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REED 222

But if this ingquiry is limited whodly oxr largely to the Reed
proposal, there is absolutely no urgency. This is not a case
such as the Mackenzie Vally Pipeline where some might argue

we need a fast answer ox there will be an enerqgy crisis. I know
of no impending paper crisis in Ontario. This proposal is
important mainly to Reed, posgsibly to local people who argue it
will create jobsg, and toc U.8. consumers, since most of the paper
produced will probably go to the U.S.

Thig paragraph should be struck. If Mr. Justice Hartt agrees to
this, he goes into the hearings with one hand tied behind

Rhagexkax Ipsofar as this applies to the Reed proposal, this is not
a case of imnediate necessaty.

22
Heading {4 re funding: Alloc

ation of limited Ffunds. the woxrd
vjimited?® should be struck. Ib hid

adds nothing,

Mr. Justice Hartt should consider recomnending (ks to the Cabinet
that the Environmental Assessment Act should be amended to provide
foxr the possibility of the government or the Board levying against
the proponent of the undertaking in this case and in future cases

an amount to cover gome portion of lthe funding of intervenors.

It ie inappropriate for the taxpayers to pay all of these costs (
when the proponent stands to reap the financial rewards. This

levy should be considered a normal part of the cost of obtaining
such licences.

If the inguicry is one designed to examine the whole gquestion of
northern develppment rather than just a single proponent's undevtaking,
however, the proponent should not be required to pay for fundirg
of intervenor groups keymursd beyond the agpects of the hearing
relating directly to hig own uwndertaking.

The second last item under #5 ~ that is - "the nuwber of paid
employees who will be participating..." Should be questioned.
What ig the purpose of this? Magy groups such as CRELA would
particpate through paid employees if they had funding, but the
fact that the groups have paid employees does not mean they will
be able to make them available without funding. Paid employees

in such groups are already heavily comnitted to other projects and
cannot contribute uvnless funding is made available so that khey
marxyuekkfyx their association can continue to survive while it
freeg them up to participate.
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