Kardell Legal Counsel – Stakeholder Presentations


Legal Counsel # 1 - Good afternoon Ladies and Gentlemen,

 We are here today to discuss our legal stance on the environmental concerns as they relate to the Kardell Paper Company. It is important to first note that Kardell has roots in this community dating back to 1985. With many of Kardell’s employees being fellow residents, they are extremely concerned about recent concerns relating to a growing number of medical problems. The cause of these problems has not yet been determined. Legally speaking, Kardell has, and continues to be in compliance with the provincial emission standards. As there are other industrial plants within the area, no agency has been able to conclude that Kardell has or has not contributed to any sonox emissions into the water. Let us also be reminded of the fact that similar courses of action have been launched against other facilities. All of the claims have been dismissed due to lack of conclusive evidence that the mills’ operations were the cause of any significant hazard in the area.

 We are concerned for the health and welfare of the residents of Riverside, and the Kardell Paper Company will do everything within their power to continue to comply with the current regulations of the industry. If it is determined that Kardell’s paper mill is solely responsible for the sonox issue, they should then take measure to eliminate, or at least minimize, the environmental hazards. In the meantime, however, we advise that Kardell continue to conduct business as usual.

Legal Counsel # 2 -  Good evening members of the board. Our purpose here this evening is to discuss the issue of  Kardell's involvement in the emission of sonox into the water system. As part of Kardell's legal team my purpose is advisement on how best to handle the allegations of such said involvement.

In looking at the reports of the emission of sonox it is being alleged that Kardell's is the contributor. It has also been brought to our attention that there has been an increase in miscarriages and respiratory issues. It is being stated that the emission of sonox into the water source is the cause of such increases. 

According to measurements set forth by the provincial environment ministry Kardell's is in legal compliance concerning emissions. If the provincial environment ministry decides new measurements for emissions, changes would need to be implemented into how emissions are handled at Kardell's. There has been an idea put forth that would inhibit the emissions. However, the effects of such a change could pose a hardship within the community where employment is concerned and it could also cause a decrease in profits. There are two sides to the matter. If done now while the company is experiencing increased revenues the damage could be minimal. If research can be shown to implement such a plan in a shorter period of time the impact will not be as dire. Another side to consider would be that of the people of the community. If proven to be that the emissions are coming from Kardell's there could be a vast amount of compensation asked for because of health issues people have suffered. This could prove to be more costly. 

As legal counsel I am stating that Kardell's is in legal compliance. I am advising however, that the thought of the board focus on what is going to be best for the company and the community of the people in which it employs.

Legal Counsel # 3 -  The board of directors for The Kardell Paper Company has been approached with the issue of sonox emissions into the Cherokee river. As a member of the legal team for this corporation I feel I should explain the legalities of this issue. First of all, The Kardell Paper Company is well within its legal rights. As long as all of the laws are followed and all of the minimum government requirements are met, there should not be any legal problem. There is no absolute proof that The Kardell Paper Company is the only source of sonox emissions into the river.

I need to address the subject of the possible health hazards regarding the sonox emissions into the Cherokee river. It is possible that the rise in miscarriages and respiratory problems in the area is due to the sonox emissions. However, it is also possible that these health problems are not caused by the sonox emissions. There is not sufficient evidence to support the claim that these health problems are caused by sonox. There is also no sufficient evidence to support the claim that these health problems are not caused by sonox. Previous liability actions have been initiated against two or three other mills. Due to no sufficient evidence, these claims have been denied in court. I think that from a legal standpoint the company should wait for the government to establish an acceptable limit for sonox emissions before taking any action.

