllage's waste water treatment plant. 

He noted the. "hurdle" In foUO\YIng the SEQR ~s Is the VariOus ." It was .h1sunderstand1ngthat ~e waSte V(ater treatment plant would 
permi~ prOcesses which are ''ve:y techniCal.' and Incl. ude plans,. '. not be located. at Its. present 'slte and was. .aWare that th.e county was 
~ns and engineering studies.' .' . i"" I·. ,' ...... " "':" ", , ,worldng on plans to draw water from Lake Erie and not use Chautau. 
. 'We are near the end of the SEQR~," Mr. Palumbo said, refer- qua Creek as a water 'source, .' , . . 

ring to the Contain. erboard project, ,tancl"blto the earJv stages of the •. . ........ ,-' ." .. . -'. 
project Itself." He noted the permitting process wID Involve "many .. 

'~~ce to a l~ from Great Lakes ~nlted recently ~lIsh;d 
In severa1 e tn the 'county which raised concerns of toxIc chemi
cals posslbcontalned In the Cllscharge ~ from the Contalnerboard' 
plant and e loss of water drawn frOin Lake ErIe In the' form of steam 
from the plant thus not being returned to the watershed, Mr. Palumbo. 
statedhls deoartment Is nreoarin2 a resnonse to . , 

David Dawson of the county lridustrtal DeVelOpment Agency (IDA) . . 
told the OBSERVER that Domtar, DEC and the lead agendes (county ~~~~~~~~~I\.~~)!/\Q~)l' 
DPW and the Town and VIllage of Westfield)' are producing the reports 
that the DEC Is requiring based on a schedule wlifch extends through 
the end of the year.' . 

''Domtar Is moving together to get acceptable design work to allow 
permitting to =Iace," Mr. Dawson said. . 

Once the ts are Issued, however, Mr. Dawson cautioned the 
plant may not berIn Immedla~ construction. He noted that the date 
for Construction 01 the Contalnerboard plant. may depend on the eco
nonilc dlmate. 

''W~re In a recessfon," Mr. Dawson stated. "Domtar may wish to 
determine If companies are already meeting market demand for their 
product. The Contalnerboard plant Is designed for new demand and 
may have to walt for new demand They may have to look at what end 
users are buyJng and how many boXes are being bought to ship 
goods " . . . 

Stanley Jacobsen, chief representative of the Contalnerboard opera
tion now based In Toronto, agreed with Mr. Dawson that the market 

(". 
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New Concerns Raised 
About Containerboard 

By CURT W. OLSON recycling in ,order to lessen solid 
An American-Canadian Great waste dIsposal and cardboard re

Lakes region environmental group cycling aids that effort 
based in Buffalo has concerns of "We are not opposed to recy
potential toxic dischar$e into Lake cling. There a~ some concerns 
Erie and lake water withdrawal by that have been raised (about the 
the Containerboard plant proposed project). We need very definite 
for Westfield. answers to those questJons," Yon-

The executive director of the leer said. . ' 
group. Terry, Yonker. recently .:r.he,qu~tion' surrQuri,U~& po
wrote a" leller to Gov, Mario tentlal tOXIC discharge into' Lake 
Cuomo emphasizing the need for Erie revolves around' the fact the 
those two questions to IJe fully Canadian companf Domtar is, 
addressed in the soon to be com- thought to be the chief shareholder 
pleted Supplemental Environmen- for tfie Containerboard plant 

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." tal Impact Statement. "We know that cardboard po-

Great Lakes United is a multi- tentially contains toxic residues ----,-------
national organizatiOn comprised including dioxin and pOssibly slon,. it' would, ~uire the unani· 
of about "200 organizations rep· mirex. We also have members mous 'approval of all eight ,Great 
resenting environmental, hunter, whO are involved in the Bay of Lakes governors, 'according to 
angler, union, business,. city and Quinte Remedial Action Plan fedetal law PI' ,99·662, Section 
viOage government and native Committee on the north shore of 1109," Yonker's letter shawll. 
people interests. .. " Lake Ontario. They report that a -' If the legal status of Lake Erie 

'rhe Post-JourMI has acquired a similar Domtar cardboard facility water withdrawal for the plant is 
copy of the Sept. 16 letter sent to is a source of dioxin and mirex in considered out-or-basin, and ap
Cuomo, Lt. Gov. Stan Lundine. the Bay of Quinte," the letter to proval of the eight Great Lakes 
Rep. Amo Houghton, state Depart- Cuomo and others shows. governors are needed, the states 
ment of Environmental Conserva- The other concern is the possi· lire: New York, Pennsylvania, 
lion Commissioner Thomas Jor· bility of 230,000 gallons of water Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, Illinois, 
ling and several Chautauqua being withdrawn ftom Lake Erie Wisconsin and Minnesota. 
County employees: George Riede- by the plant and the water not He also said state law lor the 
sel, county Department of Public being replaced in the lake wat· Great Lakes Waler ConservatJon 
Works director; John Spagnoli. ershed. & Management Act section 
Diane Heminway and Alex Cukan. "This is in fact a pennanent IS01613 COuld also require public 

Yonker told The Post-Journal water withdrawal, since most of notJficadon, public ,hearings and ' 
Jreat Lakes United is notoppos- the water will precipitate over Cuomo's approval.-
;ng the cardboard recycling plant. other watersheds to tile east, not The SUPPlemental. EIS . Is cur" ~ 

He said the grou(> is in a diffi- back into the Great 'Lakes wat- renlly being completed. The com· r. 
:ult position by wnting the leller ershed. If this is classified as a pletJon Is expected sometJme in 0 
)CCause the group does encourage consumptive out-of·basin diver- November. 
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A4 Friday, October 9, 1992. 
EVENING OBSERVER, Dunkirk-Fredonia, N.Y. Editorial 

. 

'lie "=C:CJ hOlNOlcc-allU a ~-
"Me ,,,tUG .. 110 aOlldCeu lalla 011 £. Mam st., the former location of IIVOIUnl~ allY pomrcanttmty;lncr··thelt laCk of bias, and to demon- JOHN E. LONG, broker who created nearly autono· which the new structure stands. It .the Crimen's Uquor Store. . any po Illcal or legislative Issues .strate their ability to Judge fairly Town of Hanover mous agendes (the Urban Devel· will be named Miller Hall.· '. .. . • .opment Corp., the State University THIRTI'YEA.RS· AGO-1962 

Forestville Central School has 
adopted an electronic teaching 
room for language or, as nick·. 
named, a language lab. This setup 
is one of the most modem high 
sd1001 labs in New York State. 

Fredonia attorney Robert ~an· 
uele has announced the opening 
of his 01\11 law office at 36 E. 
\iain St. Fredonia. He previously 
· ... ·as associated with Kenneth W. 
Glines in the law firm of Glines 
and Manuele. 

FIFIY \'EARS AGO-1942 
Rudolph H. I<arl Is the Instruc· 

to! for the radlo technician course 
which will. be part of the war 
training program to be conducted 
at Dunkirk industrial High School 
durtiJg the winter months. 

The new Cassadaga church of 
Our Lady of the Immaculate Can· 
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 
Hollow Road. 

EVENING OBSERVER 
0}992 Dunkirk PIlntlng Company 

Published daily except Sundays and cenain' holidays by the DunkIrk PrInting Company. 10 E. Second Street, Dunkirk, N.Y. 14048'()39t: 
H. Kirk Williams. Chairman and C.E.O. . 
Henry K. Williams I\'. PreSident, Publisher and Editor Keith S. Sheldon. Managing Edilor Ted lutz. AssIstant M~naglng EdItor K.lrl T. D .. is, AdvertisIng Dliector Robtrt D. Keslcki, 8uslness Manager Mark Woods. Circulation Manager Wayne Carpenter, Systems Manager John Konegni, Press Manager Charles Drummond, Graphics Manager 

Ap ~ Th' 
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Sub>crlptlon rates: by carrter. $1.80 per wetk. By mall $90 per yur.' All carriers, dealen and dlstrlbutors are Independent contractors to thr DunkJrk" PrlnIing Co. ChKi:s fot advance subscription plymrnts for more than one"month )hould be m~e payable to Iht Dunklrk PrlnClng Co., as agent for carrier. Collection .of subscriptions at olht>r than published tales b nOt authortud. 
Telephone (716) 366·3000 USPS 1625·8000 

Great Lakes concerns regarding Contalnerboard Construction Fun~ etc.) which . ' borrow and spend bIllions outside Editor, OBSER~R: Ashtabula. With our experience Counties. the state budget-all with lIttle or We are Writing regarding oUr with these and. other projects Another concern that needs to no supervision or voter approval. concerns about .the Domtar Con- around the Great Lakes we know be addressed Is the amount of Two years after Rock ieft Albany, talnerboard Recycling Facility pro- that cardboard potentially con. water that will be discharged as the state Jlearly went broke. . posed tor Westfield. talns toxic residues Including steam (230,000 gallons per day) Rocky consumed people, thell' This prolect Is of direct concern dloXin and possibly mlrex It Is and therefore not returned to Lake energies, their 10yaitY and oeca· to Great Lakes United, since we reported that a sltnilar Domw ErIe. This is In fact a permanent slonally, their judgment. He did are dec!Jcated to preventing and cardboard fadllty Is a source of water withdrawal, since most of not suffer critics gladly. He could cleaning up toXic chemica! dis· dioXin and mlrex In the Bay of that water WIll precipitate out over be an Olympian grudge bearer, charges Into the Great Lakes, as Qulnte on the north shore of Lake other watersheds to the east, not but bore his grudges I\ith the well as other threats to their eco- Ontario. back Into the Great Lakes water. silent snobbery of the super rich. logic integrity. We are an Amer!· We nonnally encourage recy. shed. If this Is classified as a The Victlms of his disfavor. were can·Canadlan environmental cling as a way to reduce solid "consumptive out-of·basln diver- usually left Ignorant of their coalition of a1mpst 200 organJza· wastes and reduce pollution. But a Sian," w/llch means water Is taken offenses. His approa~h was sort of tlons representing enVironmental, recycling project that could dIs- out and not returned to the water. the reverse of the nght of habeas hunter, angler, union, business, charge such serious pollutants shed, It waul d r e qui ret he corpus. The alleged offenders were city and vtlIage government and would simply be unacceptable to unanimous approval of all 'elght . locked out, not rocked up, without native people Interests. Our collec· us. Lake ErIe Is already overbur_·-Great Lakes Governors; according knowing the charges against tlve membership totals more than . dened with toxlc discharges and to federal law PL 99·662. them. 600,000. contamlitated sec!Jments. We hope that these and other While Keating was not a Rock· We are members of many gov. We believe this Is a prudent environmental and community eteller toady, he rallied behind the emment·sponsored Remedial Ac- concern and therefore should be concerns raised by the citizens of governor's failed bid for the GOP tion Plan councils around the addressed In the EnvIrOnmental Chautauqua County ·w1llbe fully presidential nomination In 1964 Great Lakes, established to clean Impact Statement, as required by addressed before this project Is and pointedly refused to endorse up toXic contamination at Intema. state law. After all, this Is a public considered. the conservative candidacy of tionaJly recognized Areas of Con· health Issue and pollutants reo TERRY L YONKER, GOP presidential nominee Barry cern. We are co·founders, for leased Into Lake ErIe can enter the . executive director, Goldwater: example, of the Remedial Action drinking water Intakes for commu. Great Lakes United, If Keating Is onlf a footnote In Plan councils for ErIe, Buffalo and nitles along Chautauqua and ErIe Buffalo the state's polltlca history, he Is 
w. welcome sloned 1I!tIII dllClllllng topiCi of oenellllintarnt. eveIY lettar muot Include • phone numbor and add"," forwrlfication.l.atte .. lhould bo limited 10 COOWOrdL All al8 IUbjeet to condensation. W. generally do not UII 'thank you' 1111111 or lett811 frorn announced political candldilH. We do not OWlllntee In .. !tion for IWIY I.tter IUbmltted. 

EXcept for the OBSERVER's own' certainly a Vital one. How many editorials, the columns, letters and politicians can claim to have mJd· cartoons that appear on this page do not wifed the electlve careers of such necessarily represent the opinIons of this. redoubtables as Nelson Rockefeller newspaper. and Bobby Kennedy. 
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Great Lakes water . use Opposed CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 
. . 

n.,. b .,/ d under a 1967 law allowing crea· ter Action told Booth News Set· from neighbOring states, Booth 
,1'0 e orUere tlon of Irrigation districts that vice. .. said •. 

. divert Great Lakes water on a Frederick Brown, chairman Earlier this year, Engler . 

of DIe t large scale. ot the Michigan Water Reo vetoed a request to divert Lake ST~~ ~~::~-:.:~~ •••••••• 
ill asan pro\l9nents say the plan would sources Commission, said the Michigan water to replace con. ICENOSHACOlIm rnlestatitnd~agedpre." 

Pn 
. . Increase productivity during drY plan could lead to private In· .tamlnated wells In Lowell, Ind. CASI~ANY ::: ~ ~ ~ DONOHUE-funeral •• rvices rllne usaoe yeari'and .encou.rage the pl8l\t· terests seiling water to Inland Engler also has ordered At. p.o. BOUma· . as~~· ~~~ ~ef~~ue 01 

::'. Ing of more profitable crop~ In property owners. Michigan trad· tomey General Frarik Kelley to. MiIwaIMe".:. 1. Ifts:~~~ _n:.. vmo died Sa1u~ 
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Criticism Is flooding In after a Critics tear the spread of rights to owners of property.,ralrle, Wis., has Illegally dl. .882079ISt. Ihe ~ Quarter (OA) of ter.~lgin.willbehetdWednes-, 
group of farmers, the state Agrl. pests such as zebra mussels and . adjacent to the lOurce, buatd: >verted Lake. Mlcblgan watel' to. ~:'S:I42 :t:"~ car,.~ fr.'-bo ~ J,!. J:.2 F~ 
culture Department and Michl. toxic chemlcats to Inland waters The diversion proposal Is un·· finance economic expansion. Case No 92CY-1312 Sedfon. ,,*,,·one ~ II In neral Home. 504 w. Main . 
gan State University propOSed ·and the threat of fertilizer and d~revlew by thestate Depart.:. "The applicants have beeD ... ....".. . =(~~~F"""~ ~~~=:.. 
Irrigating some prime farmland chemical runoff reaching ment at Natural R~rces,. told that they must be prepared THE ST.:It OF WISCONSIN 10 cIpaI MerklIn; tnd ~ tnd 10.1992 at the Miller Fuenral 
with Great Lakes water. Saginaw Bay .. Theyillso are con· . wblch. will rule on'the proJect to answer all thetoughquestlOllS . EACH ~ NAMED A8IM = ~ ~ T;:: :.reno!c;r: ~9t!~ ~ 

Under the plan, up to 8.6 mil. cemed about the effect of lower early next year, Booth said. that we JlO$ed during the dIver- ¢!, ~:1IIitIIIed thIt Ihe Stale ofWlsalril. Ihe Fox Valley Hospice. 
lion gallons of water would be lake levels on commercial and Federal law allows the goy. stan Issue. with indiana," Dennis =' 1IIIntd ....... fIocU ~119-31:'~1 No. ~ ____ IIIIiI_. 
pumped. dally from Lake recreational boating and on em!!r of any <!reat Lakes .tate Schornack, Engler's senior poIl~ a/nst.cw "!I* ..... ectIon =-= 1107 ~I~ 
Huron's Saginaw Bay to Irrigate shoreline property values. to veto the diversion of water • adviser, told Booth. . = ~.(4()) days 8Iter the Tenns~~ • 1M ':!~71 ~~ 
2,400 acres of farmland In Huron "You have to be thinking outside. the baslJ). The veto ,"We expect lucid answers to ~ of t':t"~~ down :. .... ~ = HawIdn. of 7718.28th Ave. 
County at the tip of the Thumb about what's the accumulative· doesil~t apply I~ the Huron Coun- IbUgh questions and we'll actuat· ~ nut mpond t.tIhi WII\I!n NOTE: n: IoredosIn sale " ~ '1l?tt. on ;r~'AN~ 
region In Michigan. effect if we allow a lot ottbese ty propesal, ·butGov. John Iy handle It In a way much like ~~:.u.:..r: ~ lD~:L.~ fromlhe ProkO"runer"aI~: 

About 20 farmers would be things," David Dempsey of the Engler's administration Is sensl· we wished the Lowell ·sltuatlon lit cIeIwred.1D the Ccut, whose m~ lit 2. 199~ Ihe ~~ w:.M~ J~:'.'a~r1(~ 
taxed to pay for the operation envlronmeJltal group Clean Wa· tlve to the potential react~~ __ ~ .. ~~~led." 5:'~v~~ ~~~INs)Olh ~\~ F~ 
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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
ommended by a subcommittee of
the Amherst Conservation Advi-
sory Council (ACAC), because of
Pressure each year from residents
bothered by the insects.
Other recommendations in the

subcommittee report presented to
the board by Regina Fedele and

Katherine Kenwell were:
• Increased use of Bactimos

(BTI), a biological control which
combats the mosquito at the lar-
val stage in early spring, and
introduction of natural predators
including dragonflies, bats and
mosquit"ating birds.
• Better public education about

the risks of pesticides and ways to
reduce mosquitos in one's own
yar 
— Establishing a pest manage-
ment advisory board.
e No spraying of pesticides in a

neighborhood unless there is
unanimous consent among resi-
dents.
Fedele, an ACAC member, and

Kenwell are co-founders of a citi-
zens group called Seeking Alter-

natives For the Environment in
Amherst (S.A.F.E.). 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
spraying of the pesticides unless
there is a serious public health
emergency or at least using Py-
rethrum and Methoprene, which
are less toxic.
'Me heartily encourage the in-

corporation of least toxic pest con.
trol measures,' said the subcom-
mittee report.
'the Town of Amherses intro.

duction of the BTI biological con.

trot 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 is also an excellent ex-
ample of an environmentally-,
sponsible mosquito control prec-
tic e_"
Fedele asked the town board to

'take a role as leaders" in in-
itiating changes and encouraged
experimentation with less tonic
measures in target erase,
'Give it a try; she urged at the

board's afternoon meeting.
Council member Peggy Santil-

lo, liaison to ACAC, suggested the
highway department and State
Health Department design and
monitor a test area.
B ce Kerahner, an environ.

mental seen at, said it is be-
lieved there are many chemically
senstive persona in Amherst who
are being unfairly exposed to
health risks when the pesticides
are sprayed, all for the sake of
controlling a nuisance. He also
said the fear of mosquito-bome
disease shouldn't be used as ins-
tification for the spraying.
The lest documented case of

California encephalitis in Erie
County was in 1978, according to
the subcommittee report, with no

reported eases of death.
- No other municipality in E
County uses pesticides 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 peol

out there expect, results," Coll,
said. .
Council member Lynn Milla

said that the problems extend
places such as town parks a,
golfeourms, where mosquito bit
were so bad they caused welts.
The complaints were horrih

this year," she said.
Dr. Jacques Berlin, an entom,

ogist with the health departmer
said that only half of Amherst
sprayed and that more than I
Percent of all pesticides used
town are not from the highw,
department, but from oth,
sources such as lawn care comp.
vies.
He challenged claims of healt

risks from the pesticides bo
agreed it was important to, us
the least toxic approach.
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Opinions.,. .

Mosquito subcommittee
has the right idea

Crtizens who want the Amherst
Highway Department to stop using
Pesticides for its mosquito control

Program are meeting resistance to chang-
ing a method which has been used for some
20 years, but also finding responsiveness
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
r,ecmnmendations 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 socom-
plish the same thing will take time and if
Positive results can be shown fi»m 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
mosquito control. However, they might
have a problem with those alternatives if
they aren't as effective as what people-,Arc
used to.
The town follows state health guidelines

and Environmental Protection Agency reg-
ulations for mosquito control and as such,
puts confidence in the expertise of those
most knowledgeable in the field. There's

some reassurance in that. But when mWpi-,
cion emerges about health risks /ssociated
with 10119-standing pesticide methods, it's
time to question whether their continued
use is worth the risk.
The spraying of chemicals started as away 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
nuisance, not a health threat, -
Therefore, it makes sense to use more

moderate and safer means of fighting the
culprit. The introduction of natural preda.
tors like bate, fish, dragonflies and birds is
one suggestion brought forth by the sub-
committee. Another approach. is to attack
the mosquito early in its life cycle, before it
becomes 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
own, if they choose to do so.
And, tequiring consent from a neighbor

hood before spraying is also a good idea.
Let the majority make a decision, insjWad
of having the decision made for it

-Local News Amherst Bee November II. 1m 3 

Mosquito tactics to target areas for experimentation 
by MICHELE DARSTEIN 

N ext spring the town will ex~ 
periment in target areas with less 
toxic. more biological tacti.OI for 
mosquito control and take steps 
to notify neighborhoods when 
th~ir areas are being blitzed 
agaimt the insects. 

But there was reluctance Mon .. 
day by the Amhe ... t Town Board 
to complet.ely drop the use of 
pesticides from the 20-year-old 
mosquito control ProgrAm. as rec
ommended by a subcommittee of 
the Amherst Conservation Advi
sory Council (ACAC), because of 
pressure each year from residents 
bothered by the inseets. 

Other recommendationa In the 
suhcommittee report presented to 
the board by Regina Fedele and 

Katherine Kenwell were: 
• Increased use of Bactimos 

(BTl), a biological control which 
combats the mosquito at tha 181""' 
val stage in early spring. and 
introduction of natural predators 
including dragonOie.. bsts and 
mosquito-eating birds. 

• Better public education about 
the risks of pesticides and ways to 
reduce mosquitos in one's own 
yard. 

• Establishing a pest manage
ment advisory board. 

• No spraying of pesticides in a 
neighborhood unle.s there is 
unanimous consent among rem
aenta. 

Fedele, an ACAC member, and 
Kenwell are co-founders of a citi
una group called Seeking Alter-

natives FOT the Environment in 
Amherst (S.A.F.E'>. Last Bum
mer. the group raised questions 
about the potential of short and 
long·tenn health and environ
mental risks from use of the pes
ticides Malathion and Methox
ychlor. 

[n its report, the subcommi ttee 
advised immediately stopping 
Spraying of the pesticide. unless 
there i. a serious publi" health 
emergen,,>, or at least using Py
rethrum and Methoprene, which 
are less toxic. 

-We heartily e....,urage the in
corporation of least toxic peat con
trol measures,' said the subcom
mittee report. 

"The Town of Amherst's intro
duction of the BTl biologica[ con-

lrol five years ago was an encoura 

aging first step towards an envi
ronmentally-friendly approach to 
mosquito control. The town's eXa 
tensive ditching and drainage 
program is also an excellent ex
ample or an environmen tsllyare-
sponsible mosquito control prac
tice_" 

Fedele asked the town board to 
-take 8 role 88 leaders" in ina 
itiating changes and encouraged 
experimentation with less toKic 
measures in target. areas. 

"Give it a try; she urged at the 
board's al\ernoon meeting. 

Council member Peggy Santi[-
10, liaison to ACAC, suggested the 
highway department and State 
Health Department design and 
monitor a test area. 

B2ilee Kershner, an environ
men 8CIenGsL. said it is be
lieved there are many ehemically 
sensti ... persons in Amherst who 
are being unfairly exposed to 
health risks when the pesticides 
are sprayed, all for the sake of 
controlling a DUisance. He also 
said the fear of mosquito-borne 
disease shouldn't be used 88 jus
tification (or the spraying. 

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

reported cases of death. 
No other municipality in E 

County uses pesticides for a m 
quito control program. 

Highway Superintendent P 
rick O. Lucey has previously 5. 
there could be a virtual-uprisir 
if the town ·curteils its mosqu 
control. 

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

-Vou've got to realize the peor 
out there expect. results," Col" 
said. 

Council member Lynn Mill. 
said that the problems extend 
places sum as town perks a' 
golfcouroes, whe ... mosquito bit 
were so bad they caused welts. 

"The complainte were harril 
this year; she said. 

Dr. Jacques Berlin, an entom. 
agist with the health departmer 
said that only half of Amherst 
sprayed and that more than I 
percent of all pesticides used 
town are not. rrom the highwl 
department, but from oth, 
sources such as lawn care compo 
nies. 

He challenged claims of healt 
risks from the pesticides bu 
agreed it was important to, us 
the least taxi. approach. 
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Mosquito subcommittee 
has the. right idea 

Citizens who want the Amherst some reassurance in that. But when suspi-. Highway Department to stop using cion emerges ·about healtli risks associated pesticides for its mosquito control. with long-standing pesticide methods, it's program are meeting resistance to chang- . time to question whether their continued ing a method which has been usedforsomeuse is worth the risk. 
20 years .. but also finding responsiveness The spraying of chemicals started as a to experimenting with less toxic means. way to combat mosquito-bome diseases The sUbeommittee of the Amherst Con- such as malaria and, more recently, en-servation Advisory Council which has la- cephalitis. But In this area. where reports bored for montha to study and make of mosquito-borne diseases are rare, the recommendations on the issue can take a spraying is done instead to combat a bow Cor bringing attention to the issue. ·It nuisance, not a health threat. should also have some patience in trying to 
wean a community that's probably not ThereCore, it makes sense to use more ready to part with beavy-duty mosquito moderate and safei'means of fighting the . control_ Education on other ways to accom- culprit. The introduction of natural predaplish the 88me thing will take time and if tors like bats, fish, dragonflies and birds is ·tive resul'- be hn· "-- one suggestion brought Corth by the sub-poel ... ean B wn uvw ex- committee. Another approach is to attack perimental target areas, as proposed for next spring, there will be convincing evi-· the mosquito early in its life eycle, before it dence that alternatives can work. becomes a preying adult. 

We can't think of anyone who would And as the town moves toward: less argue with the concept of moving toward reliance on pesticides, there are measures more binlogical and natural tactics fnr that should be taken immediately to alert mosquito control. Hnwever, they might neighborhoods and individual. affected by have a problem with those alternatives if chemical sensitivity when there will be they aren't as effective as what people;-are spraying. This notification would allow used to. them to take protective action on their The town follows state health guidelines own, iC they choose 1'0 do .0. 
and Environmental Protection AgencY reg- And, i-equirlng consent from a neighbor-ulations fnr mosquito control and as such. hood beCore spraying is. also a good idea. puts confidence in the expertise of those Let the majority make a decision, inE,tead most knowledgeable in the field. There's of having the decision made for it 
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Plali·t6t1t~3ft·bii~{wat~niifi:~/¥'tlii'$tjtdispute 
BY DAVID ~o.ULSON ,~~4::·1t~lte~:\{:.,~~~:; ~~~:d,}r~Uir .. ;~:·:!:·i.:\;,:~·,.~~~~.,~!.",.:::" ::"::':.;,.:'.: ;;.:~ •. "'.i:~:.~;.!:~ ... . ·.l~~·::l:t~'imon· .gallons· a day,. is a 
NewsLanslngBureau/119/1.2_< .. .:sagIna . .'W;I~~~<.;(/.,./(;;>.::'.:Y~{::">·.;;,·.if,;".~:.,~!~t.~~t~.~;~~·.~r..~.~l;)~;·\::;:,'::· ... ,drQP;:m.'th.e-G~e.a,tLak.eSbuc~et. 

, . ., ..... .... ';'.;' ';!'~'; ".' \.'" T.he;pla1}i.wgllJ,q;.P~o!lt,;produ~tLYI'i:,'.~· ,;;:;I11.n,~.Q,g"lt·ba!l,\~ag~;J)"~6.~~:.,r :'f~e\P.e~r(;)It J;tlver ,alone empties 
LANSING '::":"Michigah'soor{·Wi.lL~·~;Jy'I:~Mng;(l~~~1indc~tl<!OUI'~ge!f~ t,:!:.S~'oID~;tl1'¥i;~tate\;an(j~1;';;Y'} " :1~,~~~i,I)iot) . gallons a ; day; from the 

beco~e the cente~.,0f:ageba~~:oy,~r.(.0U'P.~~tiJ!~~~~~if1{I~'~PS:li~d~~~i~~f,Jf~tmitilt~;lrrlgate th~ir~~:t':.:';:jfpp.~r.~~r~,~~ L~kes~ '~ .• ' .. ,' 
~~~a~I~:k~~C!aPe~td~~~:t~~~~s~~;.3;g~JW~i'~1~'t~.~~~a§~J.nlr'i":{~,,.ij~#~M:~~t~f~~rp~:the.::,'·:·:~\ ... t;':·~:';:Q~ri:~~~a~f:~b~'~~~;c~ur~ 
sissippi ·River an.d. shipping .it ouUlli,~i13~b~qri~,eljis~r~n&~;:f~'ii1~f~~'P:Of'} :··;;':.Cl~~~~:~~~~~t~_~n,o~ ,~~~;:;;~:,', \Oi~gate: ~nareafo~r . times larger. 
an ear of com ....: .. ' .' .'.' ;I: ·:; . .tentlal'sp~~ad'ofl.ex.oM~pesf$·~ij!te'i '.','i ::J.~~W;pag~!';;,'?-",; \' : .. ,: .. i"~~_,;",:.<:-,, 'Aricl:.e~~ronmentahsts and others 

A roil" . of.: fanners the'st;ite'~~'~iel)ia:mus~ellrtO!ththilb1rtiCS"ocWa~;~',,;" ::/,':"b,·h··'''·C 1,·,11 u'."'·.·" . ':f~,' ''''~:':'itr~dvoriied about the" recedents 

~:~i~~f!~~~e~~~e~~;~~~~~~~,::·.·¥'m.~;~~~:~~:~~~I~~~~~e'J~J~{~~~~n~~:i?~1(t~~~~;i;ti?:b¥!ihi[\':,~r~*~JI~~~~'~~~etyihin:ng about 
to 'rrtgate s?me of the stat~'~pnIl1e:"blcke~d~:~9yen:t.or~1ye~it·firstiA"mf ,jl~re~t.;~~es . .s.tat~.S'i~e~s~ly.El~,I~::":"; .... ,',. ,.": •....... . 
farmland wIth up to 8.6 ml~hon gal- ·,~ghti!~th':drY,::~~s~:~:r,r;~.~tes ,anqA11;~,.~~;'P'!~gr,~~li:P,~Ba,t>le':~,f;:~~~}l~j,:, '. Please see DIVERT,' Page A-2 

,; .. ,.", ,." ~",.\ ,11., •. ", ~'.:: '-:-"'_'~'<;:,::.;.:'~'~i"'~~~ ·· .. ~:;i:·:.: :', .,'!":: .... :.:;';.:.:.;'. : .. ,~. ',,':_. ,':,".' 

Great Lakes 
Diversion Plan 
A group of Huron COl] 

farmers is proposing ( 
Great Lakes irrigation 
project northwest of B 
Axe to boost productil 
of some of Michigan's 
prime farmland: 

:PIVE Rf~~"':;~~";}""""~':"":~¥1~~i!¥~[<,-,~~:;~::C:,~'-:',:.~,;:)",.",. , .. -.. 
. Cp/1tinued .from~ageA~l,.:::.'\: .. ·,·. cate~~~t~r rights9~ttop,t~p~~:;~!na'W:!rJ3~y. indll~trialp?lIlltal)ts like;·':"::And .. Indiana official~ are still 
. . , '.' .' : ", \ ,: .; : i' ',i' r.: owners! adjacent to a ~at~~;:~,o!;lr,:e~/};:~~~G~s~;~nl~nd.?i,>~M ,.Wllt pOIsonous., smartmg after Engler thIs year was 
what's the accumtilattve ,effect If w.e . "We've' ~o~ a great, deaI"of;:verY<.:f~tt.lli~ers aM p~stlcldest1Qw.to. the " : . the: only governor to squelch are
.:aIlowa lot of these thmgs," said carefulthmking to, bedone.,he~;?':'!;:~ay:tliroughthewatersupply Imes <quest by the town of Lowelllo use 
,David Dempsey of the en~ronmen- he saJd~" '. .... .•.• ,:.:,'W::'::'.\F-':';'~'\':,~hiCh also. double' as drains?"·>' '.. . Lake M!chigan watel's to l'eplace its 
tal group Clean Water Acbon, ''You . ,The plan would use pumps,exlst·:,.·\i;;:-;,TheDepartment Of Natural Re-' contammated wells. 

:'may haVe a q1easurable .~ffe~ton; , ing drains and the Pigeon River' to>. soUrces expe~ts tofinis'bevaluating "'That would have taken water out 
water le.velsr !;. }.i':\' '" . y:~·"''i irrigate .. 2,400' acres . for~' about/20 .i:·th~se'qtiesti6hS';a"fterthe firsfofthe·.'of tneGreat Lakes basin and sent it 
~ .' Lake 'levels are iinportant ' to' farmers who face tax increases'· to ';. :yearJ. If the' ag~ricy gives the go- c'.-.down . the Mississippi River. Such 
,lakefrol'lt communities whose pay for its· operation':~:Alth'9tigh, "ahead, it will trigger. a regional pact 'an out-of-basin diversion triggers a 
'shor¢lirtes areaffected,cGreat farmers ~aV~'irrigated:Witlf;Gteat:, r¢q~iring consultation with seven. federal law allowing any Great 
Lakes.freighters, recreaWmal boat<'Lakes wat¢r.s for yMJ,-S;:this.is.the,,·otMri;;Greaf Lakes, states; and two .'. Lakes governor to veto it. 

· eI's and tourists, .' ..: . first tirne'thEiy've banded to fornUm·", .. Canadiariproyinces;; ,. " ,. ',',:< ',' •... \L',·Thistime, no other Great Lakes 
· ..... Frederick' .. Brown, chairman ,of· irrigat(8!i~iCU~trict· uncle'r. a 196't taw~': ;;:J;The: request' comes limid.several',entity has such veto powc,' beca us e ' 
: the, Michigan WaterResoU:rc~s to fin~n¢E{large~'scale ~ve~i()ns/:,wate'r:,controversies pushed. by . the benefits I'emain within the 
: Commission, worries the, proj~ct Q~ger_immediate'.co.nc~ms:::WUL'Michigan .. G~v.-iJohn Engler has. , Gre~tLakes basin. But Engle,' is 
· could open the door to. pnvate . In- the;s~temspread zebra' mussels, 'ordered a . state, attorney general·. anxIous to. set a conciliatory tone 
: terests selling water to inland prop- whi~h~~j~ready clogwatei' intakes investigation intowhetherPleasant· and, wants to use the irrigation pro-
: ertyowners~ He also fears it could thtotigb,put the Great LakesHoJti,::i.'!?rahie,·Wis,,'is,illegallyusingwat.er . jectto set an example of how to 
· charillethe wav Michip':iri hA<l .. l1,,- lan<fwaters? Will ittransporl(Sagi<,', to:financeecon~)micexpansioh, .,'," handle future diversion requests, 
· ··:.:~~m:N:'·;' '. . ... ,;:/S:";'f:;';I~;;~.;.,,;~c~lit;!:"\ii\t{I~_:_>_· _._,_. _. __ ._-.:.._. __________ _ 
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Great Lakes water like .gold to. states ASSOCIAl(O Pnf::ss 

MARQUETIE, Mich. Long 'unuscd as a nallerill reSOUfce exploiter! filt prolil Of ('xport, Grt'al 
Lillct'~ wOller nmv claims go"crnmerL protectioll :IS Ihe "gold of the next century:' 

Mirhil!an h;'ls 3,2()(J miles of ~horc· rine onfollr of lhe live Great 1",111'5. Nic:kll;lIlll'd "Ihe Great J.ak('s slnll .... r,lil'higan secms ll) be laking a Irad· ill~ role ill tIle frglll 10 preserve the 
rc'SflllrCI~. 

"Wilkr i~ the old or the next cen· !Il.l:.):," said Glcnd:l DOllie C)(CCUtIVC c\i'I'CI')f of Ihe I'nvironrnnt<l! grot/I) ,:J.Cl.ke ~1i('!.!ig;1Il f<,,1N;'!I®:...."We al:; r!'::IlIy _ h;r.'l~iLjiilL1li:.iliLmY1IY frort:! Jh~!.s-gi,(!n....andir..watcrjs_J(()ilJg 10 _motral where I1c:!lli~ . .i!~c_waIlUo bri',i!fji1rJs"IJ:icK -here. 
-·"'Wc(lOnTiv!ill.LtQ...~.~"-~ our waler a\V~\' ~ 1Ii":"_,' supporLjo siime\l'lIere -rlsc::" J).1nids told Ihe Minlll :.Jour·, 
-""1~uclle. 

The U.S, slates bordering the lakes 

- Michir,tm, Wisconsin. Minrl('sola, "We feci allY oul-of,uil!;in C\ivt'rsion iJlirlois, Ohin. Ncw York, Pcnn~.vlva· must bc done only as a laslmcasllfc, uill t1l1d Indiana - si/.!ll('d lIlc Gl'l':tt :nlll thcll only ill cast's of imminent Lakes Churlcr in 1085, d:lngcr leI pulllic health. Safl'ly und Tile a~recmenl ensures IIral the \rclrar~:' Engler said. "Any divcrsi.on :;tatC5 will confcr with one :Inotlwr should :1150 he tcmporary (l!lCl In· belorc granting any rNlllf:sls tIl di.· dudC:l pl"~ I,u I'cl~rn on eClI1,rv:~l~~ll vert Greal 1.al((.'5 walcr,' anlOunl of ~1c.:H! v. illcr to Ihe (.rl,.lt t.;rlces. IndIana s pr(lplIS" I dearlv , 1\ year laler, Ihe United SlnlCl: hoI. dlJes not mect thesc conditiollS," ' slt'l'e(\ ""'l wilh (hl~ ~atcr ne~OIlrcl',s. Thc lnclinll1l city's C(lllgressman. ncv~'l{)plllc"t Act. I hal rcqlmes II!. T>~nw<:rat .lim .Iollt?. is sponsoring 11 . vcn;ron mellSlIrcs to mr;(!l 1II!:1III. bill tlml would ullow 5/11all divcrsions mOils .. "proval frrllll all eight Grc:rt willwut approval fmm lhe r~gion's L.1ktS :-;talcs. gClvernol"s. 
III May, Midrigan Gnv. .I'rhn Gr~:ll Lnk(':; UI1 Ir.ed , a jClinl U.S.-Ellgler ma'd thaI Vt'to powcr I" !ll!)I,:" c.Uliicli.Ul ('m·lil inn IhaL SI'IWS as a Willer div('rsiOll from Lakc Miclrig:rn b., in walcltrlo/!. 1I1111C)!;e~~ Lowell's re· 10 Lowcl[, Ind. (IUest an IS' c. Th~ lown or r.,.IOO ahollt 25 l1Jil(~!; hCOV. Engh·r IlOIs cmlmu:ct! the from L..,ke Mi('lIi,::III'5 !;f)ulhl,'rn jlle';i1J"lC we Iwed :J baSInwIde wiltt'l" slwre had sought lake water (I) rlih,lc ~!~ ,,':tll, ~:ltd· Uruce Rershncl'~ u its Ouoriuc-snluraled drinldlJ(( \\'llll'r, held CtlOrdllI:1tor for' thc gHltIP, Thc lown hoel h('clI otIJered In' I he "Once yilll opt'l) "I> the taps. y \i1.,an Ellvirnl1lnf'IlI:11 P~olcciion Agelic,r in IlCloIef turn thclll orf." l!JB7 to find another waler souree. VJwcll's rtf]lJesl took ncarty IB , \ 

.~.~ 
~. 

"$; 
-.6-/ 
:~ 
"!Uo • . \'.: ~
,~; 
' .. 

months to considcr, said Engler. who lIlnmcd a lal'k ofguidclilll's. 
In lilt cffort to or~ani?c tile process. the Miclligan Departmcnt of Nalut:11 Hcsot!rees is devC'lopinJi stale guidclines for cOllsitlerin~ fll' lur!: divcrsion requests, diversioll spcciaiisl Shnron lI<insl1uc sail!. ' 

The gllidt'IPI1(,s will "help evaluate ill 1I IlJurc eOI11/'rehcl1sivC way what Ihc cUIl1Ulativl' cffecls of divcrsion (lnd c()ns~lmplivc IIses nlighl he to the lakcs:'lIanshuc said. 
Whcn complcl<,d in,j1 few mnnlhs. Mkhignll will pn:scnt Ihe grlidclill!'s lo thl: other GrooL Lakes states and Carmdiall provinces. she s<lid. 

'l'hal platrorm wilt "hopefully begin a discussion on nlilnal:enlelll plans for thc lakes, so thtlt wc hnve n uettcr knowledge base aboul what current uses lIicrl:' are ... to evaluate demographic :l11d ipdustrial trends 
fOI' uses, and try to project what our fulute needs ~rc going to 01'." she said, 
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'NORTH"SUBURBAN NEWS 

AmhersttoJJluU· ending mosquito spraying 
Health ojjicialsto,discussalternatives to town's use of pesticides 
By DICK DAWSON ". . . Least' Toxic Pest Control Subcommittee of the '. This past summer was especially filled wit~ 
News AmherstBureau Amherst Conservation Advisory Council ~ complaints about mosquitoes, said Council-

. " .. .. ' .'. ..: . ., .. '. '. include increased reliance on a benign material woman Lynn MilIan~. "The. complll:ints frOql 
The Amherst Town Ilo~rdindicateda will-that kills mosquito larvae,:inti"oducing into .the the golf courses w~re ImpossIble ... Just ab~ut 

ingn.e~s .' Monday' to. ~or~ t()~r4,~U~in.ating .·enVironment m~re '. ofth(mo.sgu,it()'s. nat~l > ,anyon! who~ent mto the rough came out WIth 
pestIcIdes from thetown'.~' 11)osqwt~ntrol :, pr:edators, ~nd Incr~ sensItiVIty;, to nelgh~';' wel~ she saId, .' 
program if reasonably effective :~~ematiy~scari . L borhgo<is:where any~.~eijii~ly;;'~~sitive ~~~.' .·;~There. isnorigl:lt· bya~y mosquito-welted 
be found. . ......,' . 'j' ,<".: ,/, "l,::: son lives. ';, +:J ' .'. ;.: . petsonto Impose a health nskon anyone else," 

But speakers at~nafterno()IiJ,oardmeetirig ·.··Luceyi$ only resppnding to . the deml:ll1~,of Kir:schner a~rted. . 
said the bi~est barri~r wi.lll)e:96nvincing:tIle~ple to.'Control· ~Qsquitoes,$O:that they~n .~"If people:were educated about th~ real ~a~-. 
general. publIc that~osqultoJ:)l~ are ~,re(era- .;' enJoy sUDlm~r evenm~. o'ltdoors, ~rs. ~tilloards; '. they', wouldilOt choose spraymg," SaId 
ble t? the heal~h' n~s assoc~ated:W1th;,:~hesald. She. added that In consultation WIth UJ,. . Katherine Kenwell 'of the citizens sUJ:)commit
chemIcals that kill the I,n~.·;' .',.' ::;"'; ,. cey; offiCIals hope t?select at .least one target tee on pest control. 

,As the ~a~t communIty. In Ene 9>unty';stiU area for an' al.ternative mosqulto-control pro- An "aggressive education program" by the 
usmg pestICIdes t~ cont~Lmo,squltoes.:. A.m;-.gram next spn~g. ..' ". '. ",'. town would result in people realizing, "I di~n't 
her~t has two ~hOlces, ~<l envlrOnmeq~,set- . The alte~ative program.proposed 'l~ used know I was endangenng myselfandmy nelgh
entJst Bruce,Ki~hnero~tLakes UnIted .successfully ,m m~ny other wet areas In the bors by demanding that those cheml~ls be 
and the U~lversltr at,~ll ... ~. ". " .. : ."; ." c." . 9Ountry," 5al~ RegI!la Fedele of the ~~t rox- brought in," Kirschner said. , 

The chOIces, Kirsch~er. saId; are ~I~ru~, .. IC subcommittee. No . on~ has the nght to.. Berlin challenged Kirschner to "give me the 
the place to hell, orehmlna.ting all the:.greel1 '1l1~~ ,ari<:>ther pers<:>n 111, If r.0~ knpw, wh~t .•. evidence, the scientific paper" documenting 
spac~ that makes Amherst dIfferent fIprnBuf~ ,:~:you~. dOIng l~.making, therndl, sb,e,saId,,:::;,' the health hazards Of Malathion and Methoxy
falo.,.. . "J . • ... : ..:'«; ,i ',"',' ~own OffiCIalS rephed that although t!l~y chlor, which Kirschner said women and chil-

WI,th hun~!eds .of resIdents senSltivet~:,doQ:t know a~~~ oth~r ~s of.the, Un~ted~ren are more.,susceptible to than men. 
cheml~ls ~nd as we get~ore and ~()redOCu-,\,Stat~, Amhers!::ils UDlq}l~ Ill.~lS areator .\Kirschner.replied that the burden of proof 

, mentatl~n. of the pot~nt~al heal.thb~i"dS0t-haVJ,~f 110,099 people bVl!lg ,~n;a lo",-IYll~g, sh'ould be.on the government and pesticide 
th~ pestlcld~s MalathIon ~nd¥e~()xychl~~~~,,,heavl yvesetated area,wlth .a flat terraIn users.to prove that they pose no health risks, 
Kirsc~ner ~Id th~tow~w,tll.be vulnerable to· marked by scores of dramage ponds and hun- not on the public to prove that they do. 
laWSUIts If It persIStS WIth Its ClJrrentiprogram. 'dreds of acres of wetlands. '. .'. .....,. . . '.' , 

Highway Superintendent ,l)amck,Q;' Lucey·. ·.,people living near the large Reinstein nature M,eY0l! en!ltled touseAm~erst reSIdents 
and state Health Departmeqtentor:Dologist . preserve in Cheektowaga "don't press for mo~ as gwn~ pl.gs? he asked rhetoncall~., 
Jacques. Berlin, who -have supervised ,the _ quito' control because they know that when .' BerlIn saId the town's use of ~stlcldes has 
town's program for many years, have agreoo to . you have green space and parkland, which is bee~ exaggerated by!he pro~m s oppone,nts, 
discuss alternatives, said Councilwoman p~ desirable, you also have insects," Kirschner saYIng there have been compla,mts from neIgh-
Santillo. '. .'. . . .:. >.' ··told the board. '" .. .... ' . . .. ,.. ..' borhoodsthat the town doesn t even spray. 

"Pat '(LuCey)has'nQ objeCtidil tQ·:atte:rna~i·"J'StoP'sPfayingm()squitc)es~a~d<yOu'll.hear .. ·.~rlin esthnated that town sprayi~g crews' 
ti yes as long as· they·re,implem~il.ted··WitJl~e: ;Jro.in the other 'side,' whi~h' ha$n·~ been: ~pre-' ~se' o,nly abol!t 2~ ~rcent of aU pestiCIdes used 
approval of the. Healtlr Department," ~e<~ld'·". seilted.at alLthese meetings;' but it's a. very In :t\mherst,mdlcatll!g that the other 80 ~er
The Buffalo N~w~. . ", ','} " ..• <:";:' .. :11;::;';:.,),,; distiri~: 'side and also very, n~nietpus," said .. ' cent·are. used by resldent~ and' lawn-spraYIng 

Those alternatives -'I'eC9m,~end~,b:y,~e .. ' CoU~Ci1rn8D 'I:Iarold J .. <;Ollier,·i .... '., ,. COIIlP~Il1es. .. .' ":.' . ,-'.~ : .. -:'.,.:{. " .', : '. 

~ -... - " 
',-.-- "1::_.. ._.: ..... _ .... _ .. __ . 
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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
plainedGlenda 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 organizations in 
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 oftoxic chemical discharges 

to the lake, protection of habitat, and 
education of the general public. The goals 
of the group are to: 
r/ increase public awareness about the 

value of a clean Lake Erie ecosystem; 
r/ share informational and educational 

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

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

r/ provide leadership, coordination, and 
networking for environmental advo
cacy organizations; 

r/ enhance the participation of existing 
. organizations within the watershed on 
Lake Erie issue.;:: 

r/ promote scientific research on Lake 
Erie; and 

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

So far a few coordinating meetings have 
been held. The next organizational meet
ing will be Sunday, I Novemberin Elyria 
and will be hosted by the Friends of the 
Black River at 25 Lake A ven ue. For more 
details, call the Friends' office at 216/ 
3224187 orCherylWolfeat216n75-881 O. 
The Alliance will not recruit individual 
members but will be a coalition of organi
zations . ., 

i' 


