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1 havc bccn foll«\ving the dehatc rcjianling the liabasku projeet through the ~ncclia for 

the past year now. and 1 rnust Say 1 ain rathcr surpriscd at some of thc arguments being 

prescntecl by the interest groups wlm are opposing the projeet. Having read a grcat deal 

rcgarcling ILNG terminais around the world, marine transportation of LNG, the 

rransforrnation prciccss from liquid to Kas, etc, 1 scriously \vonder if thcsc people the havc 

donc any rcsearch whatsoevcr on the sulriject. 

Ovcr the vcars, 1 havc listcncd to Qucbcc cornplain thut hcr share of thc fcdcral pie \vas 

too s~nall, yct has also alwnys claimcd, should (&chcc scparatc from the rcst of Ctinada, 

rhat shc w-ould bc cçonomically and financially self -sufficicnt. A little paradosical isn't 

it? ... csl>ccially since Quebec, having turned dm1.n Iriillions of dollars of invcst~ncnt in 

industrial dcvelopmcnt ovcr the p s t  scvcral yeürs, secms ta fcar industrinl ancl 

cconoinical develop~ncnt, which we al1 Icno~v is the corner stonc of any nation. 

Rahaska uffcrs Quclriec the opportunity to strcngthen hcr econ~my, the opportunity for 

sustainable devclopmcnt. Pro~notcrs havc donc an i~npcccahlc j«l> in prcsenting thcir 

projcct to the Quelricc pulrilic, and htivc bccn re~narkably transparent throughout their 

ca~npaign. Thcy cvcn sent out exhaustive information in the fonn of flycrs and brochures 

dtrectly to rcsidcnts throughout I-évis, Qucbcc City and surrounding communities. Thcy 

have donc evcrything imaginable ro design the i1lstall;itions so as to malcc thcnl 

hannonious to the surrounding landscape: thcy havc and d l  co~npcnsatc landowncrs 

for the inciinvenicnces causcd during construction: safety issues have Iriccn covcrcd from 

al1 angles. 

One of the arguments hrought UP by thosc «pposcd to the projcct is thnt it \sas 

unthinkahle to havc an ILNG plant in front of the island of Orleans, since this island is :in 

important part of Quebecs hcritugc. The prescncc of the I..XG plant vvould hc an 

cycsorc. 

So t  only \vil1 the precncc of the L.NG plant not change the 'narional hcrïtage' status of 

the Island, but the plant \vil1 Ihccomc practically invisible wirhin fivc ycars after its 

constiuction, litcrally ~nelting into the 1;tnclsc~pc. 1 utxkl rarher h:wc that vic~v than 



the one 1 have now; \vhich is the hack of a convcnicncc store whcrc adult mdcs g« to 

rclicvc thcmsclvcs in full vicw of the entire ncighhourliood. 

3rnothcr ai-gunicnt is that inarinc sakty nmuld bc c«mpromiscd hccausc of the iinposing 

sizc of the LNG tankcrs and the narrmi.ncss of the Sc. liiwrcncc at thc proposcd site for 

the dock. Thcy also argue chat the risks of a spi11 of' 1.NG in the Sîint L:awrcnçc arc 

~macccptalihle and \voutd bc dcwstating to the river s ccosystcm. 

l'esscls huilt for 1.NG transport haw the lo\\.cst occurrcncc of incidents 1 accidents in 

the family of tanker vcsscls (which alrcady cnjoys a vcry 1ow risk factor). Gccausc of the 

inhcrcnt propcrtics (if LNG, thcrc cannot bc a 'spi11 in the Saint 1-awrcncc (the liquid 

statc of the p r o d ~ ~ c t  transfornx into Kas and cvaporatcs \vhcn in contact with the air). 

Furthcrinore, in its liquid state, LNG is not explosive. For m explosion to occur with 

LNG, it must iïrst vaporize aiid then mix with air in the proper proportions (the explosive 

range is 5% to 15%), and then be ignited aftciwards. It is highly unlikely tliat these 

specific conditions would be ibund in thc middle of the Saint Lawrence. Howcvcr, 

should a spill of fiicl or clicscl occur, al1 the ncccssary infi-astructurcs arc alrcady in place 

to r a c t  sviftly and cfficicntly in case of an cmcrgcncy. Furtherinorc, the port of Q~iehec 

is home to Occan Group, a highly cfficicnt and cxpcriciiccd towing coinpany whosc 

track record spcaks for itsclf, making the docliing and undocking rnan~cu\~rcs vir tudy 

risk frcc. 

hly favouiitc argumcnc is the f'ollmving: ' 1  don t want CO livc ncxt to an LNG plant.  

Thcn movc! Prcipcrty mluc iu the sunounding m a  hüs Ixcn clirnbing stcadily sinçc the 

hcginning of this sagri, so now would lx a good timc to scll. 

1 ccrtainly do nor \v:iiit to miniinix the pop~ilation s fcars and conccrns. Howcvcr. it 

\~-ould bc helpful if thcsc fcars and conccrns 1%-crc bascd on faits and not siinply igniccd 

by a group of acrivisrs looking for a cause ... any cause. 



Rabüska givcs us the opportunity to hclp strcngthcn our cconoiny. The prcscncc of tlus 

type of cncrgy inay in turn :ittract othcr inïcstors to cwr a r a ,  thereforc creating jobs, 

maliing our arca inorc prospcrcws Iicncc improving our yudity of lifc. 

W e  must g a s p  this opportunity and stop hariging on to the prtwerbial apron strings of 

the tcdcral gcxcrnincnt. 


