
Approved Minutes

Community Liaison Committee Meeting
April 7, 2005

Community Office
292 Charlotte Street

Present:

Alastair MacLeod Chairperson
Karen Green-MacIver C.B. Black Employment Partnership Comm.
David MacLean NSCC
Bill Bailey CBU
Rev. Steven Mills St. Andrews United Church
Kevin MacDonald C.B Island Building & Const. Trade Coun.
Dan Yakimchuk Cape Breton District Health Authority
Marjorie Butts Canadian Cancer Society
Robert McCharles Sydney Area Chamber of Commerce
Jim Foulds Atlantic Coastal Action Program Cape Breton
Francis Sirois Joint Action Group
Alex Pilon North End Neighborhood Watch
Mike Buchanan United Steelworkers of America
Greg Arsenault Junior Chamber International

Guests:

Frank Potter STPA
David Darrow STPA
Ken Swain PWGSC
Carol Mason STPA

Regrets:

Vince Hall CBRM
Bernie LaRusic Cape Breton Business-Labour Partnership
Keith MacDonald CCHREI

CALL TO ORDER:

Chairperson Alastair MacLeod called the meeting to order at 12:15 pm. The minutes of
the meeting on March 8, 2005 were approved, with one noted change regarding
attendees. The Chair asked Carol to read the regrets of members unable to attend.

Q: Jim Foulds asked if a substitute could be attend the meeting.
A: The Chair stated that a substitute could attend the meetings.



INTRODUCTIONS:

The Chair introduced the new members and they introduced themselves and the
organizations they were representing. Dan Yakimchuk distributed a copy of the CB
District Health Board’s paper on the project-scoping document and encouraged
members to review it and comment at the next meeting if they so desire. The members
discussed the degree of content for the minutes and agreed that they should try to
capture the key points and questions raised.

Q: Cliff Murphy asked how organizations were selected for membership in the CLC.
A: David Darrow explained the application and selection process.

Q: Dan Yakimchuk asked David Darrow, “Do you have to burn the PCB’s?”
A: David Darrow said you do not.

Q: Dan Yakimchuk asked if member organizations are limited to one representative.
A: David Darrow said yes, but added that, if a group has a sub-committee they would
like project managers to address, he would be happy to accommodate them.

ROLE OF MEMBERS:

The Chair outlined the role of the CLC members.

The Chair outlined three ways the committee might carry out its role as a sounding
board.

 Example No. 1: A member suggests a way one aspect of the project could bring
future benefits to the community, if a certain engineering change were made now.
The project managers take away the suggestion, find it feasible, and makes the
suggested change.

 Example No. 2: The Committee considers one aspect of the project unattractive, and
requests an alternative. The project managers search for alternatives, find none that
are workable, and explain their conclusions. The feature stays in the plan.

 Example No. 3: Project managers outline a proposed feature of the project. Most
committee members support the proposal, but one member is uncomfortable with it
and explains why. Theproject managers consider the dissenting member’s position 
and explain their conclusions at a future meeting.

PROJECT UPDATE:

Frank Potter gave a project update. Some members suggested that consideration
should be given to installing retention ponds and hydroelectric facilities on the Wash
Brook to help ease flooding. In response to a question regarding when the big cleanup
will start, Frank indicated it would depend largely on the EA process and how long that
will take.



Action Item: Frank will provide a written project update to be sent out to
committee members before each meeting. This will allow committee
members to prepare questions they can bring up at the meeting.

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT UPDATE:

Ken Swain described public feedback received on the Scoping Document. PWGSC had
received 430 comments. The comments came from all different sources. A track
decision by Minster Dion will hopefully be received by June. Comments from members
included the point that there are no examples of how long a project such as this one
could take; concern that a panel review could produce duplication of interveners’
questions; the assertion that government staff can make a comprehensive panel move
quicker than a panel whose member are unfamiliarwith the project’s long history, and
with studies already carried out. It was emphasized that the review must be done right.
Concern was expressed that changing the Comprehensive Study approach can cause
problems if it is not done correctly.

Q: Bill Bailey asked if a panel could be controlled in terms of scope and timeline.
A: Ken Swain indicated that CEAA is looking at this right now.

REMEDIATION OVERVIEW PRESENTATION:

David Darrow gave a presentation on Contaminated Site Remediation, and compared
site remediations on other projects to the Tar Ponds Cleanup.

The following is a list of Sites that David compared:

 Pine Street Canal, Vt., USA
 Hawthorn Colliery & Cokeworks, UK
 Randle Reef, Hamilton, Ont.
 Derwenthaugh Cokeworks, UK
 Bayou Bonfouca, La., USA
 Moncton Shops, N.B., Can.
 South Waterford Redevelopment Project Portland, Ore.
 Westergasfabriek, Amsterdam
 East Perth Gasworks, Australia
 Wilson Park, NSW, Au.
 Gasworks Park, Seattle, Wa.

Q: David MacLean asked David Darrow could the PCB’s be left where they are.
A: David Darrow stated yes they could be safely solidified and capped.

THE SCOPING DOCUMENT:

Francis Sirois handed out copies of his submission on the Scoping document. He did not
have enough copies for everyone, but additional copies will be mailed out.



TAR PONDS/COKE OVENS SITE TOUR. :

Frank offered a site tour for anyone interested before the next meeting. Interested
members should call Carol at 567-1036.

NEXT MEETING:

Owing to the heat and confined space at the Storefront Office, the Thursday May 12,
take place at the Sydney Tar Ponds Office, 1 Inglis Streer. Time of meeting: 1 .p.m.

AJJOURNMENT:

Meeting adjourned at 2:20 p.m.


