
P.O. Box 2J2
Nioncton, I'i.ts. EIC BT5
Feb, 7, 1977

An Open Let:.er to lir. Ti.R. Re<ie1, ni-rector of Lands.

Dear L{r, Bedel:
I

TH6 tine has come to ask the questi-r.;n: rrffhose hand is washing shose?f'

On Jan. lJth Provincial Environnent Minister Jarnes i\ielsen granted
approval of a foreshore lease through the Recreation Reserve (set up by
Order-in-Conncil by Parlierient in L9)T ) which is the estuary at the mouth
of the Oyster River. This lease has been granted to Pacific Playgrounds.
fn Ju1y, L97), the Greensheet and the Upper fslander ear::ied. a coloured.
insert describing the plans for this developaent of some ]{0 acres- Among the
plans for this developnent there ras descrj.ved the future Hideaway Resort
I{ote}: I'fhe hote} wi}l be an exciusive resorb - the kind of placd l'rhere
you dontt ask vhat it costs because if you did, it obvicusly wouldnrt be
the ple.ce for ;ronorr In the Jan 28, L977 edition of the Greensheet, l,{r,
l,lcBeth, one of the developers, is quoted as saying that the cost oJ'the
marina project is likely to be around $1 million" and this rvould include
both prlvate and federal mone;r; that federal Eoney ivhould be needed. fr:::
some aspects of the developnent-

l.{r. Redelr is that where our federal rsonies. are being spent, to
help nake possJ-ble such exclusive resorts that ohviously w'ouldntt be
the place for most of us? Anci renember, the granting of the foreshcl::e
lease is the first step towards sueh a development -

Mr. Redel, why have you wiihheld the Dr. Bentley Le Ra.ron report
until after the foreshore lease has been granted? 'Ir. L)IJ, the NJ)P

commissioned Dr. Le Baron to eoni.uct a sociological ircpact stud.y of
the Pacific Playgrouni.s development. Thi-s rras at the expense of the
tax payer. ft has stili (a.t this viriting) nct been released to the
public even though tlrere have been rrurrcrous request for it over a long
period of tine, some of thera repeated requests: Karen Sanford, Lifu{.-Comox,
Tfrree requests from the Regional Board, and many otirers - altd a1I have
been refused or ignored. liiHY?

I happen to have sone inside infornation on this Report. The
Report makes i-t clear that the transnission of informatign to the public
is a najor part of the report. ilut yet this has never been transnitte|.
IJ'HY?

Recomrnendatio$1 I of the Report is clear and strong that on balance
the Pacific Playgrcunds access channel-brealovater proposal is not socially
desirable and the foreshore lease shoulri not be granted. And yet it has
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been gra:i"ed t:rrough }ir. Nielsenl,6rld this prior to the Report being
in the hanis of the public wi:o paid for it, before being in the hanCs of
the Regicnal Board. vrhose hands and minds were therefo::e tied a.nd had no
say nhatsoever in the granting of the foreshore lease- IIJHY?

These are serious ouestions anci tnev denand ansyiers. To the
Public, the R.egional Board, and to the Legislative Assernbly.

A1so, t:le Le Baron Report opjioses the Oyster Ri-.rer site in favour
of vrhat is referred to as the (tron River) Oyster Bay site which is
loceted 25' niles north of the Oyster River, the one time llcMillan BIoedeI .

booming area. This rzas onr proposal on behalf of the Steelhead Society of
B,C, presented j-n brief to the Conox-Strathcona Regional Board, April
lOth, LgT, in Campbell River. This a?ea proyides a natural safety harbour,
rrhould have no inpact on the environnentl and would be tnrly a public marina
a:rd nct a privaiely o',rnedr, big-money naking institution.

Fron t::e Jan. 28, tfl article in the Greensheet. it appears that
rnembers c-f t:ie Regional Board have forgotten their origi:ial opposi.tion to
the developnent at the mouth of the Oyster River. I suggest they refresh
their rneeories by re-reading our brief which is in their files. Nora Lysne
is quoteti i:r tne Seensheet as sa;'ing that the original oppcsj-tioa herd
nothing to co wi.th sa.Inon. Ilorrn, it had and has everything to do with salnon.
Tracks need not be covered- lJhey are sti}l clear end fresh"

It was tne conviction of the Steelhead Soci-ety that before the
estuary be taapered. with in any way an in-dep'r,h study be undertaken
by iinvironrient Canada over a a peri-od of at least 1| years. Studies
have beea since thea.. But had the Steelhead Soeiety not intervened through
the Regional Board. the test chalnel would h;rve gone ahead viithout tLese
studies. I quote fron a neno to you, ilr, Redel, from H.K, Kidd at that
tine: '1 In viei? of the controversy rvhich has arisen because of this
applicatio:r it would perhaps be the easiest out for the Departraent to disal_low
the application evan atthis late stage".hovr:ver, you vrilI note that a great
d.eal of stui.y has been done both by priv'ate conce::ns and our Land Inspector
and that the test chalnel are proposed.to eatablish the desirability oI'bui1di,
ing the propcsed chamel. In vie$J of the foregoing, I would recorarend that
the appl-ice:ts be allo-,red to proceed vrith testing" fn the Liea.ntime, we
can a_ctr.iach trre parks branch and obt:iin- their con-ments rvith respect to
the poss:-bility of deleting the small area of the beach yrhich vrill be
crossed by the proposed channel." ]itr- Kicid vas the Adrainistrative Oificer
in the Lanos Departnent. ltelll at least the Steelhead Society stopped.
that nonsense.

l,h. ?eCe1, sever,-} tim;:s - in writing and in person T have asked you
for a record. of the original permission to the developers to open up the
sraall ci::.nnel froia the Oyster lliver into the present boat basin- You
could of'ler Ee noner no xecord, nothing. In the current issue of the Green-
sheetarticle }lr. i't-ielson is quoted as saying th:.t tl: channel (future)
'.rou1d eLinj"nate tne need to gz:in access to the marina via the Oyster River -
as nor/ exisis * and also stop dredging ot- the mouth of the river for a
sufficient riepth of l'iater to accomodate boats uslng the marina, The real
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solution is much sinpier: si;:cly fill :.n tire present access channel (tor
which you can offer f,.e no peraissron ftr), close the marina- Then there would
be no need for the cons+-ant c::ei.ging of the mouth of the River-

ft is so obvious if noney is to be granted for the developnent
of a raarina that t:rj-s nozey should
proposed marina at the Iroe Iiiver s
boats in clistress -

o to the d.evelopment of the
te, 25 miles nortl:, a per:fect haven for
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Finallyr, there is no reascn why the Pacific Playgrounci. chalnel
shouLd be constructed ;hrcu3r the Oyster River Estuary. Unless, of course
promises have been naee that x'e knov nothing about, lt is true that
ecological studies have been nade since the Steelhead Societyls request
for such stud.ies. Mr- li:-elson said. that these studies have not :aveal ed
any substantive xeasorl "Either environnentalIy or tecLrnical ly for denying,' the
d.eep-water chalnel applicati-;a, But 1lr. Nielson, have these studies
revealed. anything positive in favor of such a developn:ent,? The inpor.tance
of such estuarine interii-c.a1 zonas such as the Oyster River estuary i.n
naintaining salmoid. productive is beyonC measurel the estuaries provi-Ce an
environment of extreoe3-y high fcod. productivity for all marine 1ife, especially
for young salmon; the constrLrcti-on of a IflO0 foot rieep sea channel through
this arear with the orooosed breakwaters night well upset the delicate life
balance,of the area to the detrj-nent of you6 salmon fry that spend a vital
part of tireir }i-ves j-a the i,rea before raovJlg out to sea. Name ne OI{E
scientist who will guarsn-u€o trat this delicate life balance wiI} .1IT-l=
upset by the developneat of this aini*port" gli[_l J"f there' j-s sucr
a chance, even the re:ictest, let us not ta.ke it, IJi-J1 t,he La;rds Departnent
be responsible for niti3atron if tle project prove det::im--nta.1 to the
enYi-ronnent. \Yho lvili be reslcnsible? It make take yea.rs before suclr
ecological darnage can be assesssd-, and then it,wi1l be too late. The
Iuxury hotel Tptl stifl exj-st in the nidst of an eco)-ogical dj-aster" And

Nor let us take no chances ;yitLr the last rema.ining still intact
estuary on the easrcoast oi ti:.e Tsiand, Let us not violate the
recreational Reserve set uo b;r Order-in-Councit by Parlianent in L91l for
the recreatj-on ancl enjo;:aent oi the puirl lc, a v.iolation ir t,ha.t that the
cha-rine1 would cut th::,ugh the very hear:t of the heserve.

Sincerely yours,

Father Ciiarl-es A.E, tsrandt
P.O. tsox 272
i{oncton, I.i.ts. BIC 8T6
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\ihy has there never been a. Public Hear:itLg on tlris )evelopii-;ent,
especial Iy since it nas been ce;:ended by alnost aII of the envj-ronrnental
and natural history groups of ts.C, and beyo:rd, by the Regiona.)- Board, by
countless of the public. iihf :;as the pernission for the foreshore lease
granted prior to the relea-se oi the Le Baron Report- rilhy has the Le Baron
Report been surpressed.. iihy ras the llegj-onal B,)ard had no say in granting
this foreshore lease? ;i111 tne Le Baron Report be released?


