Timeline: 1972-1975

Airport Announcement / People or Planes / Airport Shelved

Airport Announcement / People or Planes

1972

¢ January — A federal-government-ordered environmental assessment of an area southeast of the
hamlet of Claremont in Pickering, Ontario, is rushed through —in 72 hours, in the snow.

e Mar. 1 - A federal-provincial agreement is signed. And a leak to the Globe & Mail results in an article
by journalist Hugh Winsor that an airport announcement is likely to be made the following day.

e Mar. 2 — The North Pickering Development Project, requiring the expropriation of 18,600 acres for a
major international airport, and a further 25,000 acres for a new city to the south of it, to be called
Cedarwood, is jointly announced by the federal and provincial governments. The Pickering site is
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described as “ideal” and the logical choice. The public is not told that federal government studies

had formerly deemed north Pickering unsuitable in every way, aside from its proximity to Toronto.

¢ According to reports, the airport will cost $300 million and the new city will have a population of
150,000 to 200,000.

* North Pickering and area residents get the news as they’re driving home from work or milking
the cows.

¢ Amid the watercourses and patches of woodlands, there are 126 working farms on the proposed
airport site. There are two hamlets, Altona and Green River, and there is one village, Brougham. The
site marked out for Cedarwood is also almost entirely agricultural, with two hamlets: Whitevale and
Cherrywood. The agricultural land on both sites is Class 1, the rarest and best soil there is.

¢ Local reaction to the announcements is mixed. Some farmers are pleased. Among the residents of
Claremont, on the northeast border of the airport site, the predominant response is resignation.
Residents of Brougham, on the borderline between airport and new city, are angry and gear up for
a fight.

| hope that opposition to this affront against common sense eventually will be nationwide,
the largest single protest movement in Canadian history. It should be. It can be.
~ Scott Young, Canadian journalist, 1972

¢ Mar. 3 — At least 80 local residents crowd into Melody Farm (originally Ever Green Villa, home of
Eli Barclay), on Brock Road, to decide what to do. They are irate and distraught. Chairing this first
meeting is Hugh J. Miller, of Thistle Ha’ farm. Committees — Steering, Legal, Publicity, and Fundraising
— are quickly formed.

¢ According to federal officials, the airport is slated to open in late 1978 or early 1979. The federal and
provincial governments have set themselves a target of two to three years to acquire all properties
on the two sites. Local municipal politicians fail to get clear responses to their many questions.



¢ Mar. 6 — Pickering Township unanimously passes a resolution opposing a second international
airport “at Claremont” in Pickering.

e Mar. 7 — A thousand citizens crowd into Brougham Hall and the main floor and basement of the
nearby United Church (connected by two-way radio speakers) for the first public meeting. Co-chairs
Dr Charles Godfrey and Hugh J. Miller address the crowd. Miller advises that a competent lawyer will
be needed to fight the airport. Godfrey warns that “[t]his will be the longest, hardest fight you have
ever been in. We are taking on two governments. ... Is it to be people or planes?” A resolution is
passed to oppose the airport. Miller assumes the role of interim chair. MP Norman Cafik and MPP
Bill Newman both declare their emphatic opposition to the airport. Bill Lishman, a local artist,
reports that based on the findings of an environmental study of two other airports, Pickering
airport’s satellite city, Cedarwood, would be within a Noise Exposure Forecast 30 zone and therefore
uninhabitable. Ken Fallis, from the Ontario Department of Agriculture, confirms that most of the
expropriated properties are on Class 1 soil.

e Mar. 11 — At the first steering committee meeting, it is agreed that the task will be to concentrate on
stopping the airport, and will not include stopping Cedarwood (which might be stopped as a
consequence of the stopping of the airport). Clark Muirhead moves that Dr Charles Godfrey be
appointed chair, and he is, by unanimous acclaim. An Executive Committee is approved. The Legal
Committee announces that the case will be taken to leading Toronto trial lawyer, J. J. Robinette.
Functional details are worked out for the new organization. As to its name, “UPROAR” is suggested,
as is “We shall not be moved,” but no final decision is made.

e Mar. 12 — The executive committee, at its first meeting, agrees on the name “PEOPLE OR PLANES”
(POP).

e Mar. 15 — Executive committee meeting: Lorne Almack, a farmer and partner in Price Waterhouse,
presents a detailed organization structure for POP, and Bill Lishman suggests that a daily bulletin be
circulated among committee members. Logos are designed. Television interviews have begun, print
articles are being prepared, plans for a “Spring Festival” are launched. All life-forms in the
expropriated area are being documented. Regarding the People or Planes acronym, the minutes
note: “There is considerable Toronto opinion that ‘P.0.P." is not effective if the problem is as serious

as we say itis.”

e Mar. 17 — Over a thousand concerned residents pack the gym of a local high school to learn more
from Chair Godfrey and from Norm Cafik (Liberal MP of Ontario riding); Bill Newman (Ontario Con-
servative MP for Ontario South); and Clark Muirhead (an Uxbridge councillor and aeronautical engi-
neer), who tells the crowd that Malton could easily handle any additional traffic into the foreseeable

future.

¢ Mar. 19 — Fundraising and events planning are already in full swing. Multiple meetings with
politicians are being set up. Letters are being prepared to apprise householders of their rights.
A clippings file has been started, posters and bumper stickers are being silkscreened, and a
citizens’ forum has been scheduled in Toronto. The amount of activity and outreach that ensues
is prodigious, and much of it is impressively creative. An excerpt from the minutes:

A sound truck will be equipped to go into the areas not presently feeling the
effect to broadcast noise of jets regulated by a decibel meter. A lawyer and
Mrs. Godfrey plan to be in the truck and Mrs. Godfrey noted that she wouldn’t
mind doing time! — for the cause.



e Mar. 23 — Prime Minister Pierre Trudeau, during a Q&A session at Stephen Leacock Collegiate
Institute in Scarborough, answers Dr Godfrey’s questions this way: “If the majority of people living
in this area, even only 51 per cent, didn’t want this airport, then we wouldn’t proceed with it.”
Godfrey finds this encouraging, being the first time that anyone in a senior position has said that the
airport can be stopped. (Premier Davis is later quoted as saying that he finds Trudeau’s suggestion
doubtful.) Trudeau is also more forthcoming than Transport Canada, explaining that “we seriously
considered all the alternatives [...] it was the least bad of all choices, | suppose,” adding “It’s not out
of malice or pressure from our members of Parliament that we decided to spend $300 million on
an airport. It’s because there has been a really strong demand from the whole Toronto area to build
such an airport.” He also says that area MPs had been lobbying him “for a long time for a second
airport, but not near their own ridings.” At a subsequent Q&A event he jokes that as a Montrealer he
doesn’t think Toronto needs a second airport but is just “keeping up with the Joneses.”

e Mar. 24 — The legal committee reports that Mr J.J. Robinette sees the issues this way: 1. Does this
area need a second airport? and, if the answer is yes, 2. Is this the place for it? He will advocate one
test case but will not provide counsel to individual cases.

e Mar. 26 — During an executive meeting, a logo design — the international no-traffic sign superim-
posed on an aircraft — is proposed and carried. Public information meetings are being planned for
Uxbridge, Markham, Green River, Claremont....; cells are being formed in all nearby communities.

e Apr. 4 — At a public information meeting in Claremont of some 300 or 500 people (reports differ),
members of POP and members of POW (Progress over Welfare) nearly come to blows over their
divergent positions on the airport. POP wins a no-airport vote by a 10-1 margin.

e Apr. 8 — The sound trucks in Stouffville and Markham generate considerable attention and publicity.
The CBC is scheduled to broadcast “Brougham: Reluctant Ghost Town.”

e Apr. 9 — POP’s decision to concentrate on stopping the airport has upset many of the people
expropriated by Ontario for the creation of Cedarwood. POP makes an effort to acknowledge those
victims by issuing a formal statement: “This committee is in favour of retaining Pickering as a green-
belt community and for this reason is opposed to both the airport and Cedarwood.”

e Apr. 14 — Provincial Treasurer Darcy McKeough admits that the Province hadn’t studied the need for
a second airport. He and Premier Bill Davis have repeatedly said in recent weeks that the decision
was purely a federal one and that the Province was involved solely in the airport’s location.

e Apr. 18 — Premier Davis rejects opposition demands for an inquiry into whether the airport is
necessary. This time, he claims that Ottawa is responsible for determining need for an airport and
where it will be built, whereas Ontario’s only role is to provide services such as sewerage. He also
refuses to make available to the public any provincial studies on the project.

¢ Since the announcements, media coverage has been non-stop and largely critical of the airport and
Cedarwood plans. As summed up by a Globe and Mail editorial:

“It has taken more than three years for the Ontario government to admit that those long negotiations
with Ottawa on a new international airport for Toronto weren’t about an airport at all. They were about
location.

Queen’s Park evidently knew nothing, asked nothing, about airport plans and use. Ottawa bought
a location. [...] The Province has an airport site but not really just where it wanted it. Ottawa has chosen
the site, but not where the federal Government wanted it. The people of Pickering have an airport site
and they don’t want it.”



Apr. 21 — Transport Canada releases a brief, typewritten, double-spaced report to back up its
arguments for the airport. “Ecology and the New Toronto Airport” (7 pages of text) claims that “the
potential impact of an airport development on the ecology of an area is less than might be thought”
(p. 4), that “[o]nce operations commence, the air pollution associated with flight operations will be
minimal” (p. 5), and that (p. 7) “[t]he airport site and the surrounding area have been on the thresh-
old of development for urban purposes for a number of years. The site is no longer truly rural. Farm-
ing productivity is down and individual farmers have moved when presented with a satisfactory offer
for their land. At the time of the announcement of the airport, development for urban purposes
appeared imminent.” The report also made this specious claim (p. 7): “The airport will permit the
preservation of what is left of the natural ecological system in the area.”

Apr. 24 — Stephen Lewis, Ontario’s NDP leader, airs doubts as to the need for a new airport, and
backs the residents who are fighting the project.

Apr. 26 — A POP delegation heads to Ottawa, expecting to meet with “ministers and Mr. Trudeau

at 9:00 a.m.” The minutes do not record what transpired, although “the minister [presumably
Transport Minister Don Jamieson] did not give us very much information to work on.” The delegation
was handed press releases. Three Liberals from Ontario ridings undertake to get POP the documents
they want if the Transport Minister fails to deliver the goods.

Apr. 28 — Results of a Toronto Star poll: “Are you in favor of the proposed new airport scheduled to
be built in Pickering Township or are you against it?” In favor: 22%; Against: 57%; Not sure: 18%.
These results will prompt a screaming headline in the May 18 issue of POP’s newspaper, asking:
“Trudeau, will he keep his word?” He doesn’t.

Apr. 30 — Ken Fallis, now of the Farm Committee, reports that “pro-airport farmers are changing
their minds now that they have some idea on the compensation being allowed.”

April, May, June, July — POP meets with provincial ministers and, meanwhile, issues a barrage of
media releases and stays in the public eye with highly creative publicity stunts (including a funeral
march to Queen’s Park), fundraising events (including a Spring Festival in May and a picnic in June),
presentations, exposés, and legal arguments — a high pitch of activity that will go on unabated for
3 years. POP also refines its organizational structure to make it more efficient and begins to set up
more cells in the broader community. In line with local municipalities, it applies pressure for a
public inquiry.

May 4 — Transport Canada releases two typewritten, double-spaced reports to back up its
arguments for the airport: “Aircraft Noise and the New Toronto Airport” (5 pages of text plus a map)
and “Air Quality and the New Toronto Airport” (5 pages of text). The latter claims (p. 2) that “The
principle pollutants emitted by aircraft are particulate matter, hydrocarbons, carbon monoxide,
nitrogen oxides and sulphur oxides. These exhaust smoke particles are non-toxic.” The statement is
patently untrue. All these pollutants are dangerous to health.

May 12 — POP’s Spring Festival, organized by Gord Willson and Edward Falkenberg, draws crowds
to a whole range of activities (including a motorcade) over a period of a week. The City of Toronto
has been invited to see firsthand the land that was expropriated. The work of fifty artists and crafts-
people is showcased at three venues on or near the Lands, including Brougham Hall. A Tea Garden
features a game of Airport Darts that proves popular. There are singers and musicians, a bake sale,
a white-elephant sale ....



Jun 12 — Transport Canada releases yet another typewritten, double-spaced report to back up its
arguments for the airport: “People, Malton and the New Toronto Airport.” It’s longer than the earlier
reports (18 pages), with tables and a map, and describes the impossibility of enlarging Malton with-
out disrupting the lives of close to 100,000 people, moving roads, noise-proofing myriad schools, and
much more.

Jun. 18 — POP’s steering committee reports that Minister Jamieson has refused a public inquiry.

Jul. 5 — POP minutes show that a book about People or Planes has been started by “Professor
Massies [Massey] and associates” at no cost to POP. Also, the Experts Committee reports meeting
with Transport and the department’s consultant, Beinhaker. The Legal Committee is researching
whether land could be expropriated for an airport but used for other purposes “in order to gain the
eight percent interest promised by Jamieson.”

Jul. 19 — Minutes refer obliquely to an A & W report, which is in draft form; the final report will be
produced as two brochures, the first “dealing exclusively with Malton facilities” and the second, if it
turns out that the airport is needed, “suggesting where” it should be located.

POP’s steering and executive committees decide to turn over to the Globe & Mail an [unnamed]
August 1970 report they’ve obtained that “comes out fairly strongly in favour of a 1 airport system
and suggests the expansion of Malton rather than a new airport.”

Aug. 2 — Minutes record that the “Central Ontario Chapter of the Town Planning Institute of Canada
agree that an adequate case has not been made for another airport.”

Aug. 9 — Minutes report that “commercial flights are being increased over this area to see our
response.” A Ministry of Transport Air Traffic Control address will be used to report the date, time,
and direction of flights. Meanwhile, Progressive Conservatives in Metro Toronto want information to
help them decide if this change in air traffic activity should be made an election issue.

Aug. 23 — Exec. minutes: Earlier “reports from [federal?] Government show that the eastern area site
is not useful for most of the public and therefore it is likely there will have to be another airport in
the west. Massive research done on 4 other sites, but not much on Pickering. If we can raise enough
political force they might keep their development in Malton.” It is suggested that POP’s main effort
be focussed on Malton and its ability to make better use of its facilities.

It is recorded in the minutes that “the publishing of expropriation notices in the Canada Gazette
(originally scheduled for July) has been delayed once again. The reason this time is the apparent loss
of approx. 175 title searches. So it’s back to the Registry Office for the federal legal beagles...”

Aug. 31 — Minister of Transport, Don Jamieson, just prior to a federal election, does an about-turn
and announces that public hearings will be held on the choice of the airport site. He also says, “The
inquiry will not have power to stop the airport.”

Sept. 6 — Expropriation notices start going out to residents, who are also being warned by POP and
others to beware of land speculators.

J.J. Robinette tells Godfrey that “the fact that the government now says we [can] have a public
inquiry is just to defuse the political situation and in fact it is not a real public inquiry.”

Lorne Almack concludes, from various reports, that the government only intends to build another
airport when the people at Malton start to make a noise again. A member of the Ministry of



Transport (M.0.T.), speaking in Yorkdale, “admits [to] the three airport system and probably there
will be another one to the west. Pickering will be a minor regional one. Dates on two runways in
Pickering 1980-1986.”

¢ Sept. 13 — MP Norm Cafik advises that people in Cedarwood are not obligated to let appraisers in.
Properties will continue to increase in value and therefore one should hold out for provincial
expropriation. Since the airport announcement, certain land development companies have been
acquiring land in the middle of the future Cedarwood.

e Sept. 16, 17 — POP holds an Earth Days “extravaganza,” showcasing local talent (folk, rock, and
traditional music), local crafts, an antiques display and auction, a “film festival competition,” corn
roasts, and picnics. The event raises $1,000.

¢ October — Copp Clark publishes People or Planes, by Charles Godfrey and Hector Massey — a small
book with a big and distressing story to tell, recording what had happened in north Pickering in the
previous 8 months and calling for the airport decision to be rescinded. Its preface:

This is a book about Pickering, an historic southern Ontario community now living under the
sentence of death. It is a protest against what many Canadians believe to be an unfair decision,
and an appeal by the condemned to Canadian public opinion. In the course of human events
there are times when a beleaguered people must stand up and be heard or be forever silent.
Such is the feeling of large numbers of people battling against the site chosen for Toronto’s
second international airport.

¢ Oct. 18 — POP executive committee meeting minutes show cash in hand ($2,800), cash reserved for
a technical report ($2,500), and more reserved for a legal report ($12,000). [Impressive. This is 1972
and these are 1972 dollars! Serious fundraising efforts of all kinds are paying off.] With an election
coming up, POP’s publicity committee is having 30,000 information sheets printed for distribution
around Greenwood and across the City of Pickering. A recent survey shows that most candidates are
against the airport. The exec. committee is meanwhile working closely with lawyer J.J. Robinette in
preparation for the upcoming public hearings. And an environmental impact report of the region has
been tabled and will be sent to him.

¢ Oct. 30 — The Trudeau government wins re-election but by a two-seat majority, which Robinette calls
“a whole new ballgame.”

* Nov. 23 — Toronto lawyer J.W. Swackhamer, Q.C., in the role of commissioner, opens the hearings
under the Expropriation Act. POP participants make their case.

¢ Nov. 27 — Jean Marchand takes over as Minister of Transport as the public hearings into the siting
of the airport proceed.

* Nov. 30 — Federal opposition leader Robert Stanfield calls for a halt to expropriations and for
reconsideration of the airport site.

¢ Dec. 29 — The Swackhamer Report is out. It criticizes the government’s decision to build an airport
and slams the choice of Pickering as the location.



1973

¢ January, March, April, May, June — Transport Minister Jean Marchand states many times over during
this period that an upcoming inquiry into the Pickering airport (the findings of the first one having
been ignored) would address both need and location.

Jan. 14 — Pop minutes record that Opposition Leader Robert Stanfield has made it quite clear that he
opposes the airport.

Jan. 15 — Out of the public eye, Transport’s Deputy Minister writes to Minister Marchand: “In some
ways the word ‘inquiry’ is misleading because it is meant to be more of an effort to harmonize
formally the plans ... before initiating an airport.” On the same day, a Cabinet memo states: “Con-
struction work will be undertaken during the Board’s deliberations.”

e Jan. 21 — POP minutes record the first mention of land banking by the federal government. MP Norm
Cafik reports that “Cabinet is split on the matter: expropriate, inquiry, and then landbank, looking for
an escape avenue.” There’s a question as to whether what they are doing — or trying to do —is legal.
Robinette: They could expropriate for an airport now and not use the land for years.

e Jan. 28 — At a top-level meeting, Godfrey reports that “the Summary of the [Swackhamer] Hearings
had been sent to many MPs and that letters had gone to various Ministers.”

Feb. 20 — Ottawa tables estimates showing that the government has earmarked $82 million for land
expropriations in Pickering.

Mar. 2 — POP marks the first anniversary of the airport announcement with a town hall meeting in
the community hall in Brougham. The minutes reveal that public and media fatigue are setting in. The
exec. agrees to hire a PR firm. Plans for the second year of protest start to take shape, among them
the making of a film, placing ads in local and national newspapers, sending letters to all newspapers,
arranging a host of meetings, including one in Ottawa....

Mar. 20 — POP holds a silent protest at Queen’s Park at the Opening of Parliament.

Mar. 27 — POP meets with legal firm Thomson, Rogers & McCauley to discuss retaining them to
represent POP and area residents of Cedarwood to fight the provincial expropriation.

April — Government surveying begins for the airport.

Apr. 11 — As reported in “POP,” Vol Il Number 1, a publication of People or Planes, “authoritative
sources close to Ontario County Council say that the county has decided to proceed with a
Claremont bypass and improvement of a long stretch of the 9th Concession Road even though

the roads would have to be closed if an airport were built.” Apparently, “the county concluded after
discussions with the Ministry of Transport that the airport would never be built.”

Apr. 25 — From POP exec meeting minutes: It’s reported that offers [for private property] on the
airport site will be coming out on the 30th. Lorne Almack suggests getting “do not panic” letters into
mailboxes, and he will draft the content. Residents will be advised not to accept money if they don’t
want to sell. Surveying has already been blocked by several POP members, who removed survey
stakes. It's suggested that residents put stakes everywhere, to confuse the surveyors. Isabel Thomp-
son feels that POP has been too quiet and “should resort to violence.” She points out that the Swack-
hamer hearing was a sham in that no one [in government] read the excellent evidence.

¢ Apr. 28 — Landowners complain about the unrealistically low prices the government is offering for
their properties.



e May 9 — From exec. meeting minutes: There is a time limit as to when expropriation must be pro-
ceeded with; if an offer is accepted, it proceeds within one year of the offer; if not accepted, there is
no time limit. Signs are discussed for the whole area.

¢ Jun. 5 — Lorne Almack moves, and Isobel Thomson seconds, that a public hanging in effigy be
arranged by Bill Lishman and Al Graham for June 15. Motion carried. Proclamations to be prepared.

¢ Jun. 15 — In Brougham, POP stages an “unofficial” but dramatic “equal opportunity” hanging-in-
effigy of Prime Minister Trudeau and Premier Davis who, they say, bear the ultimate responsibility
for Pickering’s fate.

¢ Jul. 24 — From POP exec. meeting minutes: A POP member, researching house rentals on the
airport site, reports being told by an official: “It’s a legal and political mess... we cannot answer
any questions.”

¢ Aug. 13 — The federal government adds 10% and a $3,000 relocation allowance to its offers to
residents who have refused earlier offers and who remain on their land.

* Aug. 14 — From POP exec. meeting minutes: POP hosts a visit from Lisa and André Bouvette, of
Ste-Scholastique, to learn about the Mirabel expropriation and its fall-out. They “report on the bitter
conditions in their area. The ill informed farmers, through ignorance and fear submitted easily to
Government demands. Secrecy and distrust were the biggest problem, and André felt that if people
band together and do not withhold information re: prices offered them by the Government ... as a
group they will make a much stronger and more effective stand.”

* Aug. 21 — POP investigates the wisdom of putting runway tarmac on top of the TransCanada Pipeline,
which crosses the lands. Newspapers have been notified.

¢ Sep. 23 — At the International Ploughing Match in Lambton County, POP members Margaret Godfrey
and Rhoda Almack, hold up a large banner to protest the expropriation of farmland in Pickering.

¢ Oct. 3 — An Order-in-Council establishes the promised Inquiry. Mr Justice Hugh F. Gibson is to head a
three-man airport review board. The terms of reference leave no doubt that this Inquiry is already an
open-and-shut case and will find in the government’s favour.

¢ Oct. 23 — From POP exec. committee minutes: Lorne Almack reports that a Guelph study, just
released, has found that “Pickering Airport farmland is BEST in the province.” A POP membership
card is created by Arthur Horne.

e Ottawa announces that the Gibson Inquiry into the expropriations will not consider need or location
of the airport, despite Transport Minister Marchand’s months of assurances that it would.

* Nov. 17 — The Movable Airport, by Sandra Budden and Joseph Ernst, is published. It describes “the
planning, manoeuvering and political infighting” that led to the decision to locate a new international
airport near Toronto” and concludes that it was a political decision, not a planning one.

e Dec. 11 — From POP exec. meeting minutes regarding the upcoming Gibson Inquiry: “At present the
terms of reference would suggest a murky hearing to be held in 4 stages, briefs to be submitted by
individuals, the three panel members to judge their relevance to Location, Operation and Timing,
nothing being accepted on Need.”

¢ Dec. 18 — From POP meeting minutes re the upcoming Inquiry: “Thirty to forty briefs to be submitted
before February 1 ... strategy to be mapped on the weekend by contributors. Feels a big issue should
be made about payment and [that] the Government non-payment on last hearing be a strong politi-



cal argument.” Earlier POP minutes showed that Ottawa had paid only part of what it owed POP for
expenses incurred in preparation for the Swackhamer hearings in 1972. Pressure brought to bear by
POP’s lawyer. J.J. Robinette, had had no effect.

¢ December — Exec. meeting minutes show that POP’s various teams and committees were perpetu-
ally busy with strategy sessions, info sessions, media interviews, political and legal meetings, events
and fundraisers, filming, slide show preparation, presentations, outreach to other groups, and so on,
the entire year.

1974

e Jan. 8 — From POP exec. meeting minutes: Robinette has advised that the Inquiry’s terms of refer-
ence are too narrow. He strongly suggests that participation by POP isn’t worth it. POP’s reaction:
failure to participate seems wrong; it’s important to make a presentation, so POP will take part
nonetheless.

e Jan. 18 — Federal planners submit a brief to the review board, pushing for a start on Pickering
airport by mid-1975. There are soon rumours that a tender is going out for runway construction.

* From POP exec. meeting minutes: It is moved and seconded that, on the advice of lawyers, POP be
incorporated, resulting in tax concessions, representation as a corporate body at the upcoming
hearing, and, if the fees are finally paid from the Swackhamer hearing they would be tax-free.

e Mar. 2 — The second anniversary of expropriation is marked by POP in Brougham Hall.

¢ Mar. 15 — Toronto City Council votes to allocate $20,000 to oppose the Pickering airport
before the review board.

e Mar. 18 — The first public hearings of the Gibson Commission begin.

e Apr. 1 — All 22 MPPs of the Ontario Liberal Party declare their opposition to the airport. But as
Walter Stewart reports in Paper Juggernaut (p. 121): “The Province of Ontario sent representatives
every day, but none was ever called. Their explanation today is that they were waiting to be sum-
moned; the federal government’s that it was waiting for them to come forward. This strange shyness
on both parts maybe had something to do with the fact that Ontario was beginning to get a little
nervous about the airport, and Ottawa knew it.” And although the manager of Malton was called
and was asked about terminal sizes, and runway spacing, and road access, “he was never asked if he
thought a second airport was necessary.” The sense was growing by the day that the Commissioner
was conducting a pre-determined public exercise, nothing more.

¢ Apr. 2 — Executive meeting minutes show that POP has been incorporated.
e Jun. 7 — POP’s newspaper goes to press. Up to $800 is set aside for its printing and distribution.

¢ Project Planning Associates deliver the second edition of their report: “Architectural Evaluation of
the North Pickering Project and the Toronto Area Airports Project Sites.” In the Conclusion of the
Findings and Recommendations, the architectural evaluation panel writes:

The variations [in the forms of vernacular architecture] is extensive enough to be considered rich;
combined with workmanlike handling of consistent quality, and a landscape setting of unusual
beauty, the resulting impression of the architectural traditions in this area must be that they are
both distinctive and distinguished — a physical resource, and architectural heritage, and a cultural
legacy to be cherished, and protected.



* Aug. 20 — The Gibson hearings end. Late in the proceedings, a report to the City of Toronto c
ondemning the Pickering airport plan had prompted the City to make a last-minute intervention.
Their doing so delayed the winding-up of the hearings by over two months.

¢ September — December — POP fills the months with fundraising, information sessions, and network-
ing with politicians and a number of other advocacy/protest groups while awaiting the results of the
Gibson Inquiry. Meeting minutes show that the work never slows down.

* Dec. 23 — The Gibson Inquiry Report is delivered to Ottawa. Its conclusions (p. 250):

1.The decision confirmed January 30, 1973, as to the need for a second international airport

to serve the central Ontario market was the correct decision.

2. After carefully considering and weighing all the New evidence, the Commission concludes
that there was no probative New evidence that the site near Pickering was not suitable for such
second international arport.

1975

e January — The Gibson Inquiry Report, it’s reported, fully supports the government side, saying that
construction should begin as soon as possible so that everything is built, equipped, and ready for
when the airport is actually needed — but recommends, meanwhile, that Malton be expanded,
adopting a dual-runway system. The Ministry of Transport is now in a bind, having long rejected dual
runways as dangerous (although the U.S. uses them without problems). Clearly, some parts of the
report will have to be finessed or suppressed. A number of departments and Cabinet ministers find
other faults in the report and start to question its credibility.

e Jan. 31 — The Gibson Report, all 720 pages of it, plus tipped-in maps, is made public. Meanwhile, the
Ministry of Transport has enlisted the aid of the Secretary to the Cabinet, Michael Pitfield, to help
craft the kind of pro-airport argument that Cabinet will buy.

* Feb. 5 — Toronto Council votes unanimously to reaffirm its opposition to the airport and declares
that the review board ignored the City’s views and planning objectives.

¢ Feb. 15 - Pitfield delivers his pro-airport arguments to Marchand.

¢ Feb. 20 — Basing his arguments on Pltfield’s paper, Marchand proposes, and gets Cabinet approval
for, a 1-runway “minimum airport” instead of the earlier plan, with construction to begin within the
year, and the target operating date to be 1980. Later expansion of the airport is not ruled out.

* Feb. 28 — For the new, smaller airport, about 1,800 acres of the 18,600 will be needed. The Federal
Works Department announces plans to take possession of expropriated lands by May 30.

e April — POP’s current lawyer, William McMurtry, fully briefed by Godfrey and other POP exec.
members, meets with the Ontario Cabinet to show its members how Ottawa has misled Ontario
on the airport file. They are convinced.

¢ Apr. 30 — While the Ontario Minister of Transport, John Rhodes, is in Ottawa trying (unsuccessfully)
to get satisfactory answers from Minister Marchand with regard to some of McMurtry’s warnings,
POP holds a Bulldozer Tea Party to recruit members and teach them how to disable demolition
equipment. More than 2,000 people sign on to lie down, if need be, in the path of bulldozers to
block the destruction.



* May 14 — PM Trudeau tells the House of Commons that the Gibson review cost taxpayers $764,153.

¢ May 27 — Premier Davis meets with Marchand to voice his concerns about the latest airport idea:
Ontario would essentially be getting a “minimum airport” while still having to spend the full amount
—several hundred million dollars — on infrastructure. Marchand’s bullying reply does not clear the
air. Nor does he reveal that expropriation is nearing completion and development is about to begin.

¢ Jun. 9 — Some landowners are still on their properties. Ottawa increases by 50% its expropriation
offers on smaller residential landholdings (10 acres or less).

Jul. 10 — Provincial Transport Minister Rhodes alerts Ottawa, by telegram, that Ontario’s priorities
do not “at this time” include another airport. He asks for a construction delay until a meeting with
Davis can be held in Ottawa. Marchand advises Davis that Ottawa is completing plans for a full-scale
airport development, perhaps as early as 1981. He writes: “Based on all the evidence ... Malton
Airport will become congested again in 1981.”

Jul. 29 — The Ottawa meeting between Davis and Marchand takes place but Davis doesn’t budge.
The Province asks that the bulldozers be held off until after the Ontario election in the fall.

Jul. 31 — Marchand notifies Rhodes, by telegram, that construction will not start before mid-
September. (Meanwhile, Dr Godfrey has decided to run as an NDP candidate in the provincial
election.)

Aug. 13 — Despite Ontario’s concerns and Marchand’s assurances, demolitions do begin. Barbed-
wire fences and barricades go up to keep protesters off the site. Ontario complains to Ottawa.

Aug. 21 — Marchand orders the demolitions stopped. By now, the federal contractor has pulled
down twelve of the sixteen buildings in his initial contract, so Marchand has really saved only four.
Another thirty-seven have been sold to private wrecking contractors, and those demolitions carry
on. TV cameras capture the ensuing marches, confrontations, and demonstrations.

Sept. 15 — POP hosts a moving-out party for Ernie and Edna Mae Carruthers, whose farmhouse

and barn are next in line for demolition. Using the party as cover, three POP women, Brenda Davies,
Anne Howes, and Frances Moore, climb in a window and occupy the vacated farmhouse to prevent
its destruction, staying in touch with the outside world by shortwave radio. Their actions attract
Canada-wide media coverage. They will stay put for 11 days, and their protest will become known as
The Last Stand.

¢ Sept. 18 — Ontario re-elects a Conservative government, although a minority one. POP’s chairman
easily wins an NDP seat in Durham West.

Sept. 24 — Ontario announces its formal withdrawal from the airport agreement, saying it will not
provide infrastructure for an airport whose need is unproven and whose full costs are unknown.
Davis cites “negative information” from Ottawa as well as his displeasure over Ottawa’s demolishing
of houses when no deal has been struck.

Airport Shelved

¢ Sept. 25 — In response, a furious federal government shelves the airport plan “for at least two or
three years,” according to Marchand, blaming Ontario’s unwillingness to cooperate. He says he
believes the airport will still be needed by 1979 or 1980, despite recent declines in air passenger
growth. Prime Minister Trudeau says, misleadingly and petulantly, that he’ll be happy to send “the



$400 million slated for Pickering” elsewhere. The three POP women open the doors to the
Carruthers house, and some 200 POP members descend on the farmhouse to toast them and
Charles Godfrey, and to celebrate their stunning victory.

“I’'m thrilled; I’'m incoherent with delight.”
~ Isobel Thompson, active member of POP (Toronto Star, September 26, 1975)

* Sept. 26 — In the cold light of day, the fact remains that hundreds of properties have been
expropriated and many family homes, barns, and heritage structures have been razed. Ottawa
has announced that it will keep the land.

“The snake has to be killed seven times.
I have an inborn suspicion of anything federal. | don’t trust them one centimetre.”
~ Dr Charles Godfrey, POP president and spokesman (Toronto Star, September 26, 1975)

¢ Oct. 5 — Mirabel: Phase 1 of the airport, nearing completion but late and massively over budget,
is officially opened by Prime Minister Trudeau, who says that Torontonians will soon be “on their
knees” and begging for a second airport. The high-profile opening is largely a face-saver. Planes will
not be able to land at Mirabel for another two months.
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