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NOTES FROM A SPEECH BY STEPHEN LEWIS, ONTARIO MDP LEADER, OM
REED PAPER AT THL ST. LAWRENCE CENTRE, WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER
27TH, 1976.

There is not a single redeeming feature in the entire
history of this utterly squalid transaction from the day
it was conceived to the day the memorandum of agreement was
tabled. Chronology as we see it: a litany of suppression,

dishonour, and bad faith.

1. Davis statement and announcement of March 7/74 gave
not a hint of intended land licence area ... not a hint of

18,000 square miles at issue.

2, In the intervening two and one~half years, as news of
likely potential forest tract emerged, no precise details,

of any kind, shared with general public, native peoples,

or Ontario Legislature. Hard to think of any other negotiation

‘shrouded in such calculated or ohsesgive secrecy.

3. In the last several months, memos from Ministry of the

Environment, dated, respectively, April 14, May 3, July 26 have
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5. More specifically, a special paper and memorandum
were written involving the cutting and reforestation practices of
Reed Paper - which paper and which memo were startling in
their condemnation of those practices. The chief exponent
was none other than J.D. Cary, MNR Forest Manager in charge
of the existing Reed Paper limits held in the name of Dryden
Pulp and Paper, The last sentence of his submissiocn is as
‘follows:

"If Dryden (i.e.. Reed) is a representative

microcosm of Ontario's coniferous forests, the

awesome spectacle of huge acreages going out of

production annually must alarm all foresters."

6. I need not drive home the recollection to this

audience, that it is the Reed Company which was ragponsible

for the mercury pollution of the English-Wahigocon River system.
Common knowledge that groups most severely affected - physically
debilitated and economically devastated - were reserves of

White Dog and Grassy Narrows, reserves in Treaty 3.

7. Despite that riveting truth, Treaty Nine, the
Association of Native Peoples whose lives would be most
severely dislocated by the proposed expansion, was never
consulted in the entire period prior to the signing of the
agreement. They asked for information kut it was denied.

They asked for commission of inquiry - denied. They asked for

o N 0 cont'd
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10, This new agreement, signed yesterday, has within it,
Clause 8 on Timber Allocation which states:

"Having due regard to the reasonable business

requirements of the company hereunder, the

Minister may make available Crown timber from

the tract to maintain the existing wood-using

industries now dependent on Crown timber from

the tract and nothing herein shall restrict

the Crown from granting Crown timber licences

under any existing agreements for the supply of

Crown timber, or under any existing commitment."
That is,‘the Minister, notwithstanding any agreement, can chew
into the timbh2r tract under discussion, generally at will -

even while the hearings proceed.

11. Lest anyone think that's just an innocent qualification,

I refer you to Prospectus of last year, October 15/75, filed

by Reed with the Ontario Securities Commission, stating
categerically that the government was prepared to grant an
additional licence of 1,300 square miles lying within tract

of this controversial agreement! Time and financing have joined
to prevent use of that 1,300 gquare miles - but isn't it
incredible that government would make that commitment while all
the while protesting innocence about the process of

negotiations? Where lies trust?

12. The memo of agreement, signed vesterday, has within it

a clause which requires the company to forfeit a bond of
..o cont'd
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of native peoples in particular. And if the safeguarding
of those native peoples' rights is not compatible with
the scheme, then the terms of reference must say the scheme
must be abandoned.

Third, there are those, like the Minister, who argue that
it all means jobs for the north and that parties like mine
are philistines to resist. MNDP has 9 of 15 members in
northern Ontario. We understand that part of Ontario, We
grasp one compelling reality: northerners do not want their
economy forever based on a transient, reckless exploitation
of non-renewable resources. They want planning, and an economic
infrastructure so that communities survive when the resources
are gone,

The Reed Paper deal is a symbol of all that's wrong with
governmment policy. You have no right to contemplate giving
away resources which belong to all people; belong to this

generation and future generations.

- 30 -

(Documents attached)
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Ministry of the

135 &1 Clair Avenue W

Environment Sulle 10D
Toronic Ontario
MY 155
July 6, 1976
MEMORANDUM
70: D.P. Caplice
Director ‘
Environmental Approvals Branch
FROM: . A.G. Appleby
Senior Environmentel Planner
Invironmental Asscssment Section
SUBJECT REED PAPER - PROPOSLD RED LAXRE PULP )
MILL COMPLIN
The attached newspaper article was clipped {rom the
Toronto Globe & i4ail on June 29, 1976, and refers to
the concerns of Nitive Peoples with regard to the

b2 P B B T 1) DN e "-T . T 4*1\‘ 4* N+ i.vﬁ\‘\“h‘d‘hi 1

P e TP oo .

+ey hrina

this to your atuvention since the facts in this matter

hove not always been clear, and in fact,

several

tatements in the Globe & MALl article seem €O
conflict with or contradict cur information with

regard to MRR's dealings with Recd.

4

The Cakbinet QUQ@&Q§&MNN£QQ$;QGLQQMQy QPRDMLgaLhDeﬁcmgr;
FEgoanended Lhat the Government make ho commitment to
the Reed proposal until the company had made its
public announcement., made its envirsnmental assessment
public, and ass ssed public roact;o“ and concerns.,

A need was also identified for furihor analysis of

the total burden of Government expe se wilh regard o
the proposal, and the need to mitigate environmental
problemns. “In March 1977y Premier Davis announced the
Reed proposal in the Legislature and indicated that
the Cowpany aqﬂB tedﬂg §500¢£uugqggxgg;ggggg Dbond in
conncctlon with the expansion of timber limits and
with the unueru.undlng that construction must begin by
December 1976. In fact it is unclezar if the bond was
posted, and the Globe artiale indicates it was not.
These two Government policy statements indicate that
while thae Goverrnment is basically in favour of the
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As you are also aware, Reed Paper controls the former
Dryden Paper and Chewmical companios at Dryden, which
are the scurce of mercury inpule to the English-
Wabigcocon River systems which bave led to problems of
elevated mercury levels in £igh and Native Peoples in
the area. The new Reed proposal is for a paper mill
on the same watershed,

A.G. Appleby

AGA:ds ‘ ‘
ce: (V.W. Rudﬂc(}w~
D.R. Young

M.J. Thomas
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Natural :
Resources
Parliament Buildings Our fite nurmber
Toronto, Ontario Your file number .
M7A 1W3
May 3, 1976 .
MEMORANDUM TO:
Mr. D. P. Caplice, Director
Environmental Approvals Branch )
Ministry of the Enviroennent
10th Floou
135 St.Clair Avenue West
Toronto, Ontario
RE: Reed Lind ted
An _offcx by this Ministry for llcen81ng timber in
northwestern Ontgrgo is 8till being considered BY
RocJ‘LLmltcd 5 far as we are concerncd, the pro-

posal being offered reflects very closely our final
position. ,
This position however, was not recached in isolation
from the native people of the area as your Jetter
of mpril 14, 1976 suaqgests. TFor the record, the
Minister of Natural Resources has met with Mr. Andrew
Rickard, rresident, Grand Council Treaty Number 9 and
the Regional Director, Kenora, has met with the Chiefs
and other members of the Bands located at Osnaburgh
House, Cat Lake and Pikangilum to discuss the develop-
ment proposced by Reed Limited, and attendant need for
~timber from nerthwestern Ontario. It is our expecta-
tion te involve the native people further in the

planning for the arca at the appropriate times should
the Reed Limited development go ahead.

We are unable to appreciate the relevancy of your
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Aapril 26th, 1976.

MEMOFRANDUM
T0: ‘ V. W, Rudik,
Assistant Director,
Environmental Approvals Branch.
FROM: M, D, %irk
Fnvironmental Planner.

SURJECT ¢ - SEMINAR ON FOREST-MANAGENFNT AND
. ENVIRONMENT -« APRIL 20 = 23, 1976

The cominar was conducted by Professors Paul Alrd
and Dick Fisher of the Faculty of Forestrvy,
University of Toronto, In attendance at the 4~daz
session were 15 industrial foresters from woodlanis
operations and 3 MNR Forest Management foresters,

The subject matter and problems were too lengthy to
be rerncrted in detail, so therefore this report will

he confined to matters relevant te the concerns of
MOE .,

i. Fnvironmental Ascessment Act

I sooke of the nature and process of this
dct as it will be applied in Ontario, the rationale
For its origins, and its application to a few
specific activities to date.

The Act was well received by the woods
nanagers who appear to welcome consistent plannina

ind timber management policies. Fears of additional
red tape were not apparent. Further controls may
reduce public eriticism which is . mounting over

lome ¢lear-cutting practices,

6502.
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b} 5o ertensive is the lack of actual knowledge in
the manacement of the boreal ferest that
foresters f£ind themselves vracticing without
adequate information. Canada sypends much less
on research than any develowned forested countive.

The results are showing,

-

: ‘ \
7% LC ( C LI

'1@ ne i‘:irkp .
_Environmental Assessment
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cct As. G. Appleby

B. Hanna Thorpe
De Re Young
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Ministry of the ' 135 S1. Clair Avenue W
Environment ' _ ' Suite 100
Torento Ontario
‘April 14, 1976 MaV 1P5
MEMORANDUM
TO: Mr. D.P. Drysdale
. Director
Timber Sales Branch
Ministry of Natural Resources
Whitney Block
Queen's Park
FROM: " D.P. Caplice
: Director
Environmental Approvals Branch
SUBJECT : REED PAPER = TIMBER CUTTING LIMITS

Doug Omand of TEIGA has rccently informed, mg. that
MNR . is.dn _ final. negotlatlons with theARced Paper
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would ITke 1o clarify two points with regard to
that agreement.

In 1974, this Ministry received and reviewed a
document produced by MNR, entitled "Rasic Policies
for Resources Management in the Hudson Ray Lowlands".
That-document indicated that the development of
the renewable natural resources of the Hudson Bay
Lowlands would be limited to status and non-status
Indians and Metis because of the low productivity
of these resources. Further, the ihhabitants of
the area were to have a major influence on the
management of planning and utilization of these
reSOUrCes

At the same time in 1974, we received a copy of

the "Report of the Hudson Bay Lowlands Task Force!
produced by MNR in February 1974. That report
indicated that "...in the Hudson Bay Lowlands, as
elsevwhere in the area north of 51° Latitude...",

the inhabitants would play a large part in determin-
ing the pattern of resource use.

e ¢ e
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ONTARIO MINISTRY OF NATURAL RESOURCES
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’ a17}to the ldnd base under my JuFlSdLCCIOB in an effort to lay beforc
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. HOW DOES TODA!'S FOREST MANAGLR NLET THE PROJ“CTED :

DEMAND% ON HIJ POREST THBOUG GROUING TRLES NOW°

" The answer to6 thns rather lﬂolleUo qucstlon 1s one thaﬁ ff”
uhoujd be carefully consldergd by each managemnnt forester. .If2 
I am to be 1ngenuous and candldj tho answer, must be neg@tlve

It an‘f too late ln Ontarlo, vet tlme 15 sllpplng away.A

We have the knowledge, we know how to grow trees. We havc the
leglslation., We have a. reasonable productlon pollcy.i We af;hf#d
a“;i;ﬁ ﬁrovincc . Most 1mportantly,'we stlll have a forest

In arriving at my answer, I. found my concluSLOn to be -8
product of a highly lnterrelated set of detOIS° The most
important of these are; the professional dedlcatlon and zeal of
the field f@rester, the manpower and fund;ng at hls.dlsposau,

and the nature and extent of the cutting operations on his unit.

' I would lee to examinp a few of these points as +hey relat<

you the reasons for my doubt. One basic assumptlon mist be made
and it is this; that the unit manager is doing his damnedest to
grow trees on his unit. |

1Forest Production Policy provides for a sustained

Ontario's
annual harvest of 9.1 million cunits of wood from 400,000 regen-

erated acres yielding 20 cunits per acre at the year 2020. Each

Ifote: Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources. 1972,

Forest Production Policy Options for Ontario. 81 p.




1 real barriers to 1ncrea81ng thlq low proportxon are not 50 mu¢h:

4Hand access pose Jnsurmountable obqtacles to plantlhg énd meﬁhan

‘5 1cal 81te nreparatlon., I w11} now attempt to outllne the reasohs

Qfor thl apparent proport*onai shrlnkage 1n“regeneratedAacres

'fifav +he cut enlarges,u

rf8 fj;, The premise, no cuttlng w1thout 511v1cultura1 prescription

A T “ T SR

is neither .tartllng or revolutionary' However, for Want of

better termsg uncontrolled clearcutblhg in Boreal'softwoods amd

partlal cut hlgh grade pLaCthGS=lﬂ the Boreai mlxed wood stands b

,occur ﬁot only 1n Drydené hut across . Northern Ontarlo. Bo*h

et
W««s«-—w«w’“ o ©

these methcd% ef Puttlng are not parﬁ ol any forest management

et e B AR et e “W—»».—. e

system to mj Fnowlédgec- From expernence and convmrsatlcns w1th

D ., R A

15 foresters in the Boredl reglong my situation is unfortunately

-

16 far from unigue. The high volume, close to the mill, easily

" ;Zitreatab3e stands have'gbne The iogging chance now lles ln

18 the low yield or distanﬁwétands,a Reed Paper apply for & logging
19 chance of 25,000 acres annually. Despite the fact that only

20 55% of the area will actually be cut, an intensive pre-cut

21 survey of the gross area is necesgsary. One forester and two

22 technicians cannot carry out this task iﬁ the busy, snow-free

23 months. Their non-intensive eneral prescription for the
3

24 logging chance may, but more likely may not be, the correct one.

a2
e

» Sites that cannot be handled by scarification machinery are
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x\huwed Lhat of 6 OO acres cru. d5 20% have failed,'SO% wers

3uLuat1°f ctorilm gtocked Jnd 30p hud d 511ab19'9t00k1ng‘_.

5 ,‘ The natufe nd ou¢11ty of our nuruery'utork is beyond the
4'EC6peldf'th{' dlacubolon SUT"LVJl laua:must force those rg»'V
SpponolbLe for- stock produ LLOh and fleld plant:ng to merOVc

6 all aspeotc of Chl& part of the regeneratnon progfam.“fiﬁ;?fi

L.

u)a grpauly rPduCPd and unacceptable rabeob:Ti thv flgure lSt;

lle trapoleted to‘ 2020 from 10735 we arrive at the dlsturbln”uﬂff s

!Zfotal of ?66 600 acres or 387 of the unit’s productlve foz

lsncrea,u, If d pl uiohs are Qddbo to the l% OOO acre annua“
iééufuov&r; the. tocal g01nﬁ out ﬂi D“Oduut30ﬂ becomea much larg ger,
15 These oumulatLve flouwms are hypeuﬁetzcal aﬂd it i hopad tha

16thCJ Wlll remein so.

1777WF1‘ "the unlt’s repﬂneratvon farﬂet unroallqtlco I? there

1

1813 no attempb to cape with’ today condltlcns oi'ﬁhflnkln
1% timber resocurces and incressging demands by intensifying
20 regeneration efforts on the better sites, the itarget may have

2l to be lowered.
i
22 Tf Dryden is a representative microcosm of Ontario!s

23coniferous forests, the awesome spe ctaeie of huge acreages going

24cuu of production annually must alarm all foresters.

B 2O PHPRP o
T ra | john R. Cary,

Management Forecter, .
Ontario Ministry of Natural Resour
Dryden, Ontario.
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