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(for which you can offer me no
permission), close the
marina. Then there would be

no need for the constant
dredging of the mouth of the
River.

It is so obvious, if moneY is
to be granted for the
development of a marina, that
this money should go to the
development of the Prcposed
marina at the Iron River site,
TYz miles, 'north, a Perfect
haven for boats in d.istress.

Finally, there is no reason
why the Pacifie PlaYgrounq
ihannel should be constructed
through the OYster River
estuary. Unless, of course
promises have been made
that we know nothing about. It
is true that ecological studies
have been made since the
Steelhead SocietY's request
for such studies. Mr. Nielson
said that these studies have
not revealed any substantive
reason ''Either en-
vironmentallY or technicallY
for denying" the deePwater
channel apPlication. But Mr,
Nielson, have these studies
revealed anYthing Positive ir1

favor of sueh a develoPment ?

The importance of such
estuarine intertidal zone s

such as the OYster River
estuary in maintaining
salmonid Production is

beyond rneasure: the
estuaries Provide an en-
vironment of extremelY high
f ood productivitY f or all
marine life, esPeciallY for
young salmon; the con-

struction of a 1800 foot deeP

sea channel through this area'
with the ProPosed break-
waters mi$ht well uPset the
delicate life balance of the
area to the detriment of Young
satmon frY that sPend a vital

-- ia'*r"*l. L
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(Contlnued from page 4) as the (Iron River) Oyster because of this'apolicatiol i!
yui tf,i, has never been Bay site which is located 2% would perhaps be the ea1iefl

lonr*ittuA. WHY? miies norttr of the Oyster g]t lot the Department to
-- 

i."o*-undation No. I of River, the one time McMillan disallow the application even

tfr".ip.* it ciear ana strong Bloedel booming ar9a, !-hig at this late stage' however'

that on balance the Pacific was our proposal on behalf-of you will note that a great deal

ilayfi;a; access ctranna- the Steeliread Society of B'C', of studyhasbeen done both by

Ur""fi""t.t proposal it--not presented in brief to the private concerns and our

r."i"Uv desirable 
"nO 

ltu bomox.strathcona Regional land-Insoector and that the

foreshore lease should not be Board, epru 
'iiq ii'ii; i" test channels are proposed to

;;t.d" And yet it tras-Gen Campbell. River' 
'This area establish the desirabilitv of

Eiliiiiati,".rir, rvrt. Nielsen, prouides a. natural safetv building -the. proposed

ina tnit prioi to ttre repori Larbour, should have nb channel' In view of the

d;g ;'the hands ot-trre impac't 61 -ttre environment, foregoing' I would recom-

ffiii. ;il;"ia i"t it, before and would be trulv a public mend that the applicants be

["ing i" th. hands 
'of the marina and not a privately allo.wed to proceed with

i.gi'on"i Board whose hands owned,. big-money-making testing' In the-meantime' we

"ni*inar 
were tfrerefore tied instit,rtion.- ean approach 

- 
the p.1\s

and had no say totratsoeuer in From the Jan' 28, '7? artiele branch and obtain their

d;;;lirt ot tt. tot.tr,ot. in the Greensheet it appears comments with respect to the

lease. WHY? that members of the Regional possibility of deleting 
. 
the

These are serious questions Board have forgotten their small area ofthe beach which

andtheydemandanswers.to original opposition to the will be crossed by tlq
inu 

-priuii., 
the aegion'at aevepnment-1t the mouth of proposed channel'" Mr' Kidd

iio"rd, ana ic tne r,egiifative the Oyster River' I suggest was the Administrative

Assembly. they refresh tleir memories Officer in the Lands Depart-
-- 
lir"; ifr. Le Baron Report by ie'reading our brief which ment' Well, at least the

opp*"S tt. Oyrt., niuer'site iiin tf'eit filel' Norm Lysne is Steelhead Society stopped

irii"rou.oi"hatisreferredto - quoted in the- Greensheet as that nonsense'

' -:.'.- 
- 

saying that the original op Mr' Redel, several times'in
poiition trad nothing to do with writing and in person '- t t-'?y'

iatmon. Norm, it had and has asked you for a record of the

everything to do with salmon. original permission to tl'"
Tracks need not be covered' developers to open up the
They are still clear and fresh' small channel from the oyster

It was the conviction of the River into the present boat

steelhead Society that before basin' You could offer - me

the estuary be tampered with none, no record, nothing. In
in any way an indepth study the current issue of the
be undertaken by Environ- Greensheet article Mr'
ment canada over a period of Nielson is quoted as saying

at least 1% years' studies that the channel (future)
have been since then' But had would eliminate the need to
the Steelhead Society not gain access to the marina via
intervened through the the oyster River - as now

Regional Board the test exists-and also stop dredging
chinnel would have gone of the mouth of the river for a
ahead without these studies' I sufficient depth of water to

quote from a memo to you, accommodate boats using the
ttar. Reoet from H'K' Kidd at marina' fite real solution is
that time: "In view of the much simpler: simply fill in
eontroversy which has arisen the present access channel

part of their lives in the area
before moving out to sea.
Narne me ONE scientist who
will guarantee that this
delicate life balanee will not
be upset by the development
of this mini-port, ONE! If
there is sueh a chance, even
the remotest, let us not take it.

Will the Lands Department
be responsible for mitigation
if the project proves
detrimental to the en-
vironment. Who wiU be
responsible? It may take
years before such ecologieal
damage can be assessed, and
thdn it will be too late. The
luxury hotel may still exist in
the midst of an ecological
disaster. And that obviously is
not the place for me or you.

No, let us take no chances
with one of the last remaining,
still intact estuaries on the
east coast of the Island. Let us
not violate the Recreational
Resele set up by Order-in-
Council by Parliament in 1937
for the recreation and €n-
joyment of the public, a
violation in that the channel
would cut through the very
heart of the Fleserve.

Why has there never been a
Public Hearing on this
Development, €specially
since it has been demanded by
almost all of the en-
vironmental and natural
history groups of B.C. and
beyond, by the Regional
Board, by countless of the
public? Why was the per-
mission f or the foreshore
lease granted prior to the
release of the Le Baron
Report? Why has the Le
Baron Report been sur-
pressed? Why has the
Regional Board had no say in
granting this foreshore lease?

Will the I,e Baron Report be
released?

Sincerely yours,
Father Charles A.E. Brandt

P.O. Box272
Moncton, N.B. ElC 8T6.


