April 27th Speech to City Council by RPIC Spokesperson, Janis McKnight
 

Gentleman, I am here tonight to discuss the March survey to determine support for attracting Bruce Power to the Prince Albert Region.  The one from the company that is not in any corporate search but seems to have ties to SIAST.  Which makes sense knowing Larry Fladager, Director of SIAST's Woodland campus participated in a November 2008 tour of Bruce Power facilities in Ontario with select members of council, Chamber of Commerce and the Director of Economic Development and Planning.  The one that Mr.Cotterill told one of our members he designed for two purposes; to gather information to support an application for a green initiative grant and to gage receptiveness for Nuclear Energy Development.
He stated that they need to show Prince Albert residents support the idea of a green industrial park to get the grant.  I am wondering if it is the Sustainable Communities Grant from the Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment...as it is the amount the city stood to receive...which is $100,000.  I am confused though because you told another member of RPIC it was $10,000 out of the economic development budget and did not require you to tender it out.  Though my understanding is that it is city policy to tender out anything over $500.  I was trying to understand your terminology of an industrial park for green energy and, from the people I've asked, so is everyone else.
We had questions, lots of them!  So we asked Professor Denise A. Isom, who works within the Social Sciences to review the "Survey Tool" utilized in the Public Opinion Poll...here is a brief overview of some of her comments:
 

"There are several issues.  The first one they point out themselves in the conclusion, they never ask anyone about a nuclear power plant directly.  The numbers they use for validity seem low compared to the population numbers.  The initial question sets up a discussion of green energy development, thus putting the idea of green and development (ie. money and jobs) together then connecting them both to the power plant by having all the remaining questions be about it, very clever.  They ask peoples' opinions of risks (an odd approach, knowing the general public does not really know, so why use public opinion as any part of the discussion of nuclear power risks?).  The survey seems more designed to prey on people's desire for economic development and their ignorance of nuclear power plants, than on getting public opinion or informing the public."
 

I also used to work in the media and remembered that words are just concepts.  It's our memories and emotions that bring those words to life.  Parks...not for recreational use but for a number of related businesses.  Green not for colour or environmental stance but for envy of Alberta's money.  It didn't make sense until I remembered the nuclear power plant where I used to live in the U.S. changed their name...from Hanford Nuclear Reservation to Hanford Industrial Park.  I mean, wouldn't you rather work for an industrial park than a nuclear reservation.  Mr. Cotterill also told one of our members that the survey clearly shows that people do not see nuclear power as being green...so I take it we're out of the running for that grant.  I guess you can see why we're asking for transparency.  We feel left out of the party.
As representatives of the citizens of Prince Albert, you have a duty to educate yourself on all the issues concerning this nuclear reactor, not just the financial.  I think everyone needs to ask themselves what do you want your legacy to be?  Imagine...what we will tell our grandchildren about the beautiful home we accepted from a stranger.  A nice stranger named Bruce, who came to town and offered us a beautiful house.  Miles and miles and miles our house took up...it was so big that it felt like you were outside even though you were inside.  So opulent - it had everything, everything you could ever want and more.  Except that it had no bathrooms and we could never leave.  And we said "ok...that sounded like a pretty good deal."  So we moved in and we loved our beautiful house.  When we had to "do our business" we decided, well, we'd go down into the farthest reaches of our beautiful home and we'd just call it "the outhouse."  For years we lived like that and we didn't think about the outhouse in our basement - it just was.  We hosted great parties with our friends from Alberta, Ottawa, the U.S. and even some foreign guests from the UK.  Our friends thought it was kind of novel having our "outhouse" in the house.  And then - well - then the smell started to overtake it.  We apologized to our guests but since we could never leave and we had no bathroom we really couldn't do anything about it.  Gradually our friends didn't want to come over anymore.  Even Bruce didn't come over anymore...he was off building a new house for someone else.  They didn't want to come to our parties...they didn't want to do business with us.  They just wanted to leave us alone because we were now...The Outhouse of Canada.  And we could never leave it - NEVER LEAVE IT EVER!  And maybe our children could never leave it.  What are we going to say to them when they question why we just stood by and thought that a big house with NO BATHROOM is what could actually save us?  
 

Gentlemen, here is over 640 signatures opposing nuclear development - I guess that means 100% of Prince Albert is against it.
 

 

This analogy was meant to emphasize the environmental damage in the province of Saskatchewan, not just Prince Albert, if we continue with the nuclear cycle. And it was my analogy, not RPIC's.  
