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Executive Summary

The Township of Clearview, through their consultant, R.J. Burnside & Associates
Limited, has completed a Class Environmental Assessment to evaluate options for
Nottawa to meet existing, future and ultimate needs with respect to sewage collection
and treatment, in accordance with the planning and design process for Schedule ‘B’
projects as outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (2000, as
amended, 2007), which is approved under the Province of Ontario’s Environmental
Assessment Act. A long term water servicing Environmental Assessment including
Nottawa has already been completed.

Nottawa is a small rural community within the municipality of Clearview with an
estimated 2007 population of 975 persons. The future population within the settlement
boundary has been calculated in this study to be 8,650 using Provincial Policy
development densities. This ultimate future population is projected to generate an
average daily wastewater flow of 5,000 m3/d and a peak daily wastewater flow of
15,000 m3/d.

In order to collect and treat the above wastewater quantities, the following alternative
solutions have been considered in this document.
• Do Nothing — no action is taken to provide future wastewater servicing.
• Partial Servicing/Communal Septic — some residents remain on private septic

systems, with future development serviced by private communal treatment plants.
• Construct New WWTP and discharge to the Pretty River — a new wastewater

treatment plant is constructed for the community and an outfall is constructed to the
Pretty River.

• Construct New WWTP and Discharge to Georgian Bay — a new wastewater treatment
plant is constructed for the community and an outfall is constructed to Georgian Bay.

• Connection to Existing WWTP in Stayner — wastewater is collected and pumped to
the existing Stayner treatment plant.

• Connection to a neighbouring WWTP — wastewater is collected and pumped to a
neighbouring municipality’s collection system and/or treatment plant.

• Sewage Collection Alternatives — gravity, low pressure or vacuum collection
systems.

The preferred solution determined from the evaluation is Connection to Existing
WWTP in Collingwood. The works will consist of construction of a pump station and
forcemains to pump sewage to the Town of Collingwood Sewage System for treatment.
For the collection system, a gravity sewer system is recommended. An agreement in
principle was received from the Town of Collingwood for this alternative. The impacts
and mitigation measures for this preferred alternative were evaluated and evaluated and
are presented in this study.

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
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This study is associated with longer term planning. Clearview will proceed in a fiscally
responsible manner in response to anticipated growth or servicing needs. The
municipality is not in a position to fund all of these projects at once and the ability to
finance each phase will impact the timing of the construction of each phase.

The project requirements and phasing will continue to reflect the Municipal, Provincial
and County policy frameworks on an ongoing basis. It is anticipated that the projects
will be revisited and re-prioritized at five year intervals to match the five year review
period of Municipal, County, and Provincial planning. Phasing of the works will be
considered in the context of any updates to growth plans as incorporated in these policy
documents.

A Notice of Study Commencement was sent to agencies and stakeholders and published
for the general public in the local newspapers that serve Nottawa as follows:

December 1, 2006 and December 8, 2006 — Creemore Echo
November 29, 2006, and December 6, 2006 — Stayner Sun
November 29, 2006, and December 1, 2006 — Alliston Herald and Enterprise Bulletin

A Notice of Public Information Centre (PlC) was sent to all stakeholders who may have
been interested in the proposed project on May 1, 2008. The PlC was held on May 9th

2007 at the Stayner Community Center.

The Township, in consultation with the MOE, undertook an expanded consultation
programme with a number of local First Nation communities. On March 13, 2009, the
Project File Report was mailed to the following eleven First Nation bands for review
and comment: Beausoleil First Nation, Chippewas of Georgina Island, Chippewas of
Mnjikaning First Nation, Chippewas of Nawash First Nation, Curve Lake First Nation,
Hiawatha First Nation, Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation, Moose Deer Point
First Nation, Saugeen First Nation, Wahta Mohawk Territory, and Wasauksing First
Nation. Indian and Northern Affairs Canada and the Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs
were also contacted for their comment on the First Nations consultation programme.

The First Nation bands were initially asked to provide comment within 30 days (April
12, 2009), but the Township extended the comment period to May 30, 2009 to allow
sufficient time for review and comment.

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
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1.0 Introduction

The Township of Clearview (the “Township”) has authorized R.J. Burnside &
Associates Ltd. (“Burnside”) to complete three separate Municipal Class Environmental
Assessments (MEA, 2000, as amended 2007) for the Long Term Sewage Collection and
Treatment for three specific settlement areas in the Township. Each area will have a
separate Environmental Assessment (EA) report that will review and evaluate options
for the respective specific settlement area to meet the future and ultimate needs with
respect to sewage collection and treatment. This EA addresses the Nottawa study area.

The study area was defined based on discussions with Township staff, which identified
the settlement areas within the Township where development interest is greatest, and
where municipal systems are known to be either at capacity or cannot meet anticipated
development demands.

This study evaluated various sewage collection and treatment options for the Nottawa
study area with respect to the study objectives and potential impacts on the natural,
social, and economic environments.

1.1 Relationship with Long Term Water Environmental Assessments

The Township is committed to ensuring the provision of full municipal water and
sewage services for future development in settlement areas. The Township has
completed a Water Supply EA for which the Notice of Completion was issued in
February 2008, and final approval from the MOE was received in June 2008. The
Township has undertaken this Sewage Treatment EA in order to identify the preferred
solutions for the provision of sewage services for the existing development and to
provide full municipal services to support future new development. The provision of
full services is consistent with Provincial Planning Statements, the County’s Official
Plan and the Township’s Official Plan.

The initial council direction (June 2004) was to proceed with a study that would review
the long-term water and sewage needs for the Township. In early 2005, the
Nottawasaga Valley Conservation Authority (NVCA) announced that they, in
conjunction with the Lake Simcoe Regional Conservation Authority (LSRCA), would
be conducting Assimilative Capacity Studies (ACS) for the Nottawasaga River basin
and Lake Simcoe. These studies form part of an Intergovernmental Action Plan (IGAP)
growth management study that was completed for provincial ministries and
municipalities responsible for planning and development in Simcoe County, City of
Barrie and City of Orillia. The ACS was completed in June 2006, and the IGAP study
concluded in August 2006. Since it was unclear what implications these studies would
have for the Sewage Collection and Treatment EAs, a decision was made to separate
the water and sewage EAs and to delay the process until the results of these studies
were available. The Township of Clearview Long Term Water Supply EA was

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
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conducted as a single Class Environmental Assessment with focus on five separate
growths areas, including Nottawa.

1.1.1 Long Term Water Environmental Assessment - Nottawa

The Township of Clearview Long Term Water Environmental Assessment (completed
June, 2008) has selected the preferred alternative for Nottawa. It is recommended that
the additional water supply required to serve the Nottawa Area be obtained by
connecting directly to the Town of Collingwood system at an estimated capital cost of
$17.2 million.

The existing development in Nottawa consists of two components, the McKean
Subdivision (which is currently provided with a municipally-owned water supply and
distribution system and individual on site sewage disposal systems), and the older
portion of the Nottawa, which is serviced by individual wells and individual on site
sewage systems. Any new development will occur on full municipal services. It is also
proposed that the McKean Subdivision be connected to the upgraded municipal supply.

Extension of the water system to older portions of the community would be
accompanied by the construction of a municipal sewer system, as many of the lots are
small and many of the on-site sewage systems are expected to be in sub-standard
condition. Provision will be made in the design of the municipal sewage system to
accommodate the sewage flows from all existing development.

1.1.2 Planning Timeline for EA5

All of the water and sewage projects identified in the Clearview Long Term Water and
Sewer EAs are associated with longer term planning (with the exception of New Lowell
water — which requires a short term solution to satisfy the EA objective). Once the
various studies are complete, Clearview will proceed in a fiscally responsible manner in
response to anticipated growth or servicing needs.

In general the longer term projects will be phased to accommodate existing residences,
and planned and approved growth. Each phase will be designed to accommodate
approximately 20-30 years of anticipated growth, with the remaining capacity of each
facility being revisited annually. The design for each subsequent phase would be
initiated when the capacity of the previous phase is 80 percent committed, or when it is
anticipated that, based upon forecasted growth rates, the remaining capacity in the
previous phase will accommodate less than five years growth. The municipality is not
in a position to fund all of these projects at once and the ability to finance each phase
will impact the timing of the construction of each phase.

The long term requirements and phasing will be revisited and re-prioritized on an
ongoing basis to continue to reflect the Provincial and County policy frameworks. It is

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
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anticipated that this would occur at five year intervals as phasing will occur in
accordance with the policies and regulations of the Provincial Policy Statement, the
Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe, the County of Simcoe Official Plan and
the Township’s Official Plan, all of which are subject to five year reviews. Phasing of
the works will be considered in the context of any updates to growth plans as
incorporated in these policy documents.

1.2 Background Description

1.2.1 General Description

The Township of Clearview is located in the County of Simcoe and has a total area of
approximately 557 km2. The Township is bordered by the Towns of Collingwood and
Wasaga Beach to the north, Springwater Township to the east, Essa, Adjala-Tosorontio
and Mulmur Townships to the south, and Grey Highlands Municipality and the Town of
the Blue Mountains to the west. The City of Barrie is the closest major urban area to
the Township. With its close proximity to Barrie and Alliston, the Township of
Clearview has the potential to draw both Barrie commuters and manufacturing industry
workers (Alliston), to reside in the Township. Please refer to Figure 1.1 for a map of
the Township.

The Township has both municipal and private services. The majority of residences in
the rural areas are on individual water and septic systems. There are six municipal
water systems in the Township: serving the communities of Stayner, New Lowell and
Creemore, and the McKean, Collingwoodlands and Buckingham Woods subdivisions.
The Osler Bluff Estates subdivision is currently being serviced with municipal water
from an upgraded Buckingham woods supply. The communities of Stayner and
Creemore have municipal sewage collection and treatment systems. The Towns of
Collingwood and Wasaga Beach both have municipal water and sewer services that
extend near the municipal boundaries bordering Clearview.

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
MGE 08394
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1.2.2 Nottawa

Nottawa is a village in the northwest area of the Township. The population of Nottawa
is approximately 975 persons (2007, by lot count). Currently this settlement area is
serviced by individual well and septic systems. However, as previously noted, the
McKean subdivision in the southeast quadrant of Nottawa is serviced by a small
municipal water system.

1.3 Problem Identification

The problem statement was defined based in part on the original council resolution
authorizing Burnside to proceed with the study, and has been modified following
discussions with the Township and the completion of the IGAP and ACS. The problem
statement is as follows:

“The Township of Clearview has identified the need for Long Term Sewage Collection
and Treatment to ensure that there is adequate sewage collection and treatment
capacity to service the current and future needs of the New Lowell, Nottawa and
Stayner settlement areas.”

This need was identified in the Stayner Master Servicing Plan (2002), the New Lowell
Master Servicing Plan (2002), and the Township of Clearview Official Plan (2001).

1.4 Municipal Class EA Planning Process

The planning of major municipal infrastructure projects or activities is subject to the
Environmental Assessment Act, R.S.O. 1990, and requires the proponent to complete
an Environmental Assessment. The Municipal Class EA process was developed by the
Municipal Engineers Association (“MEA”), in consultation with the Ministry of the
Environment (“MOE”), as an alternative to Individual Environmental Assessments for
recurring municipal projects that are similar in nature, usually limited in scale and with
a predictable range of environmental impacts, which are responsive to mitigating
measures. The Municipal Class EA solicits input and approval from regulatory
agencies, the municipality and the public at the local level. This process leads to an
evaluation of the alternatives in view of the significance of environmental impacts and
the choice of effective mitigation measures.

A flow chart, Figure 1.2, prepared by the MEA, shows the Class EA procedure. There
are three categories of assessment within the Municipal Class EA procedure dependent
on the complexity and potential for environmental impact (Schedule A and A÷ —

negligible impacts, Schedule B — modest impacts, Schedule C — significant impacts).

The Municipal Class EA also provides an opportunity for any member of the public or
agency to request the Minister of the Environment to order a Municipal Class EA

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
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project to become subject to an Individual Environmental Assessment. This is known
as a Part II Order (or “bump-up”) request and is made in certain circumstances where
concerns are unresolved during the Municipal Class EA planning process.

The sewage collection and treatment option being considered as part of this study are
expected to result in a Schedule ‘B’ project under the Municipal Class EA (MEA 2000,
as amended 2007). Schedule B projects generally include improvements and
extensions to existing facilities. The project has the potential for some adverse, yet
easily mitigated, environmental impacts and requires the completion of only Phases 1
and 2 of the Municipal Class EA procedure (Figure 1.2). Public consultation is
required at two stages under a Schedule B project. At the completion of Phase 2, if
there are no outstanding concerns, then the Town may proceed to implementation.

The Township’s preferred solution as a result of this Municipal Class EA Project File
Report is to provide a sewage collection system, along with a pumping station and
forcemain to direct the sanitary sewage to the Town of Collingwood Sewage System for
treatment. The pumping station and forcemain is identified under the Municipal Class
EA process as a Schedule B Project. The Town of Collingwood would be responsible
for the treatment aspect of the Nottawa Sewage.

1.5 The Assessment Project File Report

In accordance with the Municipal Class EA process for a Schedule B project, this
Assessment Project File Report identifies the following:

• Alternative solutions to the proposed project;
• The existing natural, social and economic environment;
• Potential impacts of the alternative solutions on the existing environment and

appropriate mitigation measures;
• An evaluation of the alternatives;
• The consultation process undertaken throughout the project; and,
• Selection of the preferred alternative.

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
MGE 08394
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Figure 1.2: Municipal Class EA Process
(Source: MEA, 2000, as amended 2007)

NOTE: This flow chart is to be read in conjunction with Part A of the Municipal Class EA
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2.0 Alternative Solutions

The following alternatives were considered to meet the future sewage servicing needs
for the community of Nottawa:

1. Do Nothing
2. Partial Servicing/Communal Septic
3. Construct New WWTP and discharge to the Pretty River
4. Construct New WWTP and discharge to Georgian Bay
5. Connection to Existing WWTP in Stayner
6. Connection to a neighbouring WWTP (Town of Collingwood; Town of Wasaga

Beach)
7. Sewage Collection Alternatives

2.1 Sewage Treatment Alternatives

2.1.1 Alternative 1 — Do Nothing

The “Do Nothing” alternative would involve no action by the Township of Clearview to
implement a sewage collection and treatment solution for the projected sewage flows
generated from Nottawa.

The existing individual septic systems would continue to be used, and all future
development would require the construction of an individual septic system.

The “Do Nothing” alternative would provide no collection and treatment capacity, and
would not meet the requirement to provide sewage treatment as per the Greater Golden
Horseshoe Act and the County’s growth study. As a result, this alternative can be
eliminated from further consideration.

2.1.2 Alternative 2 — Partial ServicinglCommunal Septic

This alternative would involve construction of a collection system or systems to service
portions of Nottawa, including new developments. The wastewater collected will be
treated and then either disposed of in large subsurface dispersal systems or disinfected
for surface discharge. The multiple communal treatment systems would be owned,
operated and maintained by the developers and future residential property owners.
Each treatment system would have to obtain the necessary Approvals prior to
construction and operation. The remainder of Nottawa will continue to use private
septic systems.

This alternative would address the problem statement. This alternative would be
contingent on the assimilative capacity of the effluent receiver to accept the

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
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discharge(s) or approval of the subsurface disposal area(s), depending on the effluent
disposal method.

2.1.3 Alternative 3—Construct New WWTP with Discharge to Pretty
River

This alternative would involve construction of a sewage collection system and
construction of a wastewater treatment plant to accommodate all of the future sewage
from Nottawa.

The new treatment plant would address the problem statement with a locally controlled
solution. This solution may require land acquisition.

This alternative would be contingent on the assimilative capacity of the effluent
receiver to accept the discharge.

2.1.4 Alternative 4—Construct New WWTP with Discharge to Georgian
Bay

This alternative would involve the construction of a sewage collection system and a
wastewater treatment plant to accommodate both the current sewage flows as well as
the projected flows generated from future development in Nottawa with the potential to
accommodate additional flows from other areas in the Township. An outfall into
Georgian Bay would also have to be approved and constructed.

The new treatment plant would address the problem statement with a locally controlled
solution. This solution may require land acquisition, and would likely require a lengthy
time for implementation.

2.1.5 Alternatives 5 — Connection to Existing WWTP in Stayner

This alternative would involve the construction of a sewage collection system, a
sanitary pumping station and a forcemain to convey the wastewater from Nottawa to the
existing plant in Stayner.

This alternative would satisfy the problem statement.

2.1.6 Alternatives 6— Connection to an Existing WWTP in Collingwood

This alternative would involve the construction of a sewage collection system, a
sanitary pumping station and a forcemain to convey the wastewater from Nottawa to an
existing sewage collection and treatment system with available capacity in an adjacent
municipality, such as the Town of Collingwood. The Town of Collingwood is currently

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
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undertaking an Environmental Assessment for its WWTP.

This alternative would satisfy the problem statement.

2.1.7 Sewage Collection Alternatives

As Nottawa is currently on private septic systems, there is no centralized or communal
sewage collection system currently in place. Alternative 1 — Do Nothing would
continue to see Nottawa serviced by private systems, and therefore would not require a
collection system. The remaining Alternatives will all require a centralized collection
system with the exception of Alternative 2 which may have either a partial centralized
collection system or several smaller communal collection systems.

The alternatives considered for sewage collection systems include the following:
• Gravity sewers (with pumping stations and forcemains as required)
• Vacuum Sewers
• Low pressure sewers (Septic Tank Effluent Pump)
• Low pressure sewers (Grinder pump)

Gravity Sewers are the most common type of conventional centralized sewage
collection. Gravity sewers require large trunk mains and are required to have minimum
slopes to ensure that deposition of solids does not occur. This can lead to deep
excavations or require interim pumping stations and forcemains if the topography of the
area is not suitable. Gravity sewer systems are generally flexible in terms of increasing
the servicing area. Manholes are required for changing the direction of the main, and
also for maintenance purposes for straight sections at specified distances. Gravity
sewers can be subject to infiltration from leaks in manhole or sewer mains.

Vacuum sewers use a vacuum pump station to create a negative differential pressure in
the sewer system between the station and the sewage sources. The differential pressure
drives sewage through the sewers to the vacuum pump station. Small holding tanks are
installed at every lateral connection with a valve that release the sewage into the sewer
system once a set quantity has collected. Vacuum sewer systems have small diameter
mains and are more flexible in terms of trunk sewer depth and slope, and have minimal
risk of sewage exfiltration due to the pressure differential. They are limited in the area
and quantity of development that can be serviced with a single vacuum pump station.

Low pressure sewers (LPS) use many small pumps to produce an overall positive
differential pressure between the sewage sources and the sewage destination. LPS
come in two basic forms: Septic Tank Effluent Pump (STEP) systems, and grinder
pump (GP) systems. STEP LPS use a septic tank at each lateral that serves to retain
and digest most of the solids, while an effluent pump delivers the liquid phase sewage
into the trunk main and provides a fraction of the total trunk main pressure. STEP LPS
systems require periodic pumpout of the septic tank solids as with a conventional septic

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
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system. STEP LPS may require customized treatment options due to the
characterization of the sewage stream (low solids, etc). They can have very small trunk
mains due to the low solids content and the pressurized system is very flexible in terms
of trunk sewer depth and slope.

Grinder pump LPS operate in a similar manner to STEP systems, but use a grinder
pump in a pumping chamber at each lateral instead of a septic tank and effluent pump.
The grinder pump macerates the solids in the sewage as it delivers the sewage into the
trunk main and provides a fraction of the total trunk main pressure. Both versions of
LPS require periodic pump outs of the pump chamber or septic tank.

3.0 Description of the Environment

3.1 Bedrock Geology

The portion of the Township of Clearview where the study areas are located is
underlain by the Ordovician limestone of the Lindsay Formation (Telford, 1973).
Depths to bedrock range from approximately 2.5m to 39m below the surface (0DM,
1974a).

National Building Code of Canada mapping indicates that the study area is located in
Zone 1 on a scale of 0 to 6 for the estimated magnitude of ground motion and seismic
activity (NRCC, 1995).

3.2 Physiography

The Township of Clearview is located in the Nottawasaga Basin of the Simcoe
Lowlands (Chapman and Putnam, 1984). This area is characteristically a broad flat
plain consisting of deposits of deltaic and lacustrine origin from glacial Lake
Algonquin. The area in which the majority of the study areas lie is known as the
Stayner clay plain. This consists of a variety of depositional environments including
beveled till plain, deep calcareous clay deposits and also areas of sand over clay.

As noted above, surficial deposits are of glacial origin and consist of glaciolacustrine,
outwash or localized pond deposits of a wide range of textures; silty clay to clay
beveled tills and sandy silt till (0DM, 1974b).

Mapped surface soils are typically indicative of the underlying quaternary geology.
Soils in the Nottawa study area consist largely of the outwash sand and gravel derived
soils of the Sargent, Tioga, Bookton, Granby, Berrien, Gwillimbury and Edenvale
series.
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3.3 Climate

Nottawa is located within the Simcoe and Kawartha Lakes Climatic Region (Brown et.
al, 1968). This is a relatively broad, linear climatic zone which follows the base of the
north slope of the Oak Ridges moraine from Erin to Ivy Lea and stretches north almost
to the south shore of Georgian Bay in the west and follows the north shore of the
Kawartha Lakes and the Precambrian shield contact zone in the east (Brown et al.
1974). This Region includes Lake Scugog and Rice Lake along its southern boundary
and Balsam Lake and Lake Couchiching near its northern boundary. Climatic
conditions are distinctly less favourable to plant growth in this region than in the
Toronto-centered area. The growing season is shorter (195 days vs. 210 days) and
cooler (3,200 growing degree-days vs. 3,700 growing degree-days) than in the Toronto
region. Although the average precipitation values are 5 cm lower than in the Toronto
region, the Simcoe and Kawartha Lakes Climatic Region area receives an additional 50
cm of its precipitation as snow than does the Toronto area.

3.4 Land Use
The Township Official Plan (OP) dated September 2001 (approved January 2002) and
the Comprehensive Zoning By-law adopted October 2006 were used to identify the
boundaries of the Nottawa settlement area and to determine the land use designations
within the area.

The Township of Clearview Official Plan and the Comprehensive Zoning By-law
Schedules, which show land use designations within each settlement area, are included
in Appendix A. The Nottawa settlement area, including land use designations, is
shown in Figure 3.1.

According to the Official Plan and Comprehensive Zoning By-law, Nottawa is
predominantly residential (including estate residential) and rural, with some
commercial, industrial and future development lands. The commercial and industrial
areas are generally located along County Road 124. This study area has the following
land use designation breakdown:

Land Use Designation Total Area (ha)
Commercial 13.1

Industrial 1.3
Residential 250.7

No Development 52.3
Total 317.4

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
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3.5 Terrestrial and Aquatic Environment

The Nottawa study area is located within the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence forest region
(Rowe, 1972). This region consists of a mix of tree species characterized by Eastern
White Pine, Red Pine, Eastern Hemlock and Yellow Birch. There are certain broad leaf
species common to the Deciduous Forest region including Sugar and Red Maple, Red
Oak, Basswood and White Elm. Other coniferous and broad leaf species can also occur
within this region, though to a lesser extent.

The following sections provide a general overview of environmental features located
within the study areas based on a review of the MNR Natural Heritage Information
Centre (NHIC) database and from information provided by the Nottawasaga Valley
Conservation Authority (NVCA).

Stiff Yellow Flax (Linum medium), designated as provincially rare species (S2), is the
only species of concern in Nottawa.

The Pretty River and various small tributaries cross the hamlet of Nottawa. The Pretty
River is classified as a coldwater stream.

3.6 Natural Hazards

The NVCA regulates development on hazard lands through the Development,
Interference with Wetlands and Alterations to Shorelines and Watercourses Regulation
(O.Reg. 97/04). This regulation, also known as the “Generic Regulation”, includes
watercourses, floodplains, erosion-prone slopes, wetlands and the areas directly
adjacent to these hazardous features.

It must be recognized that the Generic Regulation limit does not constitute a “no
development” zone. It simply identifies a “screening area” where study of the identified
feature is required and a permit must be obtained.

Watercourses are present on or adjacent to the study area, and as such any activity
around these features, will be subject to regulatory requirements or permits issued by
the NVCA.

3.7 Socio-Economic Environment

A high proportion of the population is employed in the manufacturing and construction
industries and wholesale/retail trade. As a result of a growing economy, the
employment level median, incomes and average housing value in Clearview Township
are comparable to the provincial average.
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There is a clear indication that the Township of Clearview is expanding both
demographically and economically. From 1996 to 2001, the population of Clearview
grew by 11.2%, which is above average compared to Ontario as a whole.

3.8 Built Environment

The Township of Clearview is located in western Simcoe County and is one of the
southern most municipalities in the Georgian Triangle. The Township was established
on January 1, 1994 by the amalgamation of the Town of Stayner, the Village of
Creemore and the Townships of Nottawasaga and Sunnidale.

Population mobility within the Township is limited and immigration to Clearview
Township is typically lower than provincial averages.

The Township of Clearview is serviced by two hospitals, namely Collingwood General
& Marine Hospital and Royal Victoria Hospital in Barrie. The Clearview Fire
Department is comprised of the former Sunnidale Township Fire Department, Creemore
Fire Department and Stayner/Nottawasaga Fire Department. The fire department
primarily consists of volunteers, but includes 3 municipal employees. The Ontario
Provincial Police provide law enforcement in the Township.

3.9 Archaeological/Cultural Heritage

If the preferred alternative will have the potential to impact cultural heritage resources,
then the Ministry of Culture generally recommend that a heritage assessment be
conducted prior to the initiation of construction activities.

4.0 Population Growth

4.1 Population Densities and Number of Dwellings

For the purpose of this study, the population density used to project the future
populations for the settlement area has been determined based on figures available from
the Statistics Canada Community Profile for Clearview Township (2006). The
community profile reports the total number of private dwellings in the Township as
5,814 and a total population of 14,088 people (which represents a population increase
of 2.1% between 2001 and 2006). This results in an average population density of 2.42
persons per dwelling unit. Consequently a population density of 2.5 persons per unit
has been carried throughout this study.
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4.2 Future Population Projections

The future population projections for the community of Nottawa are based on two
different growth scenarios.

The first population projection is based on the Township of Clearview Official Plan
(dated September 2001, approved January 2002) and the Comprehensive Zoning By
law. The settlement area boundary contained in the Township of Clearview Official
Plan was used in conjunction with the Zoning By-law land use designations to project
the ultimate population for Nottawa. The low-density residential zoning in the Official
Plan is slated for 12 units/ha for single detached dwellings, and 15 units/ha for semi
detached, linked semi-detached and duplex dwellings. The medium density residential
is defined as not more than 50 dwelling units/ha. For Nottawa, low-density
development is used in the projection, and it has been assumed that the future
development will mainly consist of single detached dwellings, at a density of 12
units/ha.

The second population projection was based on the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden
Horseshoe, which was developed under the Places to Grow Act, 2005. The Growth
Plan sets out a minimum employment and/or residential density of 50 jobs and/or
people per hectare. By applying a population density of 2.5 persons per unit, this
results in a minimum of 20 units/ha in residential areas, which forms the basis for this
population projection.

The following is a summary of the unit and population density parameters used in this
study to project the ultimate populations for the Nottawa study area:

Official Plan
Future Development Unit Density 12 units/ha
Population Density 2.5 persons/unit

Greater Golden Horseshoe
Future Development Unit Density 20 units/ha
Population Density 2.5 persons/unit

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
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The future population projections for Nottawa that are derived from the above methods
are considered to be ultimate populations resulting from the complete buildout of
suitably designated and zoned lands within the settlement area. It is not anticipated
that these ultimate build-out populations will be reached over a particular timeframe,
rather that a varying growth rate for the Nottawa study area will determine when this
population will be reached. Figure 4.1 illustrates the relationship between growth rate,
time and population.

Following discussions with the Township of Clearview regarding the two population
projections summarized in Table 4.1, a decision was made to proceed with the
population projection associated with the Greater Golden Horseshoe growth scenario.
As a result, the ultimate population for Nottawa for the purpose of this study is 8,650.
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Table 4.1 summarizes the two future population projection scenarios.

• an
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Table 4.1: Population Projections for N.ttawa
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5.0 Sewage Collection System and Treatment

5.1 Background and Historical Wastewater Flow Data

The existing sewage in Nottawa is treated and disposed of using individual on-site
septic systems. There are no communal wastewater collection or treatment systems.
As a result, historical wastewater flow data does not exist for Nottawa, since each
individual septic system is not metered. In addition, since most of the community
(excluding McKean subdivision) obtains water from individual wells, sewage flows
cannot be estimated from historical water use data. In lieu of historical data for
Nottawa, the existing and projected sewage flows are calculated based on design
criteria, as discussed in the following sections.

5.2 Projected Sewage Flows

Sewage flows are typically calculated based on the water demand for residential,
commercial, institutional and industrial flows with an allowance for extraneous flows.
A peaking factor is also applied to acknowledge the variation in flow rates throughout
the day. When designing sanitary sewage collection systems, consideration must be
given to the non-peak flows, ensuring that sufficient flows and velocities exist in the
sewers to transport solids. In the design of sewage treatment plants, consideration must
be given to the effects of both the non-peak and high extraneous flows on the
hydraulics and organic loading of the plant.

As previously noted, population growth in Nottawa is estimated to reach approximately
8,650 people based on the Greater Golden Horseshoe growth scenario.

The MOE guidelines for the design of sanitary sewage treatment facilities recommends
an average daily flow, exclusive of extraneous flow, in the range of 270 to 450 L/cap.d
for residential, 35 to 55 m3/ha.d for industrial, and 28 m3/ha.d for commercial and
institutional areas. The guidelines also suggest an allowance for an average extraneous
flow of 90 L/cap.d for residential areas and 0.2 L/s.ha for industrial, commercial and
institutional areas. The guidelines also suggest an allowance for peak residential
extraneous flows of 227 L/cap.d. Peak flows for this study area have been calculated
based on the Harmon formula.

However, the use of MOE recommended design values for estimating future industrial
flows are considered conservative for a community such as Nottawa. To ensure
consistency between this study and previous reports, and to more accurately project
future industrial flows for Nottawa, a lower flow of 16 m3/ha.d is used, which is
comparable to a residential development flow rate.

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
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In the absence of historical data, the commercial flow rate used in this study is based on
the MOE guidelines for typical commercial use. All of the existing commercial
establishments in Nottawa are considered light. Typical commercial establishments
include restaurants, clothing stores, and general stores. As a conservative measure, it is
assumed that all land designated as commercial and institutional will generate
wastewater flows at an average rate of 28 m3/ha.d.

The following criteria were used to calculate the existing and future sewage flows for
the community of Nottawa:

• 2.5 people per unit
• Residential average daily flow of 450 L/capita.day
• Industrial average daily flow of 16 m3/ha.day
• Commercial/institutional average daily flow of 28 m3/ha.day
• Residential average extraneous flow of 90 L/capita.day
• Residential peak extraneous flow of 227 L/capita.day
• Harmon peaking factor (all non-extraneous residential flows).

Appendix B summarizes the projected sewage flows from Nottawa for the Greater
Golden Horseshoe growth scenario based on the above design criteria and the projected
populations.

6.0 Regulatory Framework

6.1 Provincial Water Quality Objectives

The “Water Management, Policies, Guidelines, Provincial Water Quality Objectives”
(MOE, 1994) provides direction on how to manage the quality and quantity of surface
and ground waters to ensure that the water quality is satisfactory for aquatic life and
recreation. This document establishes the Provincial Water Quality Objectives
(PWQO), which is numerical and provides descriptions of the ambient surface water
quality criteria. Limits for various parameters discharged from WWTPs are determined
based on the PWQO and the existing physical, chemical and biological conditions of
the particular receiving stream or lake.

The policy establishes two types of receiving waters, Policy 1, where the water quality
is better than PWQO, and Policy 2, where the water quality is worse than PWQO with
respect to one or more parameters.

The policy states that “in areas which have water quality better than the PWQO (Policy
1), water quality shall be maintained at or above the Objectives” and in areas where
“water quality which presently does not meet the PWQO (Policy 2) shall not be

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
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degraded further and all practical measures shall be taken to upgrade the water quality
to the Objectives”. The main implication of this Policy for rivers that are Policy 2,
with respect to one or more parameters, is that the MOE would likely not approve any
increase in the loading of the parameter(s) from new or existing discharges.

7.0 Evaluation of Planning Alternatives

Table 7.1 provides a detailed summary of the advantages and disadvantages associated
with each planning option, while Table 7.2 summarizes the capital costs for each of the
planning alternatives. The preliminary cost evaluation breakdown is included in
Appendix C.

Based on the analysis presented in these tables, some alternatives have been eliminated
from the detailed evaluation and selection process, based on the ability of the solution
to address the problem statement and meet the study objectives (refer to greyed
columns in the Tables). Meeting Study Objectives is defined as the ability of the
alternative solution to provide adequate sewage collection and treatment to service the
current and future needs of Nottawa and to optimize the future opportunity to provide
full municipal services for areas designated for development in the Township’s Official
Plan and Comprehensive Zoning By-Law. The sewage collection system was evaluated
separately from the sewage treatment alternatives. Both low pressure systems (STEP
and grinder pump) were evaluated as a single alternative.

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
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Table 7.1: Advantages and Disadvantages Analysis for Each Planning Alternative

Alternative 1: Alternative 2: Alternative 3: Alternative 4: Alternative 5: Alternative 6:

Do Nothing Partial Servicing/Communal Septic New WWTP with discharge to Pretty New WWTP with discharge to Connection to Existing WWTP in Connection to Existing WWTP in

River Georgian Bay Stayner Collingwood

Advantages • No capital cost • Development occurs in lockstep • Addresses problem statement • Addresses problem statement • Addresses problem statement • Addresses problem statement

. No disruption of natural with servicing • Allows for future development • Allows for future development • Allows for future development • Reasonable capital costs
environment • Solution is locally controlled • Solution is locally controlled • Low environmental impact • Low O&M costs

• Solution is locally controlled • Allows for future development

. Low environmental impact

. Time to implementation
Disadvantages • Problem statement not addressed • Future development could be • May require land acquisition • May require land acquisition • Depending on capacity available • Depending on capacity available/

• Type of future development could constrained • Contingent on assimilative • Contingent on assimilative problem statement may not be guaranteed problem statement

be constrained based on required • Continued environmental impact capacity of Pretty River capacity of Georgian Bay fully addressed may not be fully addressed
lot size for individual septic from private septic systems • May require high level of • Time for Implementation • Requires the construction of • Relying on negotiations between
system • Approval Process for each facility treatment depending on water • Requires outfall to Georgian Bay pumping station(s) and forcemains Clearview and Collingwood

• Continued environmental impact • Multiple facilities to operate, quality required for discharge • High Capital Cost • Requires expansion of Stayner • Requires the construction of
from private septic systems monitor and maintain • Time for Implementation Plant. pumping station(s) and forcemains

• Risk of Municipality assuming • High Capital Cost • High capital costs. • Cost for service

responsibility • High Capital Cost

Table 7.1: Advantages and Disadvantages Analysis for Each Planning Alternative

Gravity Sewer Vacuum Sewer Low Pressure Sewer

Advantages • Conventional technology with • Less limited by topography • Less limited by topography
many historical installations • Small diameter pipe sizes allowed • Small diameter pipe sizes allowed

• Low energy costs

Disadvantages • Larger diameter pipe required • Vacuum stations have limited • Sewer backup potential upon
• Limited installation technologies service area potential pump failure

available • High energy costs • Leaks are a potential issue
• Topography limits pipe slopes • /high energy costs

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
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_____

Table_7.2:_Capital_Cost_Summary_for_Planning_Alternatives

Meets Does Not Meet Capital
Objectives Objectives Cost

DoNothia ‘

Partial Servicing/Communal Septic
Construct New Plant for All Flows with Discharge
to Pretty River
Construct New Plant for All Flows with Discharge
to Georgian Bay

$31.4M
$1 8.9M

$25.7M

Co’ ectionto Existin: ‘Plan in Sta e : q $ 4M
Connection to Existing Plant in Collingwood

_______________

$12.4M
Notes:
NE = Not Estimated
Shaded = Options eliminated based on Advantages/Disadvantages Analysis in Table 7.1 and above costs

Based on the analysis presented in Tables 7.1 and 7.2, the following alternatives are not
considered to be feasible and have therefore been eliminated from the analysis and
selection process:

• Do Nothing — This alternative would provide no increase in the collection and
treatment capacity, and would not meet the requirement to provide sewage
treatment for the Greater Golden Horseshoe and Provincial Policy Guidelines
for the settlement area. This option does not address the problem statement,
does not address existing lots with a lot area smaller than will support a
conventional tile bed, and restricts future growth. There would not be any
physical disruption to the natural environment, but there would be
environmental impact from the continued use of private septic systems. Future
development would be restricted due to lot size requirements for septic systems.
As a result, this alternative can be eliminated from further consideration.

• Connection to Existing Plant in Stayner — The capital cost of this option is high,
as it includes the connection (pumping stations, forcemains) and the required
expansion to the Stayner plant. Stayner is currently undertaking a similar
Environmental Assessment for the long term collection and treatment based on
the ultimate build out population of the settlement area. This option would only
address the problem statement if the long term solution for Stayner were to
expand the existing plant or construct a new plant that could accommodate
flows from other areas in the Township of Clearview which would require an
appropriate effluent receiver. This option has been eliminated from the
evaluation and selection process as the Stayner plant is not anticipated to
undergo an expansion to accommodate Nottawa wastewater.

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
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Cost analysis has not been performed for the collection options, as potential layouts for
such cannot not be predicted at this time.

7.1.1 Evaluation Criteria

In order to systematically evaluate the various alternative solutions, it is necessary to
establish the evaluation criteria that will be used as the basis for the evaluation. In
general terms, there are four key criteria: technical factors, the impact of the solution
on the natural environment, the social environment and the economic environment.
The criteria are described further below.

Natural Environment — The impact on the natural environment will be determined by
considering the potential for each alternative solution to impact environmental features
such as rivers, lakes, streams, wetlands, and the escarpment. Any potential impacts to
endangered flora and fauna within the project area will be investigated. Review of
potential impacts on natural heritage elements includes architectural, land and structure
features of historical and regional importance. The potential aesthetic impacts of any
construction will be evaluated. In addition, the extent to which these potential impacts
can be mitigated will be incorporated into the assessment.

Socio-Economic/Cultural Environment — The impact on the social environment will
be assessed for each alternative solution. These potential impacts include changes in
quality of life, property value, cost of living and public health issues.

Financial Factors — The capital cost associated with each option will be evaluated
based on the projected sewage flows and the necessary infrastructure to accommodate
those flows. Capital costs will include the infrastructure to service the future
population, including all transmission sewers and forcemains (collection systems not
included in costs), pumping stations, any associated land costs, contingencies and
engineering. The capital costs associated with phasing will also be considered.

Technical Factors — The technical feasibility of the solution to address the problem
statement in both the short and long term. This criterion examines aspects of the
alternatives such as phasing and technical practicality.

7.1.2 Evaluation of Feasible Sewage Treatment Alternatives

The planning alternatives that were not eliminated as a result of the screening analysis
presented in Tables 7.1 and 7.2 are further evaluated based on the evaluation criteria
described above. Table 7.3 provides a detailed evaluation of the feasible alternatives
and will assist in determining the preferred solution that meets the objectives outlined
in the problem statement. The results of the evaluation have been summarized below.
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Table 7.3: Evaluation of Planning Alternatives

Evaluation Criteria Alternative 2: Alternative 3: Alternative 4: Alternative 6:

Partial Servicing/Communal Septic Construct New Plant with Discharge to Construct New Plant with Discharge to Connection to Existing Plant in Collingwood

Pretty River Georgian Bay

Natural Environmental Factors: Rating Least Preferred Partially Preferred Partially Preferred Most Preferred

Potential effects to the natural environment including:

. Impact on vegetation, fish and wildlife Some private septic systems remain. Potential habitat loss as a result of new Potential habitat loss as a result of new facility Potential habitat loss, although existing

. Impact on surface drainage and groundwater Groundwater will be affected. Multiple facility. May have long term impacts (outfall). May have long term impacts on railway easement could be utilized. May have

. Displacement or disruption of topographic features smaller communal systems may have on vegetation, fish and wildlife in vegetation, fish and wildlife in Georgian Bay. long term impacts on vegetation, fish and

. Impacts on Areas of Natural and Scientific Interest poorer treatment than a collective Pretty River. Assimilative capacity of wildlife habitat. Long term impact on effluent

(ANSI’s) and Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESA’s) system. Pretty River is limited, receiver for Collingwood Plant.

. Impact on soil and geology

Socio/Economic/Cultural Factors: Rating Partially Preferred Least Preferred Most Preferred Partially Preferred

. Impact on existing and proposed developments

. Impact on archaeological and historic sites Restrictive to development as communal Allows Clearview to fully control Postpones developments in the short term, Accommodates both short term and long term

. Impact on recreational areas systems must be approved and Nottawa development. Development accommodates long term development. Locally development.

. Conformance with local planning provisions constructed as development progresses. may be restricted based on assimilative controlled.

. Nuisance impacts capacity.
• Land requirements

Financial Factors: Rating Least Preferred Partially Preferred Partially Preferred Most Preferred

. Economic . . . .

. . Highest capital cost due to economy of High capital costs, locally-controlled High Capital costs, locally-controlled treatment Lowest Capital cost, but treatment rates not
. Estimated Capital Cost

scale. treatment costs costs locally controlled.

Technical Factors: Rating Partially Preferred Partially Preferred Least Preferred Most Preferred

• Effectiveness in dealing with wastewater servicing

requirements in short and long term Small communal systems are technically Long term impractical. Short term impractical. Long pipeline Best phasing available, meets short and long

. Technical practicability practical for the short term, but may not construction required. term objectives.

be a long term solution.

Recommended Solution Not Preferred Not Preferred Not Preferred Preferred

Understanding the Rating System:

Least preferred; largely does not respond to, and/or

has potential for unacceptable impacts in, evaluation Increase in preference

Most preferred; fully responds to,

and/or has fewest impacts in, evaluation
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7.1.3 Evaluation of Feasible Sewage Collection Alternatives

The sewage collection system was evaluated separately from the sewage treatment alternatives. Both low pressure systems (STEP and grinder pump) were evaluated as a single alternative.

26

Table 7.4 — Collection System Evaluation
Evaluation Criteria Gravity Sewer Vacuum Sewer Low Pressure Sewer

Natural Environmental Factor Partially Preferred Most Preferred Least Preferred
. Impact on vegetation, fish and wildlife . . . . . .

. . Low risk of exfiltration, which can result in groundwater Vacuum system has no exfiltration risk in sewers. Similar Higher risk of sewage exfiltration, as the system is under
. Impact on surface drainage and groundwater (water quality and . . .

nuantitv)
contamination. If the system leaks, sewage can enter the impact as other options on remaining criteria, pressure. Small leaks can result in groundwater

. . . . groundwater system. Similar impact as other options on contamination. Similar impact as other options on
. Displacement or disruption of topographic features .

. . remaining criteria, remaining criteria.
. Impacts on Areas of Natural and Scientific Interest (ANSI s) and

Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESA’s)

. Impact on soil and geology

Socio/Economic/Cultural Factors Most Preferred Least Preferred Partially Preferred
. Impact on existing and proposed developments

• Impact on archaeological and historic sites Flexible for new developments, as most new services can link Least flexible for new developments, as each vacuum Flexible for new developments, as each service has its

. Impact on recreational areas to the existing network by gravity, with pumping stations built station has a limited service area. Similar impact as other own pump. There is a potential for sewer backup into

• Conformance with local planning provisions as required by topography. Similar impact as other options options on remaining criteria, homes upon pump failure. Similar impact as other options

. Nuisance impacts on remaining criteria, on remaining criteria.

• Land requirements

Financial Factors Most Preferred Least Preferred Partially Preferred
. Economic . . .

. . Expected to have the lowest capital cost during full buildout May require several vacuum stations, high capital costs High operation and maintenance costs expected,
. Estimated Capital Cost . . . . .

expansion, expected individual pump failure critical

Technical Factors Most Preferred Least Preferred Partially Preferred
. Effectiveness in dealing with wastewater servicing requirements in Expected to be the most practicable for short and long term Limited expansion without multiple vacuum stations. Requires more point maintenance than other systems

short and long term

• Technical practicability

Recommended Solution Preferred Not Preferred Not Preferred

Understanding the Rating System:

Least preferred; largely does not respond to, and/or

has potential for unacceptable impacts in, evaluation Increase in preference

Most preferred; fully responds to,

and/or has fewest impacts in, evaluation
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Alternative 2 - Partial Servicing/Communal Septic

With this option, some private septic systems will remain. There could be
environmental impact on groundwater if the septic systems experience failure. As well,
multiple smaller communal systems would likely have poorer treatment than a
collective system for the same volume of wastewater treatment.

The capital costs of the communal plants would be incurred incrementally, but the
overall capital costs would be high, due to economy of scale. For future developments
this cost would likely be borne by the developers constructing the systems, resulting in
high development costs. For existing developments, the cost would be borne by the
service population.

Future development may be restricted by: higher development costs, communal systems
must be approved and constructed as development progresses and wastewater treatment
capacity may be limited.

Small communal systems are technically practicable for the short term, but may not be
a long term solution. There will be some risk for the Municipality to assume
responsibility of the systems in the future. This alternative would be contingent on the
assimilative capacity of the effluent receiver to accept the discharge(s) or approval of
the subsurface disposa’ area(s).

Alternative 3 - Construct New Plant with Discharge to Pretty River

This alternative would be contingent on the assimilative capacity of the effluent
receiver to accept the discharge. The assimilative capacity of Pretty River is unknown,
and therefore, the degree of effluent quality and effluent discharge that could be
accommodated cannot currently be estimated. This will also require the disturbance of
land for construction of new plant.

The plant may require a high level of treatment (including nutrient removal) depending
on the water quality required for discharge. It is expected that this solution with have
high capital costs, and would likely require a lengthy time for implementation.
Development may be restricted based on assimilative capacity of the receiver, but
Clearview will be able to control the development of Nottawa within approved limits
(as opposed to external control of wastewater).

It is expected that this solution will be impractical for the long term development, due
to the assimilative capacity of the receiver.
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Alternative 4 - Construct New Plant with Discharge to Georgian Bay

This alternative would require the disturbance of land for both the construction of the
new plant and the outfall to Georgian Bay. The outfall would have to be approved and
constructed with a minimum impact on Georgian Bay.

The new treatment plant would address the problem statement with a locally controlled
solution. This solution may require land acquisition, and would likely require a lengthy
time for implementation.

This solution is expected to have high capital costs, especially in the short term. The
costs of constructing a plant to service the short term population will likely be
impractical.

Alternative 6 - Connection to Existing Plant in Collingwood

There would be some land disturbance from pump station construction. The
transmission main construction would occur along the existing railway easement and
road allowances as much as possible to reduce environmental land disturbance.
Effluent discharge would occur through the Collingwood outfall.

Lowest Capital cost for any of the practical alternatives, but the treatment rates would
not be locally controlled.

This option is technically practical for both short and long term. This alternative would
be contingent on an agreement where the Town of Collingwood would commit future
reserve wastewater capacity to accommodate the existing and projected future growth
of Nottawa.

7.1.4 Recommended Solution

Based on the above evaluation, Alternative 6 - Connection to Existing Plant in
Collingwood is the preferred solution to provide sewage treatment servicing for
Nottawa based on ultimate build out of the settlement area. The estimated cost of this
solution is $12.4 M (2007 $). For the collection system, a gravity sewer system is
recommended. With the implementation of appropriate mitigation measures, these
alternatives will have limited impacts on the natural, socio-economic and built
environment. This alternative is shown in Figure 7.1.

A Simcoe County letter of support and a Collingwood letter providing Agreement in
Principle for this solution are attached in Appendix D.
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8.Olmpacts and Mitigation Measures
It is important for the Municipality to consider efforts to reduce the short and long term
impact of construction activities on the environment, as well as residential and
commercial properties.

While the final location of the sewage forcemain to Collingwood will be determined
during detailed design, the alignment will be as much as possible outside of the
traveled portion of the road way. The new sewage forcemain will be contained, where
possible, in existing road allowances. This type of construction activity, being
associated with construction disturbances, has potential adverse environmental impacts
that are reasonably foreseeable, generally simple to mitigate, and largely temporary.

In all cases proposed structures, should be designed to be functional, cost effective and
aesthetically pleasing to mitigate long term visual impacts. The detailed designs for the
gravity sewer and forcemains and pumping station(s) will be submitted to the Ministry
of Environment for approval prior to construction.

The following measures should be implemented in order to mitigate negative impacts of
the proposed project on the environmental features of the study area:

8.1.1 Surface Water/Hydrology & Soils and Sedimentation

Effect
a) Potential for sediments to enter watercourse as a result of the following project

activities;
• site clearing
• stockpiling
• excavation
• construction.

b) Potential for localized water quality impacts.

Mitigation
a) The footprint of disturbed area will be minimized as much as possible. For

example, vegetated buffers will be left in place adjacent to watercourses/
waterbodies to the maximum extent possible.

An erosion and sediment control plan will be developed. Implementation of the
erosion and sediment control measures will conform to recognized standard
specifications such as Ontario Provincial Standards Specification (OPSS).
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Stockpiled material will be stored at a safe distance from the waterway to ensure
that no deleterious substances enter the water.

Sediment and erosion control measures (silt curtains, silt fence) will be installed
and will be maintained during the work phase and until the site has been
stabilized. Control measures should be inspected daily to ensure they are
functioning and are maintained as required. If control measures are not
functioning properly, no further work will occur until the problem is resolved.

Any temporary mitigation measures will be installed prior to the commencement
of any site clearing, grubbing, excavation, filling or grading works and will be
maintained on a regular basis, prior to and after runoff events.

b) All equipment fuelling and maintenance will be done at a safe distance from the
water to ensure that no deleterious substances enter the waterway.

The contractor will be required to develop spill prevention and contingency plans
for construction and operational phases of the project. Personnel will be trained
in how to apply the plans and the plans will be reviewed to strengthen their
effectiveness and ensure continuous improvement. Spills will be immediately
contained and cleaned up in accordance with provincial regulatory requirements
and the contingency plan. Spills will be reported to the Ontario Spills Action
Center at 1-800-268-6060.

8.1.2 Groundwater

Effect
a) Potential for localized groundwater quality impacts as a result of spills.
b) Dewatering may be necessary in some areas of construction.

Mitigation
a) Refuelling of equipment and fuel storage should be conducted in designated areas

with spill containment.
B) Any wells, commercial or residential, that may be affected by dewatering

(particularly shallow wells in close proximity to the proposed alignment), should
be monitored both in advance of, and during, the dewatering to ensure that these
well supplies are not affected. Where supplies are temporarily affected the
contractor will be require to provide a temporary supply. It will also be necessary
for the contractor to provide for adequate disposal of any excess material, whether
it is contaminated or uncontaminated soils, or other material collected as a result
of construction activities.
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8.1.3 NoiselVibrationlAir Quality

Effect
a) Temporary nuisance noise during construction activities. Increased dust in air

from construction activities. Noise and emissions from testing and operation of
generators.

Mitigation
a) Noise control measures, such as restricted hours of operation, the use of

appropriate machinery/mufflers, will be implemented where required.
Vehicles/machinery and equipment should be in good repair, equipped with
emission controls, as applicable, and operated within regulatory requirements.
The application of dust suppressants will occur as required during construction.

8.1.4 Fish and Fish Habitat

Effect
a) Potential water quality impairments (sediment loading; fuels and lubricants from

machinery). Significant watercourse crossing will be constructed using trenchiess
technology to minimize the potential for adverse impacts where appropriate,
although in some cases a bridge suspended crossing may be preferable (e.g. Pretty
River) and can be confirmed during the detailed design.

Mitigation
a) Sediment and erosion control measures (such as silt fence barriers, turbidity

curtains etc) will be installed and maintained during the work phase and until the
site has been stabilized. Control measures will be inspected daily to ensure they
are functioning and are maintained as required. If control measures are not
functioning properly, no further work will occur until the problem is resolved. All
temporary erosion and sediment control measures will be installed in accordance
with recognized provincial standards. Extra silt fence/turbidity curtain will be on
site, should additional sediment control be required.

Prevent any in-water operation of heavy equipment and minimize operation of the
same on the banks of the watercourse. All equipment fueling and maintenance
will be done a safe distance from the edge of the water to ensure that no
deleterious substances enter the water.

Any stockpiled material will be stored and stabilized away from the watercourse.
All materials and equipment used for the purpose of site preparation and project
completion should be operated and stored in a manner that prevents any
deleterious substance (e.g. petroleum products, silt, etc.) from entering the water.
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All disturbed areas of the work site should be stabilized immediately and re
vegetated as soon as conditions allow.

8.1.5 Vegetation, WildlifelHabitat

Effect

a) Loss of vegetation/Habitat loss.

Mitigation

a) Minimize disturbance to existing vegetation. Disturbed areas should be stabilized
and re-vegetated upon project completion and restored to a pre-disturbed state.
Topsoil should be stockpiled separately and used for restoration to facilitate
natural regeneration of native species.

8.1.6 Human health and safety

Effect
a) Potential safety hazard from construction activities, heavy equipment and

increased traffic.

Mitigation
a) The contactor will be required to implement a Health and Safety Plan (OHSA

1990).

9.0 Follow-up Commitments

The Municipality will remain in contact with various agencies including the NVCA to
ensure that all required permits are obtained and construction associated with the
Project is conducted according to recognized standards.

The following monitoring requirements should be in place and carried out throughout
the duration of the project. The monitoring period should extend from just before
mobilization by the contractor and ending one year following completion of the works.

• Preconstruction photographs, records and contact with existing residents should be
made.

• Erosion and sedimentation controls should be inspected weekly and following
rainfalls greater than 15 mm. Controls requiring repair or replacement should be
addressed immediately.
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• Traffic management conditions are to be assessed on a daily basis and adjustments
made as necessary to ensure safe vehicle operation on the roadway.

• A review of the storm water management controls to ensure that they are operating
properly.

• The boundaries of the road construction project are to be inspected weekly to ensure
all works and materials are kept within the assigned limits of the project.

• One week following site restoration, review all seeding and sodding and
landscaping to check for washouts or areas requiring remediation.

• During the contractor’s maintenance period, all new vegetation and natural
restoration must continue to be watered and monitored.

These monitoring activities should be carried out by on-site personnel and may take the
form of photographs, inspection records, diary notes or correspondence. The records
should be kept on file for a minimum of two years following completion of the works.

10.0 Public Consultation

10.1 Public Consultation Process

Public consultation is a key component of the Municipal Class EA process. A complete
list of agency and stakeholder contacts is provided in Appendix E.

In November 2006, a Notice of Project Commencement was advertised in the local
newspapers that serve Nottawa as follows:

December 1, 2006 and December 8, 2006 — Creemore Echo
November 29, 2006, and December 6, 2006 — Stayner Sun
November 29, 2006, and December 1, 2006 — Alliston Herald and Enterprise Bulletin

Formal comments were submitted by various stakeholders in response to the notice of
commencement (public and agency), or during the process. These comments can be
found in Appendix E.

10.2 Public Information Center

A Notice of Public Information Centre (PlC) was sent to all stakeholders who may have
been interested in the proposed project on May 1, 2008. The PlC was communal for all
three Clearview Wastewater EAs (Stayner, Nottawa and New Lowell). Notification of
the Public Information Centre was also published in the four local papers as follows:

April 27, 2007 and May 4, 2007 — Creemore Echo
April 27, 2007 and May 2, 2007 — Alliston Herald and Enterprise Bulletin
April 25, 2007 and May 2, 2007 — Stayner Sun
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The PlC was held on May 9th 2007 (4:00 p.m. to 7:30 p.m. at the Stayner Community
Centre, 269 Regina Street, Stayner). A total of 32 persons were in attendance.

Appendix F includes a copy of the Notice of PlC, display boards from the PlC, and
comments received following the Public Information Centre. The comments are
summarized in the table below.
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Table 10.1 — Summary Comments from PLC

Organization Method Comment/Concern Study Team Response
Niagara E-Mail No Comment No action required
Escarpment attachment
Commission
MTO Central E-Mail MTO review required for any works Action required during later
Region within MTO permit control area. stages of EA

Request notification for works in
Highway 26 region.

MOE Fax Keep informed, especially with Water management has been
Southwestern regards to water management addressed in the Water EA.
Region
Reinhart Foods E-Mail Keep informed No action required
Local Stakeholder Comment Wants full servicing in the Osler Outside of the Study Area

Sheet Bluff Community for the EA
Local Stakeholder Comment 1. New Lowell — New water 1. Provincial Policy

Sheet source should be addressed requires wastewater
before wastewater servicing servicing for areas

2. Coates Creek is not a full with water servicing
flowing stream most of the 2. Taken under
year advisement

3. Private wells are not 3. No comment
experiencing_shortages

Local Stakeholder Comment New Lowell — Wants full servicing No action required
Sheet soon.

Local Stakeholder Comment Nottawa — Interested in full No action required
Sheet servicing

Local Stakeholder E-Mail Nottawa — Prefers Do Nothing Taken under advisement
attachment approach. Thinks Official Plan

numbers seem unrealistically high
County of Simcoe Fax Keep informed No action required
OPP Fax No comment No action required

Humphries Email Nottawa — Interested in full PlC information package
Planning Group Attachmen servicing. Requested PlC sent.

t information package
CC Tatham & E-Mail Requested to be added to contact Contacts added
Associates list
Municipal Affairs E-Mail Keep informed. PlC information package
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Organization Method Comment/Concern Study Team Response
and Housing Requested PlC information package sent.
Infrastructure Letter No comment No action required
Canada
Local Stakeholder Email Comments to be received See Appendix

Local Stakeholder Letter Does not want current residents to Taken under advisement
pay for servicing required for future
development —developers should
pay

SMCDSB Fax New Lowell — interested in Taken under advisement
wastewater servicing for school
All — concerned with impact of
construction on bus routes

ConSALtech E-Mail Indicates that conveying Taken under advisement
Engineering attachment wastewater will have high capital
Solutions costs

Represents a client with large land
holdings in New Lowell and
Nottawa who would be pleased to
participate in a servicing solution

Meridian Planning E-Mail Requested to be added to the Contact added
Consultants Inc contact list
Ministry of Fax Requested detailed maps and Action required during later
Culture information when project limits are stages of EA

known, so that archaeological

___________________

assessment can be performed
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10.3 First Nations Consultation Process

On March 13, 2009, the Project File Reports were mailed to the following eleven First Nation
bands for review and comment: Beausoleil First Nation, Chippewas of Georgina Island,
Chippewas of Mnjikaning First Nation, Chippewas of Nawash First Nation, Curve Lake First
Nation, Hiawatha First Nation, Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation, Moose Deer Point
First Nation, Saugeen First Nation, Wahta Mohawk Territory, and Wasauksing First Nation.
The First Nation bands were asked to provide comment within 30 days. The comment period
was subsequently extended to May 30, 2009, to allow sufficient time for the First Nations to
review and comment. Indian and Northern Affairs Canada and the Ministry of Aboriginal
Affairs were also contacted for their comment on the First Nations consultation programme.

The initial mailing was followed up with telephone and email contact to ensure that the
Project File Reports were received by all of the bands. First Nations correspondence and a
chart of communication is provided in Appendix G of this report. All comments received
from the First Nations are also included. There were no comments received from any of the
First Nations that related to the content of the Class Environmental Assessment.

10.4 Notice of Completion

The Township’s preferred solution, as a result of this Municipal Class EA Project File
Report, is to provide a sewage collection system, along with a pumping station and
forcemain to direct the sanitary sewage to the Town of Collingwood Sewage System for
treatment. The pumping station and forcemain is identified under the Municipal Class
EA process as a Schedule B Project. The Town of Collingwood would be responsible
for the treatment aspect of the Nottawa Sewage as set out in an Agreement in Principle
between the Town of Collingwood and Clearview Township. The detailed Agreement
will be negotiated between the Town of Collingwood and Clearview Township
subsequent to this Municipal Class EA.

The preferred solution for the Nottawa Long Term Sewage Collection is a Schedule B
activity under the Municipal Class EA framework and as such is handled appropriate as
Schedule B activities and as such the Class EA process need extend to the end of Phase
2.

The first Notice of Completion for the Class EA (published December 17, 2008) was
voluntarily withdrawn by the Township to expand on the First Nations consultation program.

The second Notice of Completion for this Municipal Class EA has been prepared and
published in the Wasaga Sun, Stayner Sun, Wasaga Connection, Creemore Echo and
Collingwood Enterprise Bulletin. The Notice will also be mailed to all agencies and
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stakeholders that had expressed an interest in the project. The notice is attached in
Appendix E.

If concerns arise regarding this project which cannot be resolved in discussion with the
Township, a person or party may request that the Minister of Environment make an
Order for the project to comply with Part II of the Environmental Assessment Act
(referred to as a Part II Order), which addresses individual Environmental Assessments.
Requests must be received by the Minister within 45 calendar days of the Notice of
Completion.

If the Minister does not receive Part II orders regarding this project, then the project
will continue forward to construction.
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Written by:

Signature

________________________Date

2L/zoc,c

Steve Gendron
Junior Wastewater E1T
R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Reviewed/Approved by:

Signature 40 / Date

______

‘I
Robert H. Maybiy .Eng.
Senior Wastewater ngineer
R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

081205 Nottawa Sewage PFR
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Nottawa Alternative Costs

0. Hon 2 - Communal Plants
Construct 5 communal plants plus effluent
management (1,000 m3Id each) $ 25,000,000

$ 100,000Eng + Cont. $ 6,275,000
— S

O.tlon3-NewWWTPtoPre River
Tertiary Plant (5,000 m3/d)
Approvals (25%) $ 100,000

$ 3,775,000T

0. tlon 4- New WWTP to Gear Ian Ba
Tertiary Plant (5,000 m3!d)
300 mm f/rn to GeorgIan Bay (8,111 m) $ 3,080,000Outfall $ 790,000Pumping Station (172 Us, 14,900 m3!d) $ 1,550,000Approvals (25%) $ 100,000Eng + Cont. $ 5,130,000

O.tion5-Pum.toSta er
Pumping StatIon (172 Us, 14,900 m3/d) $ 3,080,000Plant Upgrade $ 15,000,000300 mm f/rn to Stayner (9,900 m) $ 3,770,000Approvals (25%) $ 100,000Eng + Cant. $ 5,487,500

V

O.tlon6-Pum toCoIIln ood
Pumping Station (172 Us, 14,900 m3/d) $ 3,080,000Infrastructure share (50% of Raglan)
Plant Upgrade - allowance
300 mm f/rn to Coiilngwood (3,040 m)

Eng + Cont.
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TOWN OF COLL1I(JWOOD LINGD
Office ofthe Mayor

97 lfurrrn tar In Strtci
Box 157
Coflftigwood, ON
19Y 3Z5
Pbonc 705445 8451 ext 322(i

October 3. 2008 Far: 705.445 2448
miil: ccarr1crcollhiigwuod.ca

Mayor Ken Ferguson
Township of Clearview
Box 200
217 GIdeon Street
Stayrier, ON
LOM 150

Subject: Nottawa 4’astewater Trearmenr System Municipal Class EA
Preferrd Solution — Agreement in Principle
Connection to Col!!ngwacid WasCewater CollectIon System &
Sewage Treatment Plant

Your Worship,

Further to your presentation on behalf of the citizens and businesses of Clearview
with regards to the above noted matter, this is to advise that the Town of
Colllngwood will approve an ‘Agreement In Principle’ for the Community of
Nottawa to tie Into our Collirigwood Wastewater Collection System arid Sewage
Treatnierit Plant.

Thic will allow Clearview Township to finalize your Nottaw Wa5tewater Treatment
System Municipal Class EA.

Colliriqwood and Clearview wIll have to work together to formulate the finalized
Agreement between our unicipalities and complete the detailed enginetririy
design. My Staff is committed to work with your Clearview Staff on this very
worthwhile project1

COfpOr3IIn of ilic Town of Collingwood Page 1 of 2



Think you for your onqolng cupport. I look forward to our continued partnershipsand dialogue for the betterment of our respective municipalities.

Yours verb, truly,

CORPORATION OF ThE
TOWN 0 OLLINCW000

—1(Q&U1—
ChrIstopher’JrrIer
Myur

cc: Gordon R. Norris
Sue McKenzie
d Houghton

CJC:sf

Corporation of thc ‘rawn of Cothngwood
Iae 2 of 2



TOWN OF COLLINGWOOD

NO.JI....

fl..flfl...

SECONDED BY

3E IT RESOLVED:

THAT Council of the Town of Collirgwood herein approvt Oi nter1rig Into negotiationssubject to Council review to allow wastewater from the Nottawa Community to be directed totIie Collingwood astewater ytem to aGcorr1modate existing deeIopment arid fulure grovithn Nottawa.

CARRIED

0 DEFEATED
0 RECORDED VOTE

COL1NCI
Carrier

—-

Cooper
wri
8odberg
J47wy
Foley
McNabb
C1iadik
Lob&e

JflTL

1-ebruary 25, 2008

TABLED Until:

1%

ci7K I



COUNTY OF

SIMCOEt
County of Simcoe
Office of the Chief
Administrative Officer
1110 Highway 26.
Mdhurst, Ontario LOL 1XO

Main Line (705) 726 9300
Toll Free 1 666 893 9300
Fax (705) 725 1285
Web imcoe.ca

ECEvEO N ‘

October 31, 2008

Ms. Susan McKenzie, G.A.O.
The Corporation of the Township of Clearview,217 Gideon Street, P.O. Box 200,Stayner, Ont. LOM ISO

Re: County of Simcoe Letter of Support - Wastewater Services Environmental AssessmentsDear Susan;

The County of Simcoe has completed a growth management study and is in the process of updating
the official plan to ensure conformty with the Growth Management Study and the Growth Plan.Clearview Township has worked with the County and its member municipalities in this process and
supports the County’s Growth Management Plan.

The County of Simcoe approved the Township’s existing Official Plan in 2001 and is aware thatClearview is currently reviewing its official plan and will be ensuring its conformity with respect to
provincial legislation and the updated County Plan. The County is also aware that Clearview has
undertaken a comprehensive servicing environmental assessment process to ensure long-termsustainable servicing for three of the approved settlement areas within their boundaries.
The County is very supportive of the Township’s approach to establishing a long, term view to the
management of municipal waste water treatment services and is interested in coordinating with its
member municipalities to ensure that regional infrastructure planning needs are being addressed as
part of our overall planning initiatives for the region.
The County further supports the Township of Clearview in setting out a sustainable framework for the
efficient management of municipal wastewater services which can be implemented in accordance with
a phasing plan that respects the growth management objectives of the Province, County and Township.The County has previously supported the Township’s Long Term Water Supply EA on a similar basis.Please accept this letter as confirmation of our support for Clearview Township’s waste water services

environmental assessments for the settlement areas of Stayner, Nottawa, and New Lowell.

Chief Administrative Officer
County of Simcoe

CAO-003-CO1
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iic

(CLFARVIEw TOWNSHIj

CORPORATION OF THE TOWNSHIP OF CLEARVIEW

DATE July 19, 2(1414

MOVED BY: A4f_
SECONDED BY:

RESOLVED that Clearview Township Council approve of the
recommendation that RI Bumside & Associates be retained to undertake the Clearview
Sanitary-Water Municipal Class EA as set out by the terms of reference;

AND THAT the Nottawa Residents that have signed a petition for municipal
water be notified in writing.

I, ROBERT CAMPBELL. CLERK OF THE
CORPORATION OF THE TOWNSHIP OF
CLEARVIEW. DO CERTIFY Th4T THIS IS
A TRUE COPY OF
ed 44i-Vj r4I9ii4 ‘9/2.o.,

CLERI<MOTION CARRIED ----i

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY EL?(

MOTION LOST LEi

MAYOR



TOWNSNW OF CLEARVIEW
CLASS EIMRONMENTAL ASSESSMENTNEW LOWELL - WASTEWATER TREATMENT SYSTEMNOIICE OF COMMENCEMENT OF STUDY - PUBLIC INPUT REQUESTED

The. Tp.a-, of Clno.-.M. rene d.,ide.d a ponemil reed a- .m.e. eearC., a. altoa Cnnoeiy .4 Non. LowelL ee wee .a o non o.nd for otoenoneor no oar. eer*as en .rn.t,e thedon4’00Thw Of N... tnaaeh en dee earn. a,wCfonnd e I.e Ofical 1npRTh00. eary-ano noeltI ,..ofp p’oa..ltfpnlit, oeee...ee.. ..noe.e.4t 0.0 jN0aof ia-r’cao far - .o*I .ed I a-e.I..&,Ct .1 eainoC ettt.k.oltpopLThl 1000.010 roof, to idweily and ted..,. f.oa4’l. pie.. to prooden( COil WUe.n.ti aoto.enCOp00afafl4 no.4 oiiI e. .nn.pl.e.d noo.4.nnooo rib ae,veeNo Cenoar Ca he ran.pfoned for .alo- ,a,e0.e,.o..0. T,e.r&(.nd 0.7 hOe 0.WC Ond’ de.. od, a-,.. and/or a I,00anIng no1IIpaIe.oeThe Tooniliy aniOn woman that di. cia.... ti consider dl (with sidotfa. PubiC np, I eta, coronwaan hehad ‘a- ineerpoarion eon 0. pbeniln at .00 Study 5a14.rt ‘.nn,iaC, ,todan.d a., den rns..,. 7to.ee’yq-oenlo the IawribC Of Coat-a... iOnnd. Ce pn..od ‘nd ha .ordq.eed deUfn a. ‘c. prO4On toil,tOetfktOC h7 I.e. 2001.
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TOWNSHIP OT CLEARVIEW

CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

STAYNER WASTEWATER TREATMENT CAPACITY EXPANSION

NOTtCE OF COMMENCEMENT OF STUDY - PUBLIC iNPUT REQIJESTED

The Township of Clearview has identified a need for increased wastewater treaUtient capacity inthe community of Stayner to meet service demands on the exis:ing infrastructure from projectedgrowth within the designated development area boundary. The Township intends to identify andevaluate options for providing additional wasteater treatment and disposal capacity beyond thecurrently-approved 2,500 m3/d capacity of the Stayner Wastewaer Treathient Plant. The studywill be completed in conjunction with associated studies for o:her settlement areas within theTownship. and may share solutions with these oher areas, and/cr other municipalities.

The Township wishes to ensure that this assessment will consider all feasible solutions. Publicinput and comment are invited for incorporation into the planning of the project. Subject tocomments received and the receipt of necessary approvals, the Township of Clearview intends toproceed with the conceptual design of this project with completi3n by August, 2007.

The project is being planned in accordance with Phases I and 2 of the Municipal ClassEnvironmental Assessment process. If you wish to comment cn the study or Dbtain additionalinformation, please contact the undersigned.

This Notice issued November 27. 2006.

Mr. R. 1. Spraggs, Director of Public Works
Township of Clearview
P.O.Box200
217 Gideon Street
Stayner, Ontario
LOM ISO
Tel: 705-428-6230
Fax: 705-42$-l28S
rspractjs a clcarviewtwponca

R. J. Bumside & Associates Ltd.
Consulting Engineers
3 Ronell Crescent
Cohlingwood, Ontario
L9Y 4J6
Att’n: R. H. Mayberry, P. Eng.
Tel: 705-446-0515
Fax: 705-446-2399
bmayberrv(4rjburnside.corn
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TOWNSHIP OF CLEARVIEW

CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

NOTAWA - WASTEWATER TREATMENT SYSTEM

NOTICE OF COMMENCEMENT OF STUDY - PUBLIC INPUT REQUESTED

The lownship of Clearview has identified a potential need to provide wastewater treatment n
the existing community of Nottawa as well as a potential need for wastewater treatment services
to permit thc development of Nottawa to the extent established in the Official Plan. These
services will satisfy provincial policy statements recommending full municipal servicing for
future growth nd intensification of existing urban development. The Township intends to
idcntify and evaluate feasible options fur providing this wasiewater treatment capability. The
study will be completed in conjunction with associated studies to be completed for other
settlement areas within the Tcwnship, and may share solutions with these other areas and/or
neighbouring municipalities.

The Township wishes to ensure that this assessment will cons:der all feasible solutions. Public
input and comment are invited for incorporation into the planning of the study. Subject to
comments received and the receipt of necessary approvals, tho Township of Clearview intends to
proceed with the conceptual design of this project with completion by late 2007.

The project is being planned in accordance with Phases 1 and 2 of the Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment process. If you wish to comment on the study or obtain additional
information, please contact the undersigned.

Ihis Noticc issued November 27. 2006.

Mr. R. .1. Spraggs, Director of Piblic Works R. 3. Burnside & Associates Ltd.
Township of Cicarview Consulting Engineers
P. 0. Box 200 3 Ronell Crescent
217 flidenn Street Collingwood, Untario
Stayner, Ontaric L9Y 436
LOM ISO Att’n: R. I-I. Mayberry, P. Eng.
Tcl 705-428-6230 Tel: 705-446-0515
Fax: 7O5-48-0288 Fax: 7O5-446-239
rspraggs a,cleorviewtv p.on.ca bma’bcrrv ribumsidc.com
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TOWNSHIP OF CLEARVIEW

CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

NEW LOWELL - WASTEWATER TREATMENT SYSTEM

NOTICE OF COMMENCEMENT OF STUDY - PUBLIC INPUT REQUESTED

The Township of Clearview has identified a potential need for wastewater treatment services in
the existing community of New Lowell, as well as a potential need for wastewater treatment
services to permit the development of New Lowell to the extent envisioned in the Official Plan.
These services would satisfy provincial policy statements recommending full municipal
servicing for ftiti.re growth and intensification of existing urban devclopmcnt. Thc Township
intends to identify and evaluate feasible options for providing this wastewater treatment
capability. The study will be completed in conjunction with associated studies to be completed
for other settlement areas within the Township, and may share solutions with these other areas
and/or neighbouring municipalities.

The Township wishes to ensure that this assessment will consider all feasible solutions. Public
input and comment are invited for incorporation into the planning of the study. Subject to
comments received and the receipt of necessaty approvals, the Township of Clearview intends to
proceed with the conceptual design of this project with completion by late 2007.

The project is being planned in accordance with Phases I and 2 of the Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment process. If you wish to comment on the study or obtain additibnal
information, please contact the undersigned.

This Notice issued November 27, 2006.

Mr. R. 3. Spraggs. Director of Public Works
Township of Clearview
P.O.Box200
217 Gideon Street
Steyncr, Ontario
LOM iSO
Tel: 705-428-6230
Fax: 705-428-0288
rspraggs(iiclearviewtwD.on.ca

R. 1. Burnside & Associates Ltd.
Consulting Engineers
3 Ronell Cresccnt
Collingwood, Ontario
L9Y 436
Att’n: R. H. Mayberry, P. Eng.
Tel: 705-446-0515
Fax: 705-446-2399
bmayberry@rjburnside.com
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R.J. Burneide & Associates Limited 3 RaneIl Cres:erit CGlIin5wood ON ISV 4J6 Canada
telephone (7051 446.0515 fax 17051 4462399 web www.rjiiirnide.c.m

J BuRNs1DE
Minutes of Meeting

Township of Clearviaw
Sewage [A___
January 26, ZUQ7
Meeting Date January 18, 2007
Time 2:30p.m.

Location Township of rlearsiew, Municipal Offices
File Number MGE 08394

Those in attendance were:

Sue McKenzie. C.A.O. — Township of Clearview
Richard J. Spragg., Director of Public Works — Township 01 Cleariew
Mike Rawn, Watcr & Sewer Superintendent — Township of Clearview
Steve Sage, Deputy Director of Public Works — Township of Clearview
Mitch Carruthers, Treasurer — Township of Clearview
Bob Maybeny — R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Steve Gendron — R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
HcathcrTripp — R.J. Burnsidc & Associates Limited

The following items were discussed: Action by

Liaison Committee introductions

It was noted that Burnside had contacted the Ministry of the
Enirunmeni and the Nottawasaga Valley Con.ervation Authority
requesting both to assign a staff member to the Liaison Committee
Mr. Bill Armstrong from the MOE Southwestern Regional Ott ice
had responded, but indicated that Chris Hyde, from the Barrie
District Office, would attend in his stead as an alternate. Mr. Hyde
was not present at the meeting. i3umsde had received no response
from the NVCA. and no NVCA representative attended the
meeting.
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Previous Minutes

It was discussed that through communication with Michael Wynia
(Director of Planning - Clcarvicw Township) thc previous three
development scenarios that were to be considered had been reduced
to two: the Official Plan, and the Greater Golden Horseshoe. Thece
two development scenarios and population projections would be
carried through the EA process.

PlC Scheduling

The first PlC is tentativcly scheduled for March. This timing will
allow for the consideration and incorporation of comments from
(‘uiincil fulluwiiig a preseiltation surnniarizing the water and
wastewater EAs at the February 5’ Cjuncil meeting. The date of
the PlC wilt be determined following the February 5th Council
meeting.

Population Projecliane

Burnside provided drawings for review by the Liaison Committee.
The drawings showed the development areas within the Settlement
boundaries for each community.

It was notcd that Michaci Wynia woild have limited availability to
commcnt on thc population projccticns. as he is currently heavily
involved with 0MB hearings. Specific questions regarding
projected land use within some areas on the Official Plan mapping
will be conveyed to Richard Spraggs and Steve Sage (Sue
McKenzie is to be copied on all requests), and they will obtain
andlor provide answers.

Burnside has been authorized to U5e the New Comprehensive
Zoning GIS information to expedite the process.

It was decided that both the Water and Wastewater EAs will
operate using the same population plojections, and that the EAs
would be based on a non-specific (open-ended) timeframe,
designed to accommodate full development of the settle Tilerli area%
Richard Spraggs is to provide instructions to Burnside staff
involved with the Water EAs.

With respect to Stayner. the area northeast of the current settlement



Mliii., of Misting hid em Ja..ar 15, 2507 Peg. 3 of 4
January 26, 2OO

boundary (consisting of approximately 120 ha east of Mowart
Street and south of 27—28 SR) w;i discussed, is ii is. a pnssi le
development area of interest. However, it was agreed that the LAs
would only consider lands within the current settlement boundaries.

IGAPICounty Growth

Previously, it was indicated that IGAP would not affect the areas
involved in these EAs. since they are within the approved
settlement boundaries of the communities. Burnside is to clarify to
what extent IGAP will affect thc current EAs.

It was also noted that a review of the Official Plan is currently
underway, but Township staff indicated that the sattlcmcnt
boundaries are not expected to change as a result ot this review.

Cohlingwood Wast water EA

Burnside had received a call from C.C. Tatham & Associates
regarding the satus of the Township wastewater EAs, and in
particular. Ncultawa. fbi IISILIC infoti ted Tatliatu siaff thai ti r EAs.
were all in the very preliminary stages, and that information would
be provided when the Township had accepted it.

Wasaga Beach is an option that needs to be considered in the EA
process, as they have additional sewage capacity. It was agreed
that Burnside would provide any information required to
Clearview. but that all formal communication with Vasaga Beach
would occur through Ms. McKenzie.

Wastewater Plant Construction

The “trigger point” for wastewatcr treatment plant construction (at
what point can septic systems no longer support development) was
considered. ft was noted that any ma or development proposals
would occur at densities consistent w.th provincial policy and the
resulting flows would require a treat-nent plant in Nottawa or New
Lowell. or connection to an existing system.

Cost projections and cost/lot projections) will be incorporated in
the appropriate Phasc of the BA process.
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Updated Budget

Burnside will provide an updated budget estimate for the Class EA
projects to Mr. Carruthers.

Mext Meeting

The next meeting is scheduled for January 30, 2007. at 9 a.m. This
will he a steering committee meeting at which the population
figures and projected flows for the three EA areas wiLl be
discussed.

It was agreed that stecring committee meetings should occur
biweekly tollowing the next meeting, and that treqilent
communication between Burnside arid Township staff is essential to
keep the EAs moving forward efficiently.

The prcccding arc the minutes of the meeting a.s observed by the undcrsigiicd.
Should there bc a need for revision, please advisc the undcrsigncd by Jaauar 30,
2007. In the absence of notification to the contrary, these minutes will be deemed
to he an accurate record of the meeting.

Minutes prepared by:

R.J. Rurneide & Associates limited

S. Gendron, B.ESc.
SG:sg

It 200 - Minutr doc

Distribution: All Attendees
M. Wynia. Township of Clcarvicw
U. Hyde, MOE Barrie District Oftice
W. Armstrong, MOE Southwestern Regional Office
C. Switzer, NVCA
Don McNalty. R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
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fli BuRNsIDE
mutes of Meeting

Township of Clearview

Sewage and Water EAe
February 13, 2D7
Meeting Da January 30, 2007
Time 9:00a.m.

Locatle. Township of C]earvie, Municipal Offices
Fill Number MGE 08394

Those in attendance were:

Sue McKenzie, C.A.O. — Township of Clearview
Richard 3. Spraggs. Director of Public Works — Township of Clearvew
Michael Wyiiia. DireeLor of Planning and Development — To%n%hip of Clearview
Mitch Carruthcrs, I’rcasurcr — Township of Clcarvicw
Don Mc Natty — R.J. Hurnside & Associates Limited
Jeff Langlois — R.J. Bornside & Associates Limited
Pcggy Slama — R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Bob Mayherry — R.J. Burnside & Asso•.iates Limited
Steve Gendron — R.J. Burnside & Assuciates Limited
Heather Tripp — R 3. Burnside & Associates Limited

The following items were discussed: Acti n by

WaterlWastewater EA ‘ocus areae

It was noted that the Water and Was:ewatei EAs were hasd oii
differing settlement areas. Both the Water and Wastewater EAs
were based on the primary settlement areas of Stayner, New Lowell
tti.cl Nol Itiwa, liuwever Itir WHICT FA tilsti iriIiidrd secondary
settlement areas of Brcntwood. Batteaux, Airport Lands and
Osler/Recreational Lands. The Waste water EAs aLso had the
benefit of the Comprehensive Zoning Bylaw maps. which are more
detailed than the Official Plan designations for land use. For
consistency, it was decided that the Water EA would retain the
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existing comments on the secondary settlement areas arid retain the
“Do Nothing” option (with additional explanation if this option is
recommended). hut that the future focus for both Water and
Wastewater EAs would be on the primary settlement areas only.
Another PLC may need to be scheduled to show that the Water EA
is only using thc primary scttlcmcnt areas, but this has not yet been
decided.

The Water BA is to use populations consistent with the Wastewater
LAs.

Presentation for Council

Steve Gendron is to prepare a Powerpoint presentation ba.sed on
written suggestions provided by Richard Spraggs. The presentation
will cover background information on the BA process, population
projections, and pros ide updates on the progrecs of the Watewater
EAs and the Water EA. The presenters will include Don McNalty
(General), Bob Mayberry (Wastewater) and Jeff Langlok (Water).
J—1iiulmiit III IlIc’ slitlrs WIll 1511 hr pI’psIm’hl 1II 111511 ituliupi LI) lie
council members.

The presentation is to bc made at the February 5. 2007 Council
meeting.

Population Projeetione

Burnside provided the current population projections in a brief
handout. The population projections are still being refined, based
on some remaining areas of conflict between the Official Plan and
the Comprehensive Zoning Bylaw. It was decided that the
Comprehensive Zoning Bylaw boundaries would supersede thc
Official Plan demarcations in areas of conflict, to give the plans
consistency. Also, Michael Wynia (not present for entire meeting)
gave direction to leave the EP areas out of the areas to be used for
population projections.

The Tow nship colTune riLed that the current estimate of the Stayner
population (from Steve Sage) is 3,400 people.

lext Meeting

The next meeting has not yet been scheduled.



W..t.s of 1.,tin held on Jam..ry 30, 007 ap 3 ot 3
February 13, 2007

Tue piecedliag are the ninnies oF the fleeting a observed by Ilie Llndcrsined.
Should there be a need for revision, please advise the undersigned by February 20,
2007. In the absence of notification to the contrary, these minutes will be deemed
to be an accurate record of the meeting.

Minutes prepared by:

R.J. Bu,aioide & Assodatn Limited

5tj)e e.e).it-c

S. Gendron, B.ESc.
SG:sg
W:idroa\CLnraw\3nuniy 30. 2007 - Minute.c

2(107-02-13 I .22 AM

Distribution: All Attendees
S. Sage, Township of Clearview
M. Rawn, Township of Clearview
C. Hyde. MOE Baffle District Office
V. Armsfrong, MOE Southwestern Regioruil Office
0 SiLter, NVCA
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BY FAX ONR.Y

January 12,2007

RobatMayberry
Ri. Burnside & Aaaoclatcs
3 Ronell eacmit
CoUingwood iIario
L9Y416

Dear Mr. Maybeny

RP Township ofClearview
Clue Aawmmnt hWew Lowell, Noltawa & StaynerPomiaticn of Committee

YourS . ofJanuaty 9,2007 to Mr. Bye, Sante Dü ict).O.ngir, to join a Committeeboa been iwardcd to me bem my rniulstxy’z leadrClue EA projects flee with the reglonulplmmiuWea unit here hi L4,f1Al. I am pleased toac)vurmnvitatien Ifacceptable to
the Committee, Mr. Clthe Hyde ofour Barrio Disblct Oce will be an alternate.
I note in your letter that the initial meeting ofthe Liaison Cottee is the axoo of3aauary 18.
Uatunatelyl hey. a prior 1mmhn Mr. Hyde will attd in my absence.
Ifquestlana arise or ifclarification ii needed please cootaot the undersigned at(5l) 873-5013 orvla
omail at bifl.armszatrlo.ca.

Yew, tuly,

W. M.B.S,RPP
RegianalEnvlroumentilpl ••Sowom

cc C.Bydo
ilee.
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Gen’c&RJB To
8C3-28 PM FSe CoBnooWRJBJB

boo
Suhje Ro Fw. Chiarview EA for Waeeeter hi New LelI

Notiawa PAGE 083940

Kevin,

The CI EAs Toceedhig as three separate EAs, one ead’ for the communities at Sfoyner.Nottewa aid New LowelL We are In the p of selecting tie prefened alternative for each EA. Wehave had Public meetings with Co(Ungweod and Wasaga Beach, reganling the Nottawa and Stoyner EAs,respectively. Cun’nntly. we are waiting on fljrther Inter.murdblpat discussion before proceeding towith either EA. The NewLl EA hi proceeding along the same titne es as the other twa. Ihope this addresses your inquiry.

Regad.,
Steve Gendron
R.J. Burned. ê Aesodates Limited

Bob B

To <bob .com’
11:50PM

Please respond
fWaatw In New Level and

Ntaee

Bob,

we have bad caine inquires fron our private sectors clients on the status ofthe Cleaxview LA’S. have been chatting with Peggy about Water BA, and sheexplained t t you are the lead for the wastewater document.

Can you provide a status report on the document and public process?
Cheers, Kevin

Kevin )4orrLs, P.zg.
CF Crosier & Associates
110 Pine Street
Collingwood, ON t9Y 2N9 —
tel 705 446 3510 j fax 705 446 3520
cfcrozier.ca I L

Vhe information contained in this message is privileged end intended only forthe recipient names. If the reader is not a representative of th. intendedrecipient, any revi , diosoninatien or copying of this message or theinformation it contains is prohibited. If you have received this message inerror, please ienediateiy notify the sender, and delete the original messageand attachments.



Gen&onlRJB To -ir-ijg
16 1125AM cc Rtdiard Spraggs, Bob MaybenylRJB, Don McNafty/RJB,

Su*ct RE: Fw Cean4ew EA for Wastewater ui New L.ewe* and
MGE C94

Kevh

The Long Taco Weter EA in complete and the Notice of Completion has been issued. The commentperIod expbed on Maidi 14.2008.

Nottawa Sewage EA
Report to Cound occwmd on December 10,2007. The aecarent prefonad solution Is connection of aNottawa sewage collection system to the Ccllngwood collection eystemIWWW. Bumslde and Cloorviewattended Collhigwood Cotazil on Februmy 11 • 2008 to reiest an Agreement In Prlndpb. If CoC agrees in pdnce. then the Notice of Completion con be issued shordy thereafter.
Slayner Sewage EA
Report to Cound occwred on December10, 2007. The asparent preferred in connection ofStayner to the Wasaga B ach collection systenvWWTP. Bumsicle and CleaMew attended WaagaBeach Cound on December11, 2007 to an Agreement In Prfncrple. W Beach staff andoonsultanto are airrentlywoddng on a Repoitto CouncL whkth in expected to be completed soon. IfWasaga Beech Cou agrees In prInciple, then the Notice of Completion con be Issued &iortythereafter.

New’
Mfl be a Schedule C’ Cia LA.

I hope Pie addresses your previous questions.

Regards,
Steve Gendron
RJ.B &Asse4atjjflk

rro “SteveGendjon ‘Sltae.ourn
- cbmaybeyrumelde.conp.,1uozlu

Subjact RE Fw Cleerview EA for Westewatar fri New and
Nctt MGE 0S4

gteve,

Thanks for the te.

Is there a. timeline for the completion of the Ek docwnent for each cuzzLty?I do not empect a firm sate. but an anticipated schedule for Burnside tocomplete reports and present to public, i.e. 2 months or 6 months (suuner 2008or early 2009).



I

•
<Bi Atw5ada.c
14dFI2007 10:02 AM

Gendmn 4Gandumainew.To .ndIsdearvI4rç.on.ca.
4.. - .. ..

9J•. 4 _CoIIrgaoodq’bwrsIds.n.Don McNatr OonMcN @flbi,nelde.xrP, ‘HeetherTr*p 4le0therj .com, Bcb Mait,eivYRE •- ofJanuey ‘2007 -&ed NastewerEAs (New LcwnI,. • N)RIB Ret MGE 08394 and MG 024662

Thenics for providing the minutes, Steve. MOE strongly epportl the excbon of the secondarysettlement aries’ from the Water EA unless they ore also part of the Woateaster EA..

W.An,ong M.E.S.,RFP
Regionel Envlmn Planner—Region
Miflisby of the Erwhonni
733 - Road
London, On
519-873-5013
519-873-5020(fax)
enafl: tI.aitado.ra

FNI Steve Gendron [m&he:SGedroe44jburde.ocnl)Seith Fefruafy 13, 2007 11:27 AM
T•i enide@deeMewtwP.cn.ca; ssage@deaMewtwp.on.ca Amirong, Bill (8L); H chris(E); mcamthers@ciaaMewevp.ofl. mrawn@clea • cn.; madearvlewtwp.on.;rsp,ggaQdeaMiwbvp.on.ca; . .on

-
. CoIflngwood Don Mct4ty Heather Thpp Bob Maybeny; ieffL; Peggy mamaSubj Minutes of January 30, 2007 meetIng - Clearview Water/Watater EAs (New Lowell, Stayner,Nottewn) RiB Rof: MGE 08394 and MG 03 4662

HeI

AUadied Øease Ibids copy of the minutes for the January 30,2007 Steering Conimisee meelingd g the W and Wastewater Class EAs for New towel. Iloetawa and Stayner, heM at theTownship of ClearvlewofOces. Please review the m and return any coninente, omissions orcthan to myself or Bob Mayberry in the Coulngwood cl9oe by February 20,2007.

Regards,
Steve Gendron, B.ESc
RJ. Brariside & Associates
3 HoneD Crescent
CoAlngwood, Omarlo
L9Y 4J6
Tel:(705)446-0515
Fax: (705) 446-2399
Toil Free: 1-828-240-4508



MatanyiRJB To RichendmivIewtwp.cn.ca
0510.cl2Oc$ 06.54 PM Steve Gen&oMUBRB, H Trp1RJBRiB

3uJe Fw Twp of CleaM.w Sewage LA

Richard:

Pt’l - Suzennis is whh Tatham and they ais doing the EA for the Cclflngwood WWTP Eqanalon, aid theTown has already Indica that they want to take In more they can .any aggesNore
as to how to respond at this poêlt? We piovide her with the ‘we’re tgethng storted port of the
stoty, aid then get the population numbers from either the water LA or new numbers from Mk±ia€I W forNotia development, end send on, allar dealty identifying them as prellotinary.

We shouki take a minute or two ta$ about this - I am out of the oMce mudi of fomcirow starting about10:3Oarll,but tlyto youeedmrintheA1I.

Thanks

Bob

— Fomerded by Bob MeybenylRi8 on 125f2OOS 05.50 PM —

Wvhggy i

__

‘
‘ 0J0ec12006 0303 PM To Trade? $TROXLERIh11.n.
a. cc OchMeybeny B

Sa4bjel TWP ofteis(ew Sewage EAD

HI Suzanne,

Bob Maybeny Is woikbig on the Sewage EA, aol have forwarded your questions to him.

R
Peggy Slams, P.Eng.
Ri. Biinslde& Umited
Gscrgisn Bay Omce
3 RonelI Crescerit
Cdlbigwnod, Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Telephons 705-446-0515
Fax 705-4442399

“S 4STROXLER@octatham.ccnP

Trader’

To <Pslame@4bumslde.COnP

05Deci200S:47 PM
Stbje Twp & cleardew Sewage LA



Hi Peggy

We are working on the Class LA for the expansion of the Collingwood WWPP. andI am dev Loping the projected capacity needs (design flows).
I understand that for the Clearview sewage servicing LA you are currentlyworking on. the option of connecting acme of Cleaxview a cozmnunities to theCollingwood sewer syaten will be considered (Nottawa, and maybe other areas).
i need your assistance in estimating an allowanc for that possibility. Whichareas axe most likiely to be connected to Collingvocd? What population andsewage flows would it correspond to?

I appreciate any assistanc. you can provide. Phone if it • a easier1444-2565).

Suzanne

Fo.wardScureslD:NT00025EF6

FewerdSouiselD:NT00038F82



%_J ,‘r.t:

To Steve Gand*cnIRJB@RJB. Hedierldpp’RlS@RlB
l5IDecI200G 10:16AM RldwddeeMewtwp.on.ca

Suct Fw NOW LoiI Waits F Study

StevalHeathe

Please n*ks suis this petson gets added to the list. R ard - will you ountect hen and get a malling
address?

Thanks

Bob

BobMerydRJBon 1211512000 10:15AM—
• SprW’

T
cBd,_ decoep,0
ttwTdpp@4 de.coiw

1510cl2000 1013AM cc

Saect FW NOW Waste Water

Add eda gentleni to notification list tar PIC’s he will also iook ki the Newap
Ra

Froini Kelly Md)onald
Sent Friday, Decetiiber 15,2006 $48 Abl
Toi Richard Spragge
SubJed New Waste Water Fasslbllty Study

Rick Dobfrison dropped by to If any public m or Input on the study being done. HWd
like hou to give him a call — cell 6
FoiwardSourcelD:NT 376CE



To Ste’e GendronlRJBUB
14iFeb12007 0t07 PM

Pw EA

Stem:

FYI

Bob

Ma IRJD on 0211 lCe:07 PM—

• 06:O7PM To MSIkStVICS

cc
Sub$d Re: eaIe1 EAD

Mark

Your name Is on the contact list - we should be sending something out In the near future about the 1stPublic Information Centre for the Class EA proonsa. VEIl lUwly see you there.

Regards

Bob

Ma1k SeMa

To berY@,lbaTIe.OOflW
121Fe1W200703VO PU

— awer

I am i1erestad In information on the Clearview To%vishlp Wastawater and Water EA. I asked the engineerat the SIaiier Pump Station several months ego, to be on the mailing I and he said he world put me on.I Just wont to make sure I am on it.

Mark Sece. (o gwocd WWTP)

1



ob Uaybei’rylRJ To Heather TdpplRJBRJB. Steve GendronlRJB@RJS
3NoW20O6 06:35 PM

Fw: New Le Nottawe. Stayner Class E manSubject

Bob

1113W200608:35PM—
- 1

“RJI. PJeyberr cbmeybeny@rjbwn&de.conp Bob
3OlNovI2006 0&00 PM To campbelr onmpbkd ownshIp, Rlcherd

StilaIjIls 4rspragg,@deerviewtwp.on.ca

New Lowell. Nottawa. Staynef Class EnvironmentalSubd

I wrote requcstmg information about the New Lowell, Nc€tawa, and Stayner Class Environmental Assessments. My
preference is to receive it by e-mail as a .pdfattachrnent, or by faic. If you decide to mail it my contact particulars
are below:

Regarls
Art Mcli

-n

Fo,wardSowcelD:NT00036D62



‘flIdierd Spmggs To “Bob Mayberry” cBob_Maybenyqbum&de.oonp.qspresdearviewtwp.on.c
cdrncnalt con, “Heather TIIW
‘Heather TrumsIdo.conpO7lDecl2006 0901 P.

Subed Fw Steyner Class Envhtinmental Aesessnient

See betow for my thoughts

From: Glenen - Art McltwaIn (maIIto:,.__—
ursday, • - 30, 2006 2:56 PM

To:
Sub - •

—
- -

—• ‘3
b “ ‘:

‘-

MeuceAEwr OF aiim
- PUBLIC t4PUT REQIJES1EDThe ToIp of CeavIea has IdentiSed a need b kweased waeewater treatment

de00 edSiQ
The Township tnti to er and evokiste vçtion or prowldin adti_sbeato treatment aid <ftposl cadty oeyçnd he cwr approved 2 500 n*d Caøocity Of the Sbiier swssr TtssiisntPiam. TI* swyecoi*ncboi wIth assoc ated eWes tar other setdement wilin the Teamli p.al&nuy store soUlais wilt these alter asas. andfor altar nu*ipalities.
hb Tawnhip wishes to an that this assessment wdl conelder aft feeiblesotinrrs. P bite . aid ocimmeni are Risited for ño the plain rio ofthee toci ente jn a

*diccn. . bAuir.2007.
The praje Is oatriç plasned ii accordaice with Phases I aid 2 ci lteCL E koiwnentat Assessment precess. If you wish in iimen on the study orobtain adtlonai tifomotiol. so cuita me understiad.
This NoSes Issued N 27, )06.
ik LI Sçmgp. Duecto, of?iiblic do LL Buresade &Asodatss Lid.Toniiaip ofCISSITIOW Cos.uZ,g V.igis
P.O.Br2OC JRoaeflC, -.roid.assaeet CoUigwoodOrado&avuo. Oii.io L9’i4
L1l9G AWn RL{ayWnyREn.Tel ‘03-,28.6230 Tet
F O-42SO2S$ Fss105-*46.2399

_____________________

I refer to the advertisement above. Please put me Qfl the list for distribution of public materials inconnection with this Class Enviromnental AssesrienE. Please provide me with all materials thatare public information at the present time. In particular, please provide me with a copy oftheresolution Council passed authorizing this work be undertaken. In addition, please advise theextent of the “n d for increased wastewater treatment capacity in the community of Stayner tomeet service demands on the existing infrastructure from projected growth within the designateddevelopment area boundary” to which you rthr, and the extent of the “projected growth” itseff

The information I have from the municipality to date is that there is no sufficient growth



contemplated by the Official Plan that would necessitate the expenditure oftaxpayer dollars on
this Class Environmental Assessment

Please note that you have been put on the distribution rat.
Counl reeclutlan has been sent directly u by Townslilp.

The Css EA will review the wastewater tleaUnent needs required for those lands within the settlement
boundary as set out in the Official Plan.

Your a-ms with regards to the expenditure of tax payer dollars is noted and wi be place in the EA file;
however the funde that CounI has approved finm Sewer DC% which is 1mm the Water! Sewer Rates
portion of the Budget.

Regards.
t 4dllwain

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2). and is
believed to be clean.



Pa1of4

RIctard Spragge

Freen Richard Spiaa
Sent Tuesday. Februaly 08.2007 1t26 AM
To: on - Mt Mdlwai’

RE Cleor*w Water EA

I will forward this FaIr 5,20074:06 PM e.mnd end the other emalla attached to Cound in r Cc,undl Envelop..This wiU be else edded to the Mrm*eI Class EP. Re.

Rldia,dJ. ,P.Er.
D*’ectrwol Pubic Work

oen Glanedart - M Mdheain [maIlto
—

Sent Man, 05,20074:06 P14
Tot tdspmggs
Cc peggy Selma; Bob CarTItei
SubJtz Oeendew Water EA

)* Rkiard. I aspe convwaatlcna about this matter will amtlnue, and I find yota response below phd Inding whet you are thlnldng. I reread the Beckound Report reedingyour mentthat the Akiteywe to 2021. I ha the Omclal Plan Back5’ound Report that ase in ftont at me now as I didwhen I wrobto you. The Akdey popelaiton owth at I to 2021. not 20i8. The numbom elnFigure 4

I repiet. Council has a growth plan that ands to 2021. It res’ita Ins ai population *794 peopis, allocated illthe way I desatbe in rr Friday e.matl.

I appredateyou p*WigUulI before CordI tcdtt. It sounds 01w we WI hem time to gat to the bottom of thisbefore the Class EA Islinlahed. R put this reply In froM ci Counci s emrUr and Di the record orthe Class EA.

OginaIMessa—
Phem:
Tot Gluriedan Afl Mdiwain

Monday, February 05. 20071:59 PhI
Subject RE:. Water EA

Mcflwaln

Thank you Tm your pdtka1 with regards to the populations per the Officlel Plan aid that It these populations arenot followed then the EA Is belng done without the outhorty of CoonaL Theee populattone that you have quotedare per the Offidal Plan and the Ainlay Report Please hind attached a greph that Lmdendgmed did thatAinley populations went to 2018 and the ToemahiWa Ofildal went to 2021. Al populations
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when extended to 2021 are dose to each other.

Coundl aoproved die Teims of Referene far the EA Study. Cound members have been ataltendance at
air Water EA Public Informakon Geniree and we well aware of this EA Study. T Staff arid theCcnauilant ewe have provided pedade updatas to Council on the status of die LA. There Is aiso anupdate toht

The Omclal Plan stee in SectIon 3.7 MunIcipal Services the fdlawtng:

3.7.1 Goals
1. It is the mLrdcØl seMces goal of this Plan to provide taste and safe systems of water suoply,
sanhtaiy sewage disposal and storm water management to all areas of development

3.72 Obfectlves
4. To upgrade and improve existing mwtictpal seMcee to meet fuhae growth mqt*wments of the Tcwn&i

The Plan aiso states SectIon 222 Pop on I Land Need PrcØcdans wherdn the Total PopulationTarget Is 18,794. This sectIon further ahaee:
‘pcpuisflon forecasts as a basis for die loW
these populdoneflioueing s6Uo&. and prc4ecdans provide a usefId ddellnW
the rownsh,. real growth pctmitlal is Iulicuti to precisely qusadly
‘recognizing these factors, the houdngapulattcn forecasts that have been developed for tha plan a’.considered coneitwth.e and could be exceeded.’
‘It, theteforo, Is ci’s broader intent d’aatCleandew Growth Rate be monilored Official Plan be auWectto periodic revieW
Therefore itt reviewlig the forgoing 2* populadon is a ‘got’ to met or oat to be met.

P1 note that die TownsIi aid Its Ccneiilant am working to determine what the need is to aeMoethe Settlement AreE for hieto’ic. the need to Staqier with sanihay services tar bis*anoe In
detem*dng overall need which may be bdIt cot in Sate 40t0 50 years, then a solutIon an the intemineede (to 2021) can be adeiat.ly analyzed fri the I picture.

It i my opãion that position too short sigtsed (too shoda thie frame) with the ov.mI ci providingMire servicing. Using ,as an again, tram our allocation Reports, there Is only 558 wilts -sewage arid 025 tmite-watsr

Please note that I wil include eur a-mall end my for Co a kionndon next weelt’ paclerge andboil-i wil also be placed the record of the Class EA S It shor4d be noted hut tonlglñ presentation is toupdate Corsicul only an the status of the EAto date. It Is my iii that Is no place In theEA Process for Council to app’ idsrove the findings oldie Class EA. However Staff will make apresentation of the FINAL EA 81i4tI’FktdlngslPreferred Soludora and salt for Cowids endor’samerit.

Richard J. Spregga. P. Erg.
Dfctor of Public Works

Preen Gleneden - Art McVweln [maifto
— 1

Senb Friday, Febuary 02, 2007 4:43 PM
Tot Richard Spragge
Cre Bob cistipbel; Peggy Satma
eIihfre! cviewV EA

kyou forth. Thesda up chard. I will net be able to attend the meeting, but woutd appreciate raoeMng coglesof any handeut m or visual aide used in the update. By way crlnputibryot, meeting with Council, end theEnviropjn,,r(& Class Assessnant • I understand the Ofliclal Plan sets out Con wth plan for ClearviewTOwnship and there is no audiodly from Cotincli to prepar, aC Eiwfrcrrmentel Assessment otherwise In
accordance with Its provisions.

2o
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me orn Plan makes ew In is tn 1.3 that It Is based on a Beckgrcond Repoet The Bsckgowld Repoft wasprepared tyMnley. It plans for atowth to 12794 persons hy 2022.

It allocates population cwth of 882 people to Creesnore. 1.500 to New Lowell, 2.500 to Stayner, 1 teA 21to Ba. 75 to &eitwvod. 33 to 0men, 55 to Ountroon, 15 to Glen Nixon. 276 to Nollawa, 35 to OldSunnidole, and 66 to Singliampton -a total of 5,482 pomona. fri add*lon, It allocates 492 persoriequhelentstoaccommodate nd sewa hi Creemore. If the mass ErwhtrmentalAssessmest Is being prepared on anyd basis from Via, it is ir position that It is done wlthoit the eillhorltyotCowldL It Is quite difficuitteunderstand why any class Envlroiveentis Assessment Is required forth. population glowth allocations that theOMc*al Plan Is based on. glmn the Ainley ana$Is that Is stdflclent bifraucture hi piece to ecanminodote all &this gloutil to 2021.

Please profidea oogy d’thle document to the membere ctCotricll so that Itwill itfonnthefr cunsideestlon of tillsmatter on Monday.

Have a

I still the hiforredon I uested.

Alt

-Ohiei—-

Frees: thelds
To: Gleneden - Alt Mollwahi ; QlP
Co: P.aov Sahna
Sent Fdday, 02, 4:13 PM

Rt Cleerviow Water LA

The is updathg Counci on the LA progress at the meeting this Monday Evening FEB 6,2007.Rldiasd Opregga

Fmnu Gleneilan - Alt Mc!hvaki mallb
Seat: Wadnasday, nuary 17,20078:57 AM
To: 8th Campbel
Cci Riclwd Spraggs Peggy Sakna
Su* emvtew Waler EA

Good day Mr. Clark.

306 days ago I wrote this in the sttwhed letter dealing with a Class Fnvironmesxtal Assessment forthe long-resm water supply In CleaMew Township:
“I would like to begin with the in yow letter “In each case, the existing [water)supply is not capable of meeting the of the anticipated growth.” Becaus. that
conclushm is the foundation for all your work, tell me what “anticipated growth” you areplmming for.

21&2007
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Council approved a 1O-y growth plan on Noveinb 8, 2f104. It provides for andcipated
growth ofZll8 people - 1,)O in each of Staynu and Creeinore, and 318 dsewhue Details
follow”

Despite several subsequent requests, I have un reply. Rumour k this mter may have been
discussed at Council un Monday night. I wonder if a lepart was tabled dint did not make ha way on
to tlz Township Web page. If the nmm is tee and these was audi a report tabled, please fax it to
me.

Ait Udiwain

This message has been rnid for viruses and
dangoua content by lPNewmka(21. and Is
believed to be dean

This megr has beas scanned tm viruses and
ilangerous oun t by WNetworksdlk and Is
believed to be dean.

fhis has been scann’d for viruses and
Jangezous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
,elie’vedtobeclean.

2O
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SBCTION 2 MUNICIPAL G*OWl7 SIRAIEGY

Noltawo. Old Sunnfdale1 Slnghompton. and Sunnidale Corners are secondaly growth
nodes. Major recreational destinations lnckde the Devil’s Glen and Osier uffs sid resorts.

While the Townsh’s economy htstodcaily has centred. • rid agricultural land use
octMttes, In more rent tbnes the municipoiltys populcilty as a :. . • . destination
and residential alternative to the more intensively tzbanld communities in the
surrounding area (Borne! Co god/Wasaga Beach) has been on the Increase. Select
paris of theTownship, especlolyihe Niagara Escarpment, abo ore becoming home to an
increasing number of retfrees and recreationallport-ltme residents.

The forecasted influx • ‘.xbon commuters. retirees and recreational residents a key factor
in planning forCleaMew’s fut’..re In view of its potential b’npoct on hard and soft munldpal
services (- .g. roodsiarIcs/water supply/sonhtciy sewage dbposal). and the demand for
non-faiTh and recreational residential development. pautculorty in rural areas.

2.33 POPULAT1ONAMID NE POJECflOIlS

Census of Canada data Indicates that. in 1996. the ne%iy-a • amated Iownshlp of
Cleciview had a permanent population oIl 2.400. of which appraidrnote 7.960 penons
resided in the rc,wmhtp’s itree p.imaiy and ten secondary settlement. ‘. and 4440 In

parts of the munldpollty.

in developing the policies of the Official Plan, the Township has prepared housing and

‘. • . = 1I I .I 1- —:.‘ -i I. l tL •i

need. These projections, contemplate an increase In theTownship’s total population and
number of housing units from 12.575 and 5.118 - - - in 1997. to 18.794 and 7.776 In
2021. It anficot -. that The prajected tomi of development tirough the Ie of this Plan
e. arid these population numbers are allocated, as fdlowz

dGieelh — 1 Ter
_II

P..

4
—- i.. — it

Are.
%Iural 4.5% 48% 36%

Antldpated giowth atecotionsbd an pcpulotbn prjedbr. and po6deswtith ect the
majofiyd new grcielh to the thee pdmay settlement ereas.

Mseswsent records In 2001 Indicate that the residential housing stock cunently consists of

4,405 (79% of total) perman t non-farm units, 741 (13.3% of total) faim-related residential
units and 430(7.7% ci total) seasonal residential units.

TOWNSHW OFCLfA*VTfW
CffL PLAN September O7



SEC7TON 2
MUNICiPAL GROWTH SIRATEGY

While These popuIa1lon/housin tatlstlcs and prc4ecltors provide a useful ai*ielne Inenswing an aaequare suppi al housing and sen4ces over the planning pedod of thisOffidolPian. el. .s .1 • h!.• - •Idlfflcuftto • •-‘‘ ,.•u given that:
- hto4catIy. the wth of the amalgamated Township has been constrned by alack of ful municipal seMces In more and New WweI.
- the Township Offe5 easy access and odesit1ble housing alternative to the boomingCity of Ba;

- theTownship has a significantand In sing seoso or non-permanent residentpopulation; and.

- lAs anticipated the Township could emeige as a prefeired location fooilt1leisurehlost’Ae communities In view of Its proxknhly to Sante and location In the Oeu.iTilangle resort area.

Rentztno these foctothe usIna/pccsibtIanforeThat havebeen develoced forthis Plan ore considered conservative and could be exceeded1
..

ader Intent that decrviews sowth rate be monitored and that the Official Plan be_sublect to erbdlc rev)to deterrninewhetherad. IonaIIofl need to be.. . . forflew development. It is also anlkipoted that there will be slgrflcant growth In The part-time and reaeatlond population and associated housing demand.
Where development beyond those areas d noted far growth Is proposed byamendment to this OMdal Plan. CounciL among other things, shalt
• Requfre that proponent prepare a justllcatlon repast the need for theproposed development as It speclicafly relates to the eaetlng undeveloped land baseobeacc designated by the Plan teooconwnodate growth to Z21.

Determine the consistency of the psoposal wIth the long-range seMcingof the Official Plan, as well as Council’s desire to achieve economics of sac e inping munldpol seivicfng upgrades
• Ensire that the type of sewage dispoesl and water seMces being proposed meeta Provincial standaith eeddIy the regulations and guidelines of the Mirishy ofthe nvtonrnent.

• Consider the Impact the elapment may have on the Township’s communityservices such as schocis, porics, waste disposal. police and tWa protection, andit v.IU necestote additional community toclittes.
Considerthe in1coflomof the proposed development on ThO Township’sand Mum rood etwotk.

12TOSW4$HW Of CLEA
OFHaAI PLAN
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SEC1ION 2 MUNICIPAL GROWill S1RATEGY

• Consider me development’s potential impact on the agricuflural comrrvnlly

• Consider the development’s potential impact on the Township’s natural heritage
resources Itrough, where neceaiy, the preparation of on Environment Impact
Statement fEIS) prepared fri accordance with n 4.1.22.

• Conslde the merit of the development proposal in to its compatUIly withsurowiding laid wes and mdstbig land use paite.re.

• Cc • the development’s. . . . ;. design and any innovations it may offer inrelation to housing alfordabal?y or utosMe.... nilles.

• Consider the inpllcatlons of the proposeddevelopment on the Township’s culturalheritage reso es.

Although. as noted above, the populotlon/ housing projections developed fvrlhe OffIcial
Plan provide a useful method for gauglng housing demand. It is a further objective of theTownship to foster a competitive real estate matet and the establishment ot a diverse
range of land uses. Accordingly, while areas designated for future growth on theOfficial Plan’s land use schedules appmoránat those developed on the basIs of Theseprojections. They do not represent a demarcation.

23.3 t4GHBOURING MUNICIPALI11ES

The Township of Clearview is bordered on the north by the Towns of Coflingwood and
Wosago Seach, on the south by the Townships ci Essa. Melancthon and Mulrntx, on the
east by the Towliship olspttngwoter, and on the west by the Town of The Blue Mountains
and the Township of Osprey. Fuhjredevelopmeritwithln These neighbou1ng communilios.
and a cooperative approach to r planning Issues could/wil have bearing on:

1. The magnitude. lam and timing of ture development in the Osiem Bkilfs’
Recreation Community.

2. Increased (economict opportunities in to the Coltngwood Airport Special
Development Area.

3. Long-f Inter-rnun tou,fst/reo’eaftonal oppoitunl • such as the
establIshment of a destkatIon-odented regional troJ system.

4. Future municipal water and/cr sanitary sewer ‘ •.• sen’tclng oppcrtunIfle mastpcsl)culady, as they relate to the Collngwocd-NewTecumseth water pipeline, and
fl1Ifl .. 5oi)/ 5WQ tl’5Otflseflt to in Wso Beach. COIIngWOOd
and/or - Town of The Blue Mountdns.

5. The development of an artedol ioad system which optimIses economic
P..a ii

TOWIISNW CLIA
OFFICL4L PLAN 2001



SECTiON 3 GOALS AND OBJECI7YES
4. To ensure asufliclent supply ci lands Is available to meet the fulwe needs ofthe Tnshfp’s r is for new development.

5. To encourage InnovatIve forms of development which protect the TnshIp’snatural arid ... . . • • features andfcr facültote affordable accommodationfor the municipality’s residents.

6. To provide sufficient dversHy in housIng types to meet the Lfert,le terences of theTownship’s residents.

7. To n*iimlze the frnpoct of new development on the function and aesthefic quaittyof Cleciview’s natural and citurd heritage resources and existIng agxtoAhzalcornrNirity.

8. To estobh cast-effective development standards fornew resldentbl developmentand redevelopment to reduce the cost of housing.

9. To encourage a balanced ratio of connerciol and Industrial assessment toresidential assessment.

32 MUNClPAL 3ElVICS

37.1 GOAlS

1. It Is the municipal seMces god. this Official Plan to provide adequate and safesystems otwatersupply. sanitary sewage disposal and stcen watermanagement toIl’ dlareosofdev-.. f.

3.7.2 • -

1. To oplinte the opportunity for the provision of I ii municipal sewage and waterservices In m . • new development areas.

2. To dkect major tome of new growth to municipally serviced. imory urbansettlement areas.

3. Toencourage pmgresstve. staged development flomn eotfng butt-upareasin ciderto ininln*e the need for major servicing erdensiom.

4. To upgrade aid 1nrove e,dstbig municipal services to meet the future growthrequfrements of the TcwnsNp.

5. Toens that the establlstiment of full, private or prxtbl servicing systems and stormwater management systems ocoirs In a manner consistent with at relevantmunicipal, County and ProvIncial policies and regulations.

P.ge2l
T0WNSIAPOF CtEAkYlW
OIAL PLAN
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Background, Experience, and Interest

This Is about Douglas Macintosh’s appeal. I am a rvisw taxpayer. I am a

graduate of University at Toronto’s Factily of Applied Science and Engineering. I was

a member at the Professional at Ontario for about 30 years. I have

managed apartment buIldhige I have built buildinge woridng for a contractor. I have

developed a lot of real estate fri Canada and the USA for Canadian Pensionfunds and

instructed a wide range of expert advisors to do the work. I am a lorig*ne registrant

pursuant to the Reel Estate and Dusinese Brokers Act. The Issues her’s are familiar

to me and I am at ease with them. I am Broker of Record and principal of Glened

Property Service Corporation. It provides real property intermediary and advisory

seMcea to the public and private sector acrosa Canada.

I came to my opinions with greet care. I met with lJoug together with others and

listened carefrily to what he Id. I read his material. I wrote In him and the

munIcipality. I had discussions with members of the law Society of Upper Canada.

Professional Engineers at Ontario, Ontario on of Architects Association of

Prof8sslanal Geosdentlats at Ontario. and the Canedlan Institute of Planners. I

thouglTt about the matter, and as it came into focus and I formed my opinions.

Creemore Is a very special community for me. My Internet In this mar Is the

application of proper planning p Iples to secure future development that is of a

character In keeping with the email town and historical character of Creemore, that

ensures a bullt4orm that complements Ito historical features and awaoticns, and

maintains Its unique sense of identity. I regard good pie In as the surest means of

having Creemore emerge from the next stage of Its development as a safe and

healthy community for me and my children and their clilidren to conlirsie to enjoy.

This is a higJily su community with a unique sense of Identity that redourids

to me benefit of all of us ppl4ng proper planning principles can see Creemore grow

and prosper as a isrger version of that community.



To SteGeni4RJSrRJB
15lMed2007 02:50 PM

SLt4e Fw Mu Qass E,wirenmental Assessments

Steve:

Please put a copy of this fri the correspondence Se (and make one for The project file as wet I guess).
Thanks

Bob

Bob MahenyIRJB or 03115i2007 02:49 PM —

- .on.
..nTvw-cuna1deaMentp.on.ss>, Sue Mc) ende15111 0212 PM

To <a8sge@dowviswtwp.cn.ss, Oon McPIy’
- . .ccm. Jet loW
. bunwieenP. ‘Sob Mee’
cBob_ ybsay

Su*d —

FV
Richard

Ftrnrn Richard Spraggs
Sent Thurstey, Mardi 15,2 72:11 PM
To: ‘Gleiedeii - Art t4dlwa
SubJect RE: Municipat Class Etwlronrnentl Assessments

Mr. Mcltmefn

Reference Is made to the Attachment this the varbus scheckses and the that theTownship is proceeding with under the Munldpal Class EA. This tomied part of the hand oI - InformationBulietti at the second PlC. This adequately descifoes th Schedule B and Schedule C hiteractlon. Youmay atso wish to reference the Flow Chad within the M Class EnvIronmental AssessmentsOocwnent The SchedJe B Is the first two celumna and Schedule C activities are hi the 3 columiw.

Please note that the Public lnfomatlon Centre 132 was well attended by the Public aid there weeinterest shown by the Public for these prcects to Continue.

Richard J. Spraggs P. Eng.
Director of Public Works



F : Gleneden A,t McllwaIn [nIRo;
Sent Friday1Maid 09,20074:53 PM
T. Rldiard Saggs
CcaobcatrØ&
SubJe Municipal cIa Environmental Assessments

March 9, 2007

Richnd Spragge
Tohip of Clearview

This is about the water and wastewater treatment Municipal Class Environmental
Assessments. You provided the slides for the Feb 5 R.J. Burnside
presentation. Slide 22 says the assessment Is proceeding as a Schedule B
project The preliminaiy sohtIons all Involve oonstnc1fon or major eansIons
and high environmental impact

I obtained a copy of Munlclpai Class EnvhDnmentalAss. from
Municipal Engineers Association. At page A4 it makes clear such works are
propertyaSchedulecproject SonA.l23onpageA5makescloartalluro
to foll the process Is a breach of the EA approval under which the parent
Class EA was authorized and therefore places the munldpality In breach of the
Environmental Assessment Act

I encourage you to bring these expensive Environmental Assessment projects
into compliance with the law, or better still abandon them because the
municipality cannot afford the cost of the infrastnjcture and the people do not
wantit

Yonis Imly,

Gleneden Property Service Corporation

Per

Art Mdflwahi

Bro of Record



‘“%çabIleYbssiRJB To Steve GendronlRJBRJB, Heather T,lppiRJBRlB
24iMayl2007 34 PM

Not sure this was In file or If you had

Fw Vsadctpal Class EA - Schedule B or Schedule CSu

Don McNalty, P.Eng.
R. J. Bumde & Associates Ltd
3 Ronefl Ciesent. CoIltngwrod
Ondo, L9Y 4,15
Phone: 706-4460615
Fax: 705-446-2399

cLmwP-coi.ncr
<CLRTWP-Counl .on.cs, Sue McKerelr

To cimiane@deavlewIwpoftca. Steve Sage
.oncs, Don McNally

<Oi_MctleIty

s.ct FW: Miaiicip Class EA - Schedule B or Schedule C

From: Gleneden - Art ]lwaln
-

Sert Frtday, March 30, 20072:16 PM
To: Rkhwd Spraggs
subje I Clam EP - Sdiedule B or Sdiedule C

Thaska for thb Richard. It is a plcaswe to work with you.

Bob
— Forresded by Bob Matet,yIRJB on 05l242007 02:33 PM —

Don McNdtyMJB
24iMayl2027 12:06 PM To Bob Mw,bssyiRJB@RJS

Fa. CdlfngwooWRJB@RJB

Sul Fw Munidpel Cisas EA -

MGE08394
B or Schedule C

— Forwarded by Don McNaltydRJB on 0512412007 1204 PM —

,..on.

021.Apr12007 09:12 AM

— Original Message —

Fror Richard Soraoss



To: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain
Sent FrIday, March 30,2007120 PM
Subject RE: Munidp Class LA - B or Schedule C

Thank you for your comments; they are self elanatorc I wil forward them to the Itast Engineer,who w review thm withIi the context of the tnId Clans LA wcik that they are dobig, It the
Consultant Engbieer has any questions or need darfflcatlon on any of your comments they wiN contact
you directly.

Also by this e-mail I am ask them to place your and the prev,ouse-m (Mardi 9, March15)into the LA File.

Thank you agaln for your comments.

Richard J. Spragga, P. Big.
Director Public Works

From: Gleneden - Alt malio:
Sent Thursday, MardI 29,20072:03 PM
Tot Richard Spragga

Munlcipul Class EA — Schedule B or Schedule C

This is what you rotc by c-mail today, and I think you for It

With regxcb to your latest e-mail please note that for the Water BA. these onre alternate ohttioea that wstc
Schedule B and Schedule C.

If you review the Plow Clint, the flow chin allows for Schedule B to flow Into a Schedule C BA. Schedule B is
Phase I and 11, Schedule C ii Phase Wand IV. By starting at tIn Schedule C ‘solutions’ ws would be presupposing
the Mtwiclpai Class EAPtocess.

Please note upon completion of the Schedule B gsuoms, and if the solution was deeiznd to be tasder the
Schedule C activity, it would be my ‘cu to notify the Public that the township be carrying on tin
pocs hito a Schedule C Study.

Richard J Spraggi. P. Bug.
Dkecror of Public Works

This it my reply.

The parent Municipal Class Environmental Assessment enables the plannmg of municipal
infrastructure to be undertaken in acconlance with an approved procedure designed to protect
the environment The Class EA approath has . - -. proven to provide an effective way of
complying with the Environmental Assessment Act. ft provides a consistent, streamlined and

iiy understood process for p : and iniplementing htftastrucazre projects and it provides
the flesibility to tailor the planning process to a specific project taking into account the
environmental setting, local public interests and unique project -. - ta.

That Is what the municipality Is engaged In - planning and then implementing an infrastructure
pnject On the basis of the Burnside presentation it will be vastly expensive and involve the



ition cI it frastuctute beyond the rated capacity of the existing water treatment facility. The
infrastructure being planned is described in the Bumside report. There is no doubt it is the type
of infrastructre the parent Municipal Class Environniea1 Assessment intendt to be treated as a
Schedule C matter. It is nor possible to identify the design of the infiasinicture being planned as
the preferred alteniative without following the Schedule C process. There would be no need for
any environmental class assessment at all if the planning was for infrastructure at the growth
levels set out in our Official Plan, it is a plan for growth that would not need such
infrasuctwe. It is based on a background report prepared by a professional engineering
organization that confirms that. I remind you that the the parent Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment clear that a wide range of routine upgrades and iinproveznents arc
preapprove

For that reason, I find your statement troublesome. It might mean the municipality would have
concluded what the preferred solution is without first doing the work, (including the hard work
of Increased commimicatlon with and listening to public) that a Schedule C matter demands.
Th would not be acceptable because of the inherent bias it would bring to the analysis.

There is reason for some hope in your words, though because they ly prevent the
municipality ftom implementing any Infrastructure that involves Increasing the capacity oldie
existing water system or building new water treatment facilities, or creating a new source of
supply, based solely on Schedule B work, and that is reassuring. Your words might mean the
municipality is not actually planning an infrastructure project it will implement at all, but merely
engaging in feasibility studies to settle on what infrastructure might look like in a nurther of
different growth scenarios. If that is the case you could call it engineering studies and [would
have no concern. Engineers do such studies all the time, and they are good at don8 that kind of
woxk So long as the municipality persists in calling it a Municipal Class Envuocmcntal
Msessment bowevez it is bound by the law to follow the rules of the parent Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment and in this case that means following the Schedule C protocols from
the outset.

Finally for now, I remind you that the requirement ofthe Greater Golden Horses Growth
Plan is that municipalities plan on the basis oldie growth provided for in it. Clendy the growth
that Burnside is pianning for has no regard for that requirement. That is unacceptable as welL

Respectfullsubmitted
Mdflwain



çobMaYb.nylRJB Steve Gand onlRJB@flJB, HeethorTrippRJBRJB

23lMayi2007 04:42 PM

Fw apalssEnvircnmenaswnentWaomomr

Bob

by Bob Ua,ttenydRJB on 05l232O07 04:42 PM —

Ichard Spraggs
I19@deP.Ofl. To “Bob Maytwiy c8c.Maybey©rJbumskla.am?

ay1200704:18PM
Sube FW: MwupaI Class Environmental Assessnnt Waatewainr

From: Gleneden - Art Mdflwaln [malito. I
Sent Tuesday, May 15, 2007 4:18 PM
To: Rithard Spraggs
Seb)e Mwikpal Case Eiwronmental Assessment Waealar

mcilwain

- 1LL

e-mail

May 15, 2007
RJ. Bumside &Asaociates Limited Township of Clearview
Robeit Mayberry, P.Eng. Riobazd Spragga, P.Eng.
DeliveredbyFaxtol054462399 Deliveredbye-mail

I have from Richard Spmggs z wcsenlaticc matasials used at the Poblic hefemiation Ccaus for
the W tar Municipal Class Menth on Wedaesdar I disagxue with numorous

contained in them I wilt provide wrinen reasons within ymre time lion. Please advise when you

—



I believe the Official Plans out a growth plan fora safe and healthy rural ciimnnnky with no need for
apon o(ezisth,g wastewatcr it.mit capacity I behave the wthPlan the Greater Golden
Honedoe rccp.iuea the m tq,.fity to plan for that amount of growth

Youzs truly,

Art Mcflwain

This message has been scanned fbi viruses mid
dangerous contest by VPNetworks(tkazid

believed to be clean. We.wetar hCEAOl511pJ
FoewardSourceIDNT0003E952



cherd To Steve GendroW cStew.... .ccnp

27i0ec12007 11:17 ii Sub_Jeot FW: Coicenis about Water and W

Steve
e-mail the copies & power poêit presentation that we presersed to CleaMew Counctl I wil save and then
send to Mr. MclIwaln
thanks
Ra

From: GPSC -Aft MclIwatn [mallto... -

Sent Tueeday, December 18,20074:22 PM
Tot Rklard

about W aid Wastawater Infrastnidure

Confirming no receipt of the promised PbwerPoimt presentation as yet.

Gleneden Property Servke Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Ast Mcflwain
Brr

jr

From: GPSC - Art a [malltn:
Sent Decnnber 10,2007 10:15AM
Tot ‘Richard Spragge’
ibJ. RE Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrasbiicture

HI Richard, and thanks far your note below. Please confirm the attachment is the Public Works Repoit
you refer to.

Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mallto:rspraggs@deaivlewtwp.on.caJ
Sent December 10, 2007 8:33 MI
To: GPSC - Art McIlwaIn; Bob Can,pbd
Cc Mayor Deputy Al Savage; Ccii hr Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson; Coundilor OrvIlie



Brown; Coundilor Robet Waflrer; Couriclior Roges May; Coundlior Shawn DavidsonSebJe RE: Concerrw bout Water and I

note that Vie Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this esenbg (Dec10,2007) by RJ Bumside. Please note that on the Townsti,’s Web SI. Is a Public Works Report onthis matter. It you can not download this report from the Agends, please advise and the undersigned wille-mal a copy to t.

Please note that your comments will be to Ri irnsIde for their review, totale intoconsideration, end to place In the EA File.

Please note that I will foiward to you the power point pmeentatbi as I ha previously done in th. peatlatter thiaweek.

Richard Spragge, P. ErIg.
Director Pi.tlIcW

Froim (WSC - Art Mctlwein [meIlta
Sent: Friday, Decumber 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bobs Campbell
Cc Mayor Doputy Savage; Councillor Doug Mres; Mayor Ken Ferguson; Coundilor OivlNe8w; Coundlior Robert Waflm, Counclllor Roger McUvray; axindlor Shawn DavidsonSubje about Water and Wastewater Ii*asbucture

Deceinber7, 2007
Towaship of Cl iew
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the status of the MunicipalClass Environmental Assessments with respect to water and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in theStayner Sun that ii, asmare meetmga am being held with respect to matters that sound tot to me like themunicipality may be taking stepa to import water from neighbouring niunicipalitics and exportwastcwater to them for ueamwnt.

I remind tIn municipality of section 24 g Act provision that no public work shall beundertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any that does not conform with the Official Plan,which on my reading is a plan for growth to a target popul of less than 19,000 people by 2(121 whichplan explicitly allocates the targeted population gronth so as to avoid the requirement for any new wor wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or population growth targets thatthe municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of decision in London vRSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and voting on matters in closed

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at pam 17 t the law requires all municipal ningsbe open to the public with a few excej*ions that do not apply to the matter in Creemom. The Cowt motesat pam 18-19 ii was not always that way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemorematter of Alliance Homes, Isay the Council acted the way things were before the law was changed. TheCourt notes pam 24 that even properly closed meetings are subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipalityto pass a resolution stating the fact of the holding of a closed meating and the general nature of the matterto be considered. Isay that in the Creemoce mutter, Council met in closed session without doing that.



The Court notes at pars 25 that the open meeting requirement is further reinfosned with respect to thetaking of a vote and that the law requires a meeting shell not be closed to the public during the taking of avote, with a few exceptions that did not apply to the in Creermae either. In the Creemore matterthe Council did tam a vote during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision with the inuicacies of one of the exceptions to the niles requiringopen meetings beginning at ‘on 3.2 which analyzes Interim Ccotxvl By-Iaws even there the Courtfound at pars 32 tInt with respect to anch by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right tonotice and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her sight to observe municipal governmentin process. The Cowl found that the open meeting inquire concerns the latter, and at pars 33 that byclosing its meetings the ity of the City of London broke the law.

Hopefully the Ity has learned from its missteps in Alliance matter and is not now engagedin the same n*t of conduct with respect to the holding of closed meetings and taking votes on matters inclosed mactin related to municipal infrastructure.

I rennad tire municipality that the Court explains at pars 34 the meredy available to concerned citizens.Anybody may bring an london to quash the deal Council made in seaet. and that application may bemade any’ before Apr11 2008 ix connection with the Creemore matter nod will ante if meeting havebeen held improperly In connection with the nreuets the Stayner Sire reported.
As the Court says at pars 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to lemesse Icconfidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the open and transparent exercise ofmunicipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing In the Cree matter. giving rise to the right ofany citizen to the teniedies the law provide& Be clear in this: I am not threatening litigation here. I ammerely reminding the immicipality of its duty wider the law and pleading for it to conduct itself in a waythat will increase public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open andtramparent exercise of nnmicipal power, and have written today because I understand the matter ofmunicipal infrastmcture may on the agenda for Monday’s meeting.

[ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that meeting. and to facilitate hisconimunication to the Mayor Memb of Council, I have copied them on thu e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a t weekend.

Regartis.
Art Moflwajn

This message. been scanned fox viruses and
dangerous content by a - ,and is
believed to be clean.



Gleneden

GPSC

Class EA Gone Awry
Concerns and Request

Richard Spraggs and Peggy Slama

Mar 6, 2008

Clearview Township has promulgated an environmental assessment gone seriously awry. It would use
the document as authority to spend $144 million (about $59,000 per current dwelling) on water systems
for four settlement areas with a population of about 6,000 people to accommodate 48,000 more
people. That is 13.5 times the Provincial maximum planning target of about 3,500 more people, which
would require no new water systems. Additional capital costs and operating costs required for other
municipal services to accommodate this elevated level of growth (beginning with wastewater
treatment) are not assessed. There is no assessment of the impact of this huge increase on important
aspects of the Economic, Natural, Social, and Cultural environments, even though the Parent EA requires
it. important information and analysis has not been provided that Council bargained for and adopted in
the Terms of Reference. The proponent acknowledges it used incorrect population data as the basis for
its calculations but refuses to use the correct data. There is no explanation of any particular urgency in
undertaking this work, and there has been no population growth pressure during the past 5 years that
would necessitate it. The result would be to sabotage the Provincial interest and undertake a de facto
amendment of the Official Plan without the statutory protections of public participation and rights of
appeal the Planning Act affords OP amendments. The Class EA process is intended to afford a
municipality a straightforward means to plan infrastructure that complies with the Official Plan and the
Provincial interest. Council should now take a step back and avail itself of Class EA provisions allowing it
to voluntarily elevate the project to a Schedule C assessment so that its advisors can have the benefit of
public input and complete the assessments the Parent EA requires and Council bargained for in the
Terms of Reference. Council should also immediately avail itself of another Parent EA provision and
authorize negotiations to extend beyond the March 14 deadline for the public to request the Minister of
the Environment become involved.

GPSC - MG 03 4662 Mar 6. . . /2
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Concerns
There is no demonstration that the proposed undertakings adequately provide for the protection,

conservation and wise management of the environment in the broad sense of the word which includes

the natural, social, cultural, built and economic environments. The approved process in the Parent EA

has not been followed, meaning the proponent has not complied with Section 13(3)(a) of the

Environmental Assessment Act. The proponent is inappropriately using the Class EA as a planning tool

to plan infrastructure that does not conform to the Official Plan, and that is forbidden by the Planning

Act without first amending the Official Plan. The Terms of Reference require data and analysis not

provided, which would be helpful to determining the impact of the proposed undertakings on the

environment.

Growth
The proponent has not used Council-Adopted population targets as the basis for planning the proposed

undertakings. Instead, the proposed undertakings are planned based on growth more than 13 times

that in the Council-Adopted-Provincial-Policy population planning targets.

Council- -

• ..

‘•-•• Adoptêd. Class EA

- ;• . Populatirt -: Population
E’usting Phnning PlannLng

Popu1atioi’ Target Target,

ifeII .

_

29O ri 0

Nottawa 975 948 8,650

Stayner 3,400 5,600 28,200

1oaI

The Council-Adopted-Provincial-Policy population planning targets require planning for population

growth from 5,275 to 8,838, which is 3,563 additional people. Instead, the proponent uses population

growth to 53,525 people, which is 48,250 additional people — 13.5 times the Council-Adopted-Provincial

Policy population planning growth targets.

Council has not adopted any updated population growth projections. Indeed, there is no population

growth pressure requiring the adoption of updated population growth projections. The total population

of Clearview Township in 2006 was 14,088 and five years earlier it was 13,796.

This matter of the population planning targets is of fundamental importance to the proponent’s

planning of the undertakings. There is no need for the undertakings at the population levels of the

Council-Adopted-Provincial Policy population planning targets. The Council and Provincial population

planning targets are almost identical. The Council-Adopted targets have been carefully calibrated to

make efficient use of existing infrastructure without the need for any additional infrastructure.
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Impacts

Economic Environment Impacts
The impact on the Economic Environment of development to the Council-Adopted population targets is
the subject of meticulous study by the municipality. The municipality clearly understands what
additional services are required to service the growth it has planned for, where that development is to
take place, how much capital cost is required to pay for the additional services, has committed to spend
the money required, and has in place a Development Charges By-law that will allow it to collect a
substantial portion of the capital costs involved from developers.

The vastly increased impact on the Economic Environment of development at levels of growth 13 times
that in the Council-Adopted-Provincial Policy planning is not assessed in the Class EA. There is no
assessment of either the gross impact, or the per capita impact on the Economic Environment of many
of the increased demands for services that are always attendant upon such growth.

Class EA
‘nomic Environmental Im act Pu • ulation Tars ets

administrative services
drainage services (off site storm)
fire and emergency servIces
health care services
library services No Assessment

parks and recreation
police services
roads and transportation services
school services
wastewater services
water services Phase 2 Assessment

The proposed undertakings would not be needed for the Council-Adopted population targets, which
have been carefully calibrated in the Official Plan to make efficient use of existing infrastructure. The
proposed undertakings are not part of the services in the Development Charges By-law, so the
municipality cannot collect the costs from developers.

A major impact on the Economic Environment would be the $144 million in capital and ongoing water
purchase costs the Phase 2 Assessment identifies. None of these costs would be required if planning
proceeds on the basis of the Council-Adopted population growth targets.

Water Services Class EA Population Planning-Target
Economic

.-?Environmental Impact $miIlionPurchase &Total
New Lowell 20.8 13.6 34.4
Nottaw,ç 1714riia
Osler 10.4 .8 11.2
5taynér t 4 50 7-’ 29 7 Z 80 4j
Total 99.1 45.2 144.3
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The Province has a continuing interest in developing safe and healthy communities that have a net

positive impact on the economic environment. To that end, it has devised and implemented a major

regional planning initiative, the Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan. Its primary purpose is to put an

end to piecemeal development and instead to focus growth in growth centres. The impact of the

proposed undertakings on the Economic Environment would be to sabotage the provincial interest in

constraining growth and instead continue the very pattern of development the Province has concluded

we can rio longer afford, and which it has said it will not permit.

Four separate settlement areas (Osler, Nottawa, Stayner, New Lowell) are planned by the proponent

with separate water systems at a total cost of $144 million before assessing the impact on the economic

environment of the wastewater the water systems will produce, or the increased services that the

people who will use the water and wastewater systems will require. What the proponent seeks to use

the Class EA process to authorize is a poster child for what the Province has determined is rio longer

acceptable.

The proponent includes in its material a statement that ratepayers in the individual communities will be

required to pay the capital cost of the undertakings allocated on a front footage basis. There is no

assessment of the amount of such payments in the proponent’s material. They can be expected to be

substantial.

GPSC - MG 03 4662 Mar 6.. . /5



Gleneden

The proponent uses a fundamentally incorrect numerical procedure to determine the extent of future
demand for water services.

The Provincial interest is set out in the Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan. Its intention is to plan
based on distributing the population growth for the Greater Golden Horseshoe region and having
development take place in compact communities so that development takes place with affordable
economic environmental impact. It achieves those goals by requiring the proponent to plan for a stated
maximum population and to use land at a stated minimum density. Knowing those two numbers, the
correct planning numerical procedure divides the stated maximum population by the stated minimum
density to derive the area of land that will be developed, with appropriate adjustments to existing
Official Plans which routinely designated much greater land areas than the Provincial interest now
allows.

The proponent went awry when it used a numerical procedure that incorrectly ignores the primacy of
the population growth planning targets and density targets in the Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth
Plan. Instead, the proponent incorrectly multiplies the land area in the existing, unamended Official
Plan by the stated minimum density in the Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan to arrive at a
population number which underlies all of its other calculations and is orders of magnitude larger than
permitted by the Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan. This is clearly wrong and would have the
effect of sabotaging the Provincial interest.

As to the impact on the economic environment, the correct calculation would have the proponent
planning for about 3,500 additional people in these settlement areas, which would not require any of
the undertakings, whereas the incorrect calculation has the proponent planning for 48,250 additional
people — 13.5 times the correct number — with a profound impact on the economic environment, much
of which has not been assessed by the proponent at all.
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Natural Environment Impacts
The proposed undertakings would increase the requirement for wastewater treatment far beyond the

rated treatment capacity of the existing municipal wastewater treatment systems.

In New Lowell, the entire settlement area is served by private sewage disposal systems. There is no

assessment of the effect on the Natural Environment of the increased demand placed on these existing

systems by development at the level the proposed undertakings are planned for.

In March 2006, Ministry of the Environment wrote Burnside identifying concerns of the increased

likelihood of the over-loading of septic systems due to the availability of a more secure water supply.

MOE indicated this issue is under-scored by provisions in the Provincial Policy Statement (enacted under

Section 3 of the Planning Act) which clearly indicate the conditions under which partial servicing may be

considered. There is no assessment of these impacts on the Natural Environment.

There would be a much larger number of automobiles and trucks using the road network as a result of

levels of growth 13 times that in the Council-Adopted-Provincial Policy planning. The impact of these

increased traffic volumes would extent outside the boundaries of the municipality imposing

considerable additional traffic on the regional road systems. There is no assessment of the effect on the

Natural Environment.

Social Environment Impacts
The Official Plan requires Council manage development so as to preserve the small town atmosphere

and unique historical identity of the settlement areas. Development at 13 times the population growth

targets in the Official Plan will have a significant impact on the social environment in these communities.

There is no assessment of the effect on the Social Environment of the increased demand placed on

these communities by development at the level the proposed undertakings are planned for. There is

certainly no demonstration the way of life in these communities that makes them such a great place to

live will be able to survive development at levels of growth 13 times those in the Council-Adopted

growth levels.

Cultural Environment Impacts
Development to the population levels planned for in the proposed undertakings would impose vastly

increased demands on the facilities (like churches, community centres, curling rinks, hockey rinks,

baseball diamonds, farmers markets, schools, and so on) where people get together to enjoy the

pleasure of each other’s company and go to school. There is no assessment of the significantly

increased impact on the cultural environment of development at levels 13 times those of the Council-

Adopted growth.

Mitigation of Impacts
The Council-Adopted-Provincial Policy level of growth mitigates all of the net negative impacts identified

above. None of the undertakings are required at that level of growth. The proponent does not identify

in its material any means of mitigating the impacts identified.
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Process Inadequate
The Planning Process has been inadequate to meet the requirements of the Parent EA.

1 The proponent went awry when it did not base its population planning targets on the
population growth limit imposed by the Places to Grow Act’s Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth
plan and instead adopted an incorrect numerical technique that plans based on targets 13.5
times that number.

2 There is simply no assessment at all of the impacts of the profoundly different levels of growth
will have on many aspects of the environment.

3 The proponent acknowledges it used incorrect population data as the basis for its calculations
and has refused to use the correct data even though it has been available for several months.

4 The current levels of population are misstated in the proponent’s material.
5 The proponent uses out-of-date census data and states that it is the most current census data.
6 The proponent makes no valid explanation of the need for the undertaking. T11e proponent

cites out-of-date census data to state there is population growth pressure thatcannot be met
with the existing water systems. The up-to-date census data, which has been available for many
months, shows that there is no population growth pressure, even though there has been an
ample supply of OP Designated, Draft Plan approved lots available during the past five years.

7 The Council-Adopted Terms of Reference require important work that remains undone.
8 The proponent disguised as mere studies the true intent of the process which is now revealed to

be to plan undertakings that would be implemented on its completion.
9 The analysis of impacts required by the Parent EA was not conducted.
10 The record of comments received is incomplete. Important documents are not included, the

nature of important concerns are misstated in a summary that does not include any documents
during the past two years, and no statement is provided as to how the real concerns have been
dealt with.

11 The analysis of the process that the Parent EA requires to explain how the decision was made to
limit the project to a Schedule B Assessment is not included.

Consultation Inadequate
Consultation is the cornerstone of the Class Environmental Assessment process. The consultation here
has been inadequate to meet the requirements of the Parent EA.

1 The proponent refused numerous requests to provide the population targets being planned for
during Phase 1 or Phase II.

2 The Problem definition used in the Public Information Centres was changed in the File Report
without notice to the public or input from it.

3 The consultation required in Phase Ill was not undertaken.

The overall result is the proponent has denied itself much useful information about the effects of the
undertakings on the environment for use during the planning process, and denied members of the
public their right to provide it.
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Considerations
Municipal Class Environmental Assessments enable the planning of municipal infrastructure to be

undertaken in accordance with an approved procedure designed to protect the environment. In this

matter, the approved procedure has not been followed, the assessment is incomplete and further

assessment is required.

Purpose of ECA
The purpose of this Class Assessment as stated in its Terms of Reference is examine various solutions for

future municipal water and sewage servicing in four areas. Instead, it is being used as the planning for

four separate water undertakings.

Differs from other Undertakings
These are factors which cause this assessment to differ from other undertakings planned using the

Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process:

1 This proponent uses a Class EA to plan infrastructure that does not conform to the Official Plan.

2 Four water undertakings are planned here in a single Municipal Class EA.

3 The problem stated at the end of Phase 1 has been changed in the File Report.

4 The Council-Adopted population targets have not been used.

5 The Class EA uses population targets that are 13 times those Council has adopted.

6 Parent EA requirements for assessments have not been met.

7 Project File Requirements of the Parent EA have not been met.

8 Data collection and analysis requirements of the Terms of Reference have not been met.

Significance of Factors and Differences
1 Class EA’s are intended to plan infrastructure that conforms to the Official Plan. It is an abuse of

the Class EA process to plan infrastructure required for growth that is 13 times the growth

provided for in the Council-Adopted population planning targets. In addition because the

Council-Adopted population planning targets align almost identically with those in the Provincial

Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan, it is likewise and abuse of the Class EA process to plan

infrastructure required for growth that is 13 times the growth provided for in the Provincial

growth plan is an abuse.
2 Class EA’s are intended to plan one infrastructure project at a time. This Class EA has more in

common with a Master Plan than a Class EA

3 Defining a different problem in the Project File Report than at the end of Phase I deprives the

public of its right to provide information and comments with respect to the problem.

4 The Council-Adopted population management targets help Clearview do its part in the regional

planning undertaken by the Province of Ontario in its Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan,

which in turn was undertaken to provide for the protection, conservation and wise management

of the environment by combating the insidious effects of urban sprawl on the natural, social,

cultural, built and economic environments. Using the Class EA process to do an “end run”

around these necessary constraints is an abuse of the Class EA process.

5 Using the Class EA process to enable development at 13 times the level of growth provided for

in the Council-Adopted population growth planning targets without any assessment of the

effects on the environment is an abuse of the Class EA process. The literature is replete with

analysis of the effects of urban sprawl and the failure to plan on a regional basis. The fact the

proponent has chosen to use the Class EA process to authorize infrastructure that will enable

such development cries our for a full assessment of its effects on the environment.
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6 The Parent EA is very clear on what is required in a Class EA. The fact that this proponent has
chosen not to implement the required assessments, including things as fundamental as how the
water that would be made available by these undertakings will be treated when it becomes
wastewater, cries out for the need for a full assessment.

7 The failure of the proponent to maintain complete records of correspondence, or to provide
memoranda to file explaining the proponent’s rationale in developing stages for the project, or
to provide copies of the reports prepared by consultants or others brings into question the
validity of the process, and this too cries out for the need for an individual assessment.

8 The failure of the proponent to provide the important data and analysis called for in the Council-
Adopted terms of reference deprives the proponent and the Council and the public of
information necessary to assess the effects of the undertakings on the environment.

Nature of Concerns
There are important impacts on the environment that remain unassessed. Taken together these factors
and differences amount to the simple fact that there is no demonstration that the proposed
undertakings adequately provide for the protection, conservation and wise management of the
environment in the broad sense of the word which includes the natural, social, cultural, built and
economic environments. In addition, the concerns are that the proponent is inappropriately using the
Class Environmental Assessment process to make a de facto amendment to the Official Plan without the
protections of public participation and appeal built into that Planning Act process.

Benefits of carrying out an individual EA
Carrying out an individual EA would provide the public and members of Council with information not
available any other way about the effects of development at this scale on the natural, social, cultural,
built and economic environments. It will cast into sharp relief the true effect turning these four
communities into the next chapter of urban sprawl would have on them. Hopefully, that information
will lead the Proponent to a decision to abide by the regional planning rules the Province has developed
in the Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan, and that Council has adopted in its unamended Official
Plan.

Applicability and Effectiveness of other Legislation
The Planning Act provides a well understood process for amending an Official Plan and affords members
of the public with a right of participation in the process and a right of appeal to the Ontario Municipal
Board. If the Proponent wishes to plan on the basis of growth which is 13 times that provided for in the
Official Plan, it has only to undertake that process. For members of the public concerned with this
proponent’s abuse of the Municipal Class EA process, the Environmental Assessment Act and the parent
EA provides the most effective, least costly, and as a practical matter the only effective tool.
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Request to Elevate to Schedule C
The Parent EA provides that:

“If a concern is not resolved through discussions with a proponent, the person or

party raising the objection may request the proponent to voluntarily: elevate the

project to a Schedule C or to an individual environmental assessment.”

It is requested that if discussions this week do not resolve the concerns, Council consider the matter at

its meeting on March 10th and decide to voluntarily elevate the project to a Schedule C. That would

allow the proponent to provide the assessment of the effect of the undertakings on the environment

that the Parent Class EA requires.

Request to Negotiate

The Parent EA provides that:

“when serious concerns are raised during the 30 day review period, the proponent

should be prepared to attempt to negotiate a resolution of the issues, even if it

means that the 30-day review period may be exceeded. In this event, the proponent

should make it clear to those raising the concern that negotiations will continue for a

mutually acceptable specified time period, following which, if the issues remain

unresolved, a request can be made to the Minister within afurther 7 calendar days.

It is requested that negotiation begin when the Class EA dealing with wastewater is completed and end

30 days thereafter, with the right of request to the Minister extending for a further 7 calendar days

thereafter.



Gleneden Property Service Corporation

GPSC

Class EA Gone Awry
Concerns & Request

Richard Spraggs and Peggy Slama

3/11/2008

Clearview Township has promulgated an environmental assessment gone seriously awry. It would usethe document as authority to build major water systems for four settlement areas with a totalpopulation of about 6,000 people to accommodate 48,000 more people. That is 13.5 times the 3,500population growth Provincial law requires the municipality to plan for, which would not require newwater systems. Environmental impacts of other municipal services to accommodate this elevated levelof growth (beginning with wastewater and sewage treatment) are not assessed. There is no assessmentof the impact of this larger than permitted increase on important aspects of the Economic, Natural,Social, and Cultural environments, even though the Parent EA requires it. Important information andanalysis has not been provided that Council bargained for and adopted in the Terms of Reference(including things as fundamental as a wastewater EA.) The proponent acknowledges it used incorrectpopulation data as the basis for its calculations but refuses to use the correct data. The proponent hasnot followed the Class EA process in numerous important respects. Concerns were brought to theattention of the proponent in Phase 2 of the project and during the 30 day period after it advertisedcompletion. A request to voluntarily elevate the project to a Schedule C project was denied even thoughthe undertakings are clearly Schedule C activities and the municipality advertised it was proceeding as aSchedule C project with it advertised the commencement of the project. A request to negotiateimportant concerns that arose during the 30 day period for a time ending after the expiry of the 30 dayperiod was denied.
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Concerns
There is no demonstration that the proposed undertakings adequately provide for the protection,conservation and wise management of the environment in the broad sense of the word which includesthe natural, social, cultural, built and economic environments. The approved process in the Parent EAhas not been followed, meaning the proponent has not complied with Section 13(3)(a) of theEnvironmental Assessment Act. The proponent is inappropriately using the Class EA as a planning toolto plan infrastructure that does not conform to the requirements of Section 2.2.1.1 of the Growth Planfor the Greater Golden Horseshoe which requires planning to the growth targets set out there, and thatdoes not conform to the Official Plan, and that is forbidden by the Planning Act without first amendingthe Official Plan. The Terms of Reference require data and analysis not provided, which would be helpfulto determining the impact of the proposed undertakings on the environment.

Growth
The proponent has not used Council-Adopted-Provincial-Policy population targets as the basis forplanning the proposed undertakings. Instead, the proposed undertakings are planned based on growthmore than 13.5 times that in the Council-Adopted-Provincial-Policy population planning targets.

New Lowelt 9oG 2,29O 11,91O’Nottawa 975 948 8,650Osler NA NA 4,765Stayner 3,400 5,600 28,200Total 5.275 8,838 53,525

The Council-Adopted-Provincial-Policy population planning targets require planning for populationgrowth from 5,275 to 8,838, which is 3,563 additional people. Instead, the proponent uses populationgrowth to 53,525 people, which is 48,250 additional people — 13.5 times the Council-Adopted-ProvincialPolicy population planning growth targets.

Council has not adopted any updated population growth projections. Indeed, there is no populationgrowth pressure requiring the adoption of updated population growth projections. The total populationof Clearview Township in 2006 was 14,088 and five years earlier it was 13,796.

This matter of the population planning targets is of fundamental importance to the proponent’splanning of the undertakings. There is no need for the undertakings at the population levels of theCouncil-Adopted-Provincial Policy population planning targets. The Council and Provincial populationplanning targets required by section 2.2.1.1 of the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe arealmost identical. The Council-Adopted targets have been carefully calibrated to make efficient use ofexisting infrastructure without the need for any additional infrastructure. The Provincial targets havebeen carefully calibrated to ensure that safe and healthy communities develop with minimal impacts onthe economic and natural environments.
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NPV Water
Purchase

13.6
1.1 18.3

.8 11.2
80.4

45.2 144.3

Impacts

Economic Envi ronnient Impacts
The impact on the Economic Environment of development to the Council-Adopted-Provincial-Policytargets is the subject of meticulous study by the municipality. The municipality clearly understandswhat additional services are required to service the growth it has planned for, where that developmentis to take place, how much capital cost is required to pay for the additional services, has committed tospend the money required, and has in place a Development Charges By-law that will allow it to collect asubstantial portion of the capital costs involved from developers.

The vastly increased impact on the Economic Environment of development at levels of growth 13.5times that in the Council-Adopted-Provincial-Policy planning is not assessed in the Class EA and no validexcuse is had in the suggestion that all this can be assessed later. Later will be too late. There is noassessment of the impact on the Economic Environment of increased demands for these services.

Class E41
Economic Enviro
administrative services
drainage services (off site storm)
fire and emergency services
health care services
library servic
parks and recreation
police services

No Assessment

Phase 2. Assessment

roads and transportation services
school services.
wastewater services
water services

The proposed undertakings would not be needed for the Council-Adopted-Provincial-Policy targets,which have been carefully calibrated in the Official Plan to make efficient use of existing infrastructure.The municipality cannot collect the costs from developers. That can be expected to have a negativeimpact on the economic environment of the municipality that is not assessed in the Class EA.

A major negative impact on the Economic Environment would be the $144 million in capital and ongoingwater purchase costs the Phase 2 Assessment identifies. None of these costs would be required ifplanning proceeds on the basis of the Council-Adopted-Provincial-Policy population growth targets.

Capital Cost
$milllori

New Lowell 20.8
Nottawa 17.2
Osler 10.4

__________

Stayner 50.7

______

Total 99.1

Totai
34.4
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The Province has a continuin interest in developing safe and heafthy communities that have a netpositive impact on the economic environment. To that end, it has devised and implemented a majorregional planning initiative, the Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan. Its primary purpose is to put anend to piecemeal development and instead to focus growth in growth centres. The impact of theproposed undertakings on the Economic Environment would be to sabotage the provincial interest inconstraining growth and instead continue the very pattern of development the Province has concludedwe can no longer afford, and which it has said it will not permit.

--

t.

Four separate settlement areas (Osler, Nottawa, Stayner, New Lowell) are planned by the proponentwith separate water systems at a total cost of $144 million before assessing the impact on the economicenvironment of the wastewater the water systems will produce, or the increased services that thepeople who will use the water and wastewater systems will require. What the proponent seeks to usethe Class EA process to authorize is a poster child for what the Province has determined is no longeracceptable.

The proponent includes in its material a statement that ratepayers in the individual communities will berequired to pay the capital cost of the undertakings allocated on a front footage basis. There is noassessment of the amount of such payments in the proponent’s material. They can be expected to besubstantial, and can be expected to have a material negative impact on the economic environment ofeach of these households.
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The proponent uses a fundamentally incorrect numerical method to determine the extent of futuredemand for water services.

The Provincial interest is set out in Section 2.2.1.1 of the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe.Its intention is to plan based on distributing the growth in population and jobs for the Greater GoldenHorseshoe region and developing compact communities so that development takes place withaffordable economic environmental impact. It achieves those goals by requiring the proponent to planfor a stated maximum population and to use land at a stated minimum density. Knowin those twonumbers, the correct planning numerical method divides the stated maximum population by the statedminimum density to derive the area of land that will be developed, with appropriate adjustments toexisting Official Plans which routinely designated much greater land areas than the Provincial interestnow allows.

The proponent went awry when it used a numerical method that incorrectly ignores the Section 2.2.1.1primacy of the population growth planning targets and density targets in the Greater Golden HorseshoeGrowth Plan. Instead, the proponent incorrectly multiplies the land area in the existing, unamendedOfficial Plan by the stated minimum density in the Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan to arrive at apopulation number which underlies all of its other calculations and is orders of magnitude larger thanpermitted by the Section 2.2.1.1 requirement of the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe.This is clearly wrong and would have the effect of sabotaging the Provincial interest.

As to the impact on the economic environment, the correct calculation would have the proponentplanning for about 3,500 additional people in these four settlement areas, which would not require anyof the undertakings, whereas the incorrect calculation has the proponent planning for 48,250 additionalpeople — 13.5 times the correct number — with a profound impact on the economic environment, muchof which has not been assessed by the proponent at all.
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‘1atural Environment Impacts
The proposed undertakings would increase the requirement for wastewater treatment far beyond therated treatment capacity of the existing municipal wastewater treatment systems. In New Lowell, theentire settlement area is served by private sewage disposal systems. There is no assessment of theeffect on the Natural Environment of the increased demand placed on these existing systems bydevelopment at the level the proposed undertakings are planned for. It excuses nothing to suggest thatthere is a parallel Class EA underway for wastewater treatment because this Water Class EA willauthorize the undertakings regardless of the outcome of the wastewater Class EA, which may never becompleted. There is no subsequent undertaking identified in this Class LA that would require thewastewater Class EA to be completed and to adjust the environmental assessment in this LA to haveregard for the results of the wastewater LA. It is simply not good enough to plan undertakings that willdraw the water from Georgian Bay many kilometres distant to service 55,000 people and the business inthe municipality without completing a thorough analysis of what is to be done with the water when itbecomes wastewater laden with sewage.

In March 2006, Ministry of the Environment wrote RJ. Burnside, the proponents engineer, identifyingconcerns of the increased likelihood of the over-loading of septic systems due to the availability of amore secure water supply. MOE indicated this issue is under-scored by provisions in the ProvincialPolicy Statement (enacted under Section 3 of the Planning Act) which clearly indicate the conditionsunder which partial servicing may be considered. There is no assessment of these impacts on theNatural Environment. It excuses nothing to suggest that the Official Plan requires New Lowell to be onfull services (which it does not in any event) because there is no assessment of what will happen tothese private sewage systems if that does not happen and no subsequent undertaking or monitoringproposed in this LA requiring that the municipality put the 900 people in New Lowell today on fullmunicipal services.

The proposed undertakings are designed on the basis that 55,000 people and the local industries thatcarry on business in four settlement areas will draw their water form Georgian Bay. There is noassessment of the impact of doing so on the fish and other aquaculture of Georgian Bay, there is noindication that other environmental assessments have considered this matter, and there is no indicationthat First Nations people who might be affected by this increased water taking were consulted in theplanning process.

There would be a much larger number of motor vehicles using the road network as a result of levels ofgrowth 13.5 times that in the Council-Adopted-Provincial Policy planning. The impact of this increasedvehicular traffic would be harmful to human health and extend outside the boundaries of themunicipality imposing considerable additional traffic on the regional road systems. There is noassessment of the considerable negative impact on the Natural Environment.

Consider this from the Executive Summary of the Ontario College of Family Physicians 2005 Report onPublic Health and Urban Sprawl in Ontario. After stating that the proposed Provincial Growth Plan willplay a key role in controlling sprawling growth, it states:

In this document, the pathwayfrom urban sprawl to public health via vehicle emissions and air pollutionwill be examined, along with reviews of the relationship of sprawl to increased driving. Sprawling urbandevelopments leads to increased driving, which results in increased vehicle emissions that contribute toair pollution and its attendant negative impacts on human health. Health effects of traffic-related airpollution, at both the local and regional levels, are described using Toronto and Ontario mortality and
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morbidity data. The effects of air pollution and greenhouse gas emissions on morbidity and mortality,particularly with reference to respiratory disease (including asthma), cardiovascular disease, andreproductive health are summarized. Some cancers such as leukemia in children have been linked toexhaust toxicants. Furthermore, the increased greenhouse gas emissions that result from a car-dependent society are counterproductive to the Canadian commitment to (the global effort toameliorate the effects of climate change.j

The future pattern of land development will shape the choice and mode of travelforfuture generations,as well as determine housing location and affordability. Evidence clearly shows that people who live inspread-out, car-dependent neighbourhoods are likely to walk less, weigh more, and suffer from obesityand high blood pressure and consequent diabetes, cardio-vascular and other diseases, as compared topeople who live in more efficient, higher density communities (Ewing et al, 2003a).
The sprawl index used by Ewing is used to rank these areas and is calculated in such a way that thehigher the index the lower the sprawl. Thus, road accidents andfatalities are found to decline as theindexfor localities increases. The low-walkability of sprawling neighbourhoods and the resulting increasein car use contribute to the growing obesity epidemic, especially in children. A lack of safe pedestrianthoroughfares and diminished natural environments also lead to the decline of social capital andpsychological well-being. Other health implications of urban sprawl include social isolation and agesegregation in the elderly and young (Pohanka, 2004). Sprawl impacts greatly on the elderly anddisabled, who consequently become isolated and unable to access social or medical services.

Urban (or suburban) sprawl leads to increased traffic, which in turn leads to increased accidents andfatalities (motorists, pedestrians and cyclists), as well as negative mental health impacts (stress, roadrage and anxiety). A greater number offatalities occur where the population density is lower. Roadaccidents represent the most underestimated risk that people are exposed to in everyday life. The impactoffatalities and disabilities from traffic accidents on society cannot be underestimated. Thousands ofpedestrians, motorists and cyclists die or are maimed every year in North America. Post-traumatic stressdisorder is much greater in these groups than the national average, and psychiatric problems occurreadily in children who have experienced even minor traffic accidents. Vehicle drivers are experiencingincreased levels of stress due to long commutes and greater distances to reach services. In addition tohaving deleterious effects on physical health, this stress has been found to impact on family life and workperformance. Women bear an inordinate amount of this burden due to responsibilities with children,jobs, errands and elderly care-giving at home.

The environmental problems that result from uncontrolled urban growth ore numerous, and have asignificant impact on health. These problems include flooding, which results from increased impervioussurfaces for roads and parking; increased temperatures from heat islands, which leads to a significantincreased risk of mortality in elderly populations; decreases in natural areas and forests, and increasedincidences of water pollution and water-borne disease.

The impact of the built environment on health is an emerging field of study and more rigorous research isneeded, especially in Canada. Despite this, the results of current studies clearly indicate that seriouspublic health problems will continue to escalate unless decisive and immediate action is taken to controlurban sprawl and preserve sufficient greenspace, improve air quality, and protect water sources.
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Social Environment Impacts
The Official Plan requires Council manage development so as to preserve the small town atmosphereand unique historical identity of the settlement areas. Development at 13.5 times the populationgrowth targets in the Official Plan and in Section 2.2.1.1 of the Growth Plan for the Greater GoldenHorseshoe will have a significant negative impact on the social environment in these communities.There is no assessment of the effect on the Social Environment of the increased demand placed onthese communities by development at the level the proposed undertakings are planned for. There iscertainly no demonstration the way of life in these communities that makes them such a great place tolive will be able to survive development at levels of growth 13.5 times the levels in the Council-Adoptedand section 2.2.1.1 of the Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan.

Cultural Environment Impacts
Development to the population levels planned for in the proposed undertakings would impose vastlyincreased demands on the facilities (like churches, community centres, curling rinks, hockey rinks,baseball diamonds, farmers markets, schools, and so on) where people get together to enjoy thepleasure of each other’s company and go to school. There is no assessment of the significantlyincreased impact on the cultural environment of development at levels 13.5 times those in the Council-Adopted and Section 2.2.1.1 Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan.

Mitigation of Impacts
The Council-Adopted and Section 2.2.1.1 Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan growth mitigates all ofthe net negative impacts identified above because none of the undertakings are required at that level ofgrowth. The proponent does not identify in its material any means of mitigating the impacts identified.
Consultation Inadequate
Consultation is the cornerstone of the Class Environmental Assessment process. The consultation herehas been inadequate to meet the requirements of the Parent LA.

1 The proponent refused numerous requests to provide the population targets being planned forduring Phase I or Phase II, thereby deprivin members of the public the opportunity tounderstand the true nature of the undertakings being planned and provide input to the planningprocess.
2 The Problem definition was changed in the File Report without public notice or input.3 The consultation required in Phase Ill was not undertaken.4 Requests to negotiate beyond the end of the 30 day period were refused.5 Request to voluntarily elevate to a Schedule C assessment were refused, even though theproject as initially advertised by the proponent was represented to be a Schedule C assessment.
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Process Inadequate
The Planning Process has been inadequate to meet the requirements of the Parent EA.

1 The proponent went awry when it did not base its population planning targets on thepopulation growth limit imposed by the Places to Grow Act’s Greater Golden Horseshoe GrowthPlan and instead adopted an incorrect numerical method that plans based on targets 13.5 timesthat number.
2 There is simply no assessment at all of the impacts of the profoundly different levels of growthwill have on many aspects of the environment.
3 The proponent acknowledges it used incorrect population data as the basis for its calculationsand has refused to use the correct data even though it has been available for several months.4 The current levels of population are misstated in the proponent’s material.5 The proponent uses out-of-date census data and states that it is the most current census data.6 The proponent makes no valid explanation of the need for the undertaking. The proponentcites out-of-date census data to state there is population growth pressure that cannot be metwith the existing water systems. The up-to-date census data, which has been available for manymonths, shows that there is no population growth pressure, even though there has been anample supply of OP Designated, Draft Plan approved lots available during the past five years.7 The Council-Adopted Terms of Reference require important work that remains undone,including things as basic as a Class EA for wastewater treatment of all the additional water theundertakings will produce.

8 The analysis of impacts required by the Parent EA was not conducted.9 The record of comments received is incomplete. Important documents are not included, thenature of important concerns are misstated in a summary that does not include any documentsduring the past two years, and no statement is provided as to how the real concerns have beendealt with.
10 The analysis of the process that the Parent EA requires to explain how the decision was made tolimit the project to a Schedule B Assessment is not included.

The overall result is the proponent has denied itself much useful information about the effects of theundertakings on the environment for use during the planning process, and denied members of thepublic their right to provide it.
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Considerations
Municipal Class Environmental Assessments enable the planning of municipal infrastructure to beundertaken in accordance with an approved procedure designed to protect the environment. In thismatter, the approved procedure has not been followed, the assessment is incomplete in importantrespects, the undertakings are major in nature and contrary to the Provincial Interest, and furtherassessment is required.

Purpose of Environmental Class Assessment
The purpose of this Class Assessment as stated in its Terms of Reference is to examine various solutionsfor future municipal water and sewage servicing in four areas. Instead, it is being used as the planningfor four separate water undertakings.

Differs from other Undertakings
These are factors which cause this assessment to differ from other undertakings planned using theMunicipal Class Environmental Assessment process:

1 This proponent uses a Class EA to plan infrastructure that does not conform to the Official Planthe requirements of the Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan.
2 Four water undertakings in widely separated settlement areas are planned here in a singleMunicipal Class LA.
3 The Problem definition was changed in the File Report without public notice or input.4 The Council-Adopted-Section-2.2.1.1-Growth-Plan-for-the-Greater-Golden-Horseshoepopulation targets have not been used.
5 The Class EA uses population targets that are 13.5 times the Council-Adopted-Section-2.2.1.1-Growth-Plan- for-the-Greater-Golden-Horseshoe-Growth-Plan planning targets.6 Parent EA requirements for assessments of important matters (such as an assessment ofwastewater treatment requirements) have not been met.
7 Project File Requirements of the Parent LA have not been met.
8 Data collection and analysis requirements of the Terms of Reference have not been met.

Significance of Factors and Differences

1 Class EA’s are intended to plan infrastructure that conforms to the Official Plan and section2.2.1.1 of the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe. It is an abuse of the Class EAprocess to plan infrastructure required for growth that is 13.5 times the growth provided for inthe Council-Adopted Section 2.2.1.1 Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan populationplanning targets.
2 Class EA’s are intended to plan one infrastructure project at a time. This Class LA has more incommon with a Master Plan than a Class LA
3 Defining a different problem in the Project File Report than at the end of Phase I deprives thepublic of its right to provide information and comments with respect to the problem.4 The Council-Adopted-Provincial-Policy population management targets help Clearview do itspart in the regional planning undertaken by the Province of Ontario in its Growth Plan for theGreater Golden Horseshoe, which in turn was undertaken to provide for the protection,conservation and wise management of the environment by combating the insidious effects ofurban sprawl on the natural, social, cultural, built and economic environments. Using the ClassEA process to do an “end run” around these necessary constraints is an abuse of the Class EAprocess.

Concerns and Requests Mar 11 ./11



Gleneden Property Service Corporation

5 Using the Class EA process to enable development at 13.5 times the level of growth provided forin the Council-Adopted Section 2.2.1.1 Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoepopulation growth planning targets without any assessment of the effects on important impactson the environment is an abuse of the Class EA process. The literature is replete with analysis ofthe effects of urban sprawl and the failure to plan on a regional basis. The fact the proponenthas chosen to use the Class EA process to authorize infrastructure that will enable suchdevelopment cries out for a full assessment of its effects on the environment.
6 The Parent EA is very clear on what is required in a Class EA. The fact that this proponent haschosen not to implement the required assessments, including things as fundamental as how thewater that would be made available by these undertakings will be treated when it becomeswastewater, cries out for the need for a full assessment.
7 The failure of the proponent to maintain and publish complete records of correspondence, or toprovide memoranda to file explaining the proponent’s rationale in developing stages for theproject, or to provide copies of the reports prepared by consultants or others brings intoquestion the validity of the process, and this too cries out for the need for an individualassessment.
8 The failure of the proponent to provide the important data and analysis called for in the Council-Adopted terms of reference deprives the proponent and the Council and the public ofinformation necessary to assess the effects of the undertakings on the environment.

Nature of Concerns
There are important impacts on the environment that remain unassessed. Taken together these factorsand differences amount to the simple fact that there is no demonstration that the proposedundertakings adequately provide for the protection, conservation and wise management of theenvironment in the broad sense of the word which includes the natural, social, cultural, built andeconomic environments. In addition, the concerns are that the proponent is inappropriately using theClass Environmental Assessment process to make a de facto amendment to the Official Plan without theprotections of public participation and appeal built into that Planning Act process.

Benefits of carrying out an individual EA
Carrying out an individual EA would provide the public and members of Council with information notavailable any other way about the effects of development at this scale on the natural, social, cultural,built and economic environments. It will cast into sharp relief the true effect turning these fourcommunities into the next chapter of urban sprawl would have on them. Hopefully, that informationwill lead the Proponent to a wiser decision to abide by the regional planning rules the Province hasdeveloped in the Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan, and that Council has adopted in itsunamended Official Plan.
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Applicability and Effectiveness of other Legislation
The Planning Act provides a well understood process for amending an Official Plan and affords membersof the public with a right of participation in the process and a right of appeal to the Ontario MunicipalBoard. If the Proponent wishes to plan on the basis of growth which is 13.5 times that provided for inthe Official Plan, it has only to undertake that process and the Province and members of the public whoare concerned will then have their statutory rights of participation and appeal to the Ontario Municipalboard. The likelihood of this Council availing itself of that Planning Act process is however remote. Formembers of the public concerned with this proponent’s abuse of the Municipal Class EA process and theabsence of a proper environmental assessment to date, the Environmental Assessment Act and theparent LA provides the most effective, least costly, and as a practical matter the only effective tool.

Request to Elevate to Schedule C
The Parent LA provides that:

“if a concern is not resolved through discussions with a proponent, the person or partyraising the objection may request the proponent to voluntarily: elevate the project to aSchedule Car to an individual environmental assessment.”

Gleneden wrote the municipality stating its requested that if discussions did not resolve the concerns,Council consider the matter at its meeting on March 10th and decide to voluntarily elevate the project toa Schedule C. Gleneden stated that would allow the proponent to provide the assessment of the effectof the undertakings on the environment that the Parent Class EA requires. The request was denied.

Request to Negotiate

The Parent EA provides that:

“when serious concerns are raised during the 30 day review period, the proponent shouldbe prepared to attempt to negotiate a resolution of the issues, even if it means that the 30-day review period may be exceeded. In this event, the proponent should make it clear tothose raising the concern that negotiations will continue for a mutually acceptable specifiedtime period, following which, if the issues remain unresolved, a request can be made to theMinister within a further 7 calendar days.

Gleneden wrote to the municipality requesting that negotiation begin when the Class LA dealing withwastewater is completed and end 30 days thereafter, with the right of request to the Minister extendingfor a further 7 calendar days thereafter. It subsequently wrote requesting a simple extension of the 30day time limit for a time to be settled on through discussion. Both requests were denied.
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Issues
The issues in this request for a Part II Order are:

1 Environmental Impacts of the Project
2 Adequacy of the Planning Process
3 Availability of other Alternatives
4 Adequacy of Public Consultation

Environmental Impacts of Project
Discussion of the impacts of these projects on the Economic, Social, Cultural, and Natural environmentsis in the “Impacts” section of this document beginning on page 3.

Adequacy of Planning Process

Discussion of the failure of the Planning Process to conform to therequirements of the Parent EA is in the”
Process Inadequate” section of this document beginning on page 9.

Availability of other Alternatives
Discussion of the availability of other Alternative is in the “l2Applicability and Effectiveness of otherLegislation section of this document on page 12.

Adequacy of Public Consultation
Discussion of the adequacy of Public Consultation is in the “Consultation Inadequate” section of thisdocument on page 8.

Involvement in Planning of Project
The written record shows Gleneden has expressed concerns in each phase of the project, and when newinformation was made available for the first time in the file report the written records show Glenedenexpressed important concerns in the 30 day discussion period, requesting a voluntary upgrade to aSchedule C or negotiation beyond the 30 day period.

Nature of Specific Concerns Remaining Unresolved
Discussion about the nature of the concerns remaining unresolved is found in the “Nature of Concerns”section of this document on page 11.

Details of Discussions
Discussions have been by e-mail. The proponent initially included an incomplete record in the FileReport. Two subsequent errata have added documents, but the file remains incomplete. The FileReport still does not include all of the correspondence. Copies of the correspondence itself are availableupon request.

Benefits of Requiring Individual EA
Discussion about the benefits of requiring and individual EA is in the “Benefits of carrying out anindividual EA” section of this document on page 11.
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GPSC

Environmental Assessment
Gone Awry

Concerns and Objection

To: Richard Spraggs, Don McNulty, Jeff Langlois, Peggy Slama

3/14/2008

Clearview Township (“Clearview” throughout) promulgated an environmental assessment gone seriously awry to
use as authority for proposed water undertakings capable of accommodating 48,000 more people in four
settlement areas with a total population of about 6,000 people. Gleneden objects because that is 13.5 times the
3,500 allocated population forecasts the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe (“GPGGH” throughout)
requires the municipality to plan for. GPGGH is Provincial law that Clearview must abide by. It is irregular to use
an Environmental Class Assessment to abrogate it. If Clearview builds oversized water systems, it can only grant
land use consents to permit their use to the extent they do not permit population growth beyond Clearview’s
allocated GPGGH growth forecasts. Even so, because Clearview bases its water system planning on 48,000 more
people than the GPGGH requires it to plan for, a proper assessment is needed of the Environmental impacts of
accommodating those people. Clearview’s failed EA does not do that. It makes no assessment of the impact of
this larger than permitted population increase on important aspects of the Economic, Natural, Social, and Cultural
environments. Clearview advised Gleneden a Part II Order request would jeopardize Clearview’s chances to win a
$1.8 million Municipal Infrastructure Improvement Initiative grant. Gleneden agreed not to make the request on
the basis that a Wastewater EA now underway is planning the wastewater treatment of the water generated by
the proposed water undertakings this failed EA will authorize. Gleneden will expect the Wastewater EA to assess
the impacts of this larger than permitted population growth on the Economic, Natural, Social, and Cultural
environments. If Clearview fails or neglects to do that, then Gleneden will have the Part Il Order request available
as a remedy before Clearview can use the proposed water undertakings this failed EA will authorize.
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Concerns
Clearview’s EA fails to show its proposed water undertakings adequately provide for the protection,conservation and wise management of the environment in the broad sense of the word which includesthe natural, social, cultural, built and economic environments. The approved process in the Parent EAhas not been followed, meaning Clearview has not complied with Section 13(3)(a) of the EnvironmentalAssessment Act. Implementing the proposed undertakings in these circumstances exposes Clearview tojudicial review for a lengthy period. It is irregular for Clearview to use the Municipal ClassEnvironmental Assessment as a planning tool to plan infrastructure that: (a) does not conform to therequirements of Section 2.2.1 of the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe which requiresplanning to the growth forecasts set out there and (b) does not conform to the Official Plan (which isforbidden by the Planning Act without first amending the Official Plan). The Terms of Reference requiredata and analysis not provided, which would be helpful to determining the impact of the proposedwater undertakings on the environment.

Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe
The Province’s GPGGH section 2.2.1:

a) now requires the use of population and employment forecasts contained in its Schedule 3 forplanning and managing growth in the GGH;
b) provides the Minister of Public Infrastructure Renewal will review the forecasts contained in itsSchedule 3 at least every five years in consultation with municipalities and may revise theforecasts; and
c) provides in its section 5.4.2 for the allocation of the forecasts by upper tier municipalities likeSimcoe County to lower tier municipalities like Clearview Township.

In its failed EA, Clearview sets out a planning protocol that has no regard for with these Provincialrequirements as it is required to do.

Gleneden states Clearview must amend its failed EA to clarify its intent is to comply with GPGGH.Clearview must amend the Environmental Assessment to provide that:

a) Nothing in the Class EA document can be taken to mean that the proposed undertakings beingplanned are available for use to accommodate more people and jobs than the section 5.4.2allocation to Clearview Township of the forecasts contained in the Greater Golden HorseshoeGrowth Plan’s Schedule 3 as they may be revised from time to time by the Minister;b) As a follow-up commitment Clearview will advise all applicants in matters requiring Planning Actapproval that the proposed water undertakings are only available for use to accommodate thenumber of people and jobs in the section 5.4.2 allocation to Clearview of the forecastscontained in GPGGH Schedule 3 as they may be revised by the Minister from time to time; andc) As a further follow-up commitment Clearview will monitor allocation of the infrastructure toconfirm the forecasts are not being exceeded.

Gleneden plainly states that any effort by Clearview to amend its Official Plan to conform to thepopulation targets contained in its failed EA will be reasonable grounds for appeal of the Official Plan.
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Growth
Clearview has not used Council-Adopted-GPGGH population targets as the basis for planning the
proposed water undertakings. Instead, the proposed water undertakings are planned based on growth
more than 13.5 times that in the Council-Adopted-GPGGH population planning targets.

Council- Municipal
Adopted Class EA

Population Population
Existing Planning Planning

Population Target Target
New Lowell 9OO ‘2,9Q 1,0
Nottawa 975 948 8,650
Osler N -N r465
Stayner 3,400 5,600 28,200
Total 5’4 53

The Council-Adopted-GPGGH population planning targets require planning for population growth from
5,275 to 8,838, which is 3,563 additional people. Instead, Clearview plans its proposed water
undertakings based on population growth to 53,525 people, which is 48,250 additional people — 13.5
times the Council-Adopted-GPGGH population planning growth targets.

Council has not adopted any updated population growth projections. Indeed, there is no population
growth pressure requiring the adoption of updated population growth projections. The total population
of Clearview Township in 2006 was 14,088 and five years earlier it was 13,796.

The Council and GPGGH section 2.2.1.1 population planning targets are almost identical. The Council-
Adopted targets have been carefully calibrated to make efficient use of existing infrastructure without
the need for any additional infrastructure. The GPGGH targets have been carefully calibrated to ensure
safe and healthy communities develop without urban sprawl environmental impacts.
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Growth and Pipe Capacity
Clearview is planning pipes with the capacity to accommodate the population targets it s using. What of
their capacity and its effect? Richard White is a Canadian historian specializing in the history of
engineering and related professions. In his 2005 publication URBAN INFRASTRUCTURE AND URBAN
GROWTH IN THE TORONTO REGION 19505 TO THE 1990s, Dr. White explored the relationship between
pipe capacity and its effect on population growth.

“In the early 1970s, the staff ofthe Metro Toronto Planning Board astutely observed that an expensive,
large-capacity pipe could well become a prescription for accelerating population growth, since per
capita charges would be lowered by increasing the population served. Building a pipe with a capacity
that will not be reachedfor thirty or more years obviously makes goodfinancial sense — rebuilding or
twinning long trunk sewers is not something municipalities want to do after only ten years — but has this
logic prompted too much growth, too soon?

This phenomenon was observed and well analyzed by a group of U.S. environmental engineers in the
early 1970s. They concluded that, in the U.S. cities they studied, large trunk sewers built into suburban
areas had indeed encouraged sprawl, and thus might have harmed the environment as much as helped
it, insofar as sprawl is environmentally damaging. The grand population projections on which the
sewers had been designed, although intended to ensure that sewers would remain adequatefor
many years, were in fact turning out to be self-fulfilling.”

Dr. White’s observations inform the need to assess the environmental impact of development at the
planning target levels because population growth to those levels is a likely result.
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Environmental Impacts

Economic Environment Impacts
The impact on the Economic Environment of development to the Council-Adopted-GPGGH targets is the
subject of meticulous study by the municipality. The municipality clearly understands what additional
services are required to service the growth it has planned for, where that development is to take place,
how much capital cost is required to pay for the additional services, has committed to spend the money
required, and has in place a Development Charges By-law that will allow it to collect a substantial
portion of the capital costs involved from developers.

The vastly increased impact on the Economic Environment of development at levels of growth 13.5
times that in the Council-Adopted-GPGGH planning is not assessed in the Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment and no valid excuse is had in the suggestion that all this can be assessed later. Later will be
too late.

Municipal Class
Economic Environmental Impact Environmental

Assessment
Population Targets

mInItatIve srvlce
drainage services (off site storm)

ffre and emerge ices
health care services

Jib ,yces
parks and recreation
liceseylces
roads and transportation services
sctl seryice c

wastewater services , -

The proposed water undertakings would not be needed for the Council-Adopted-GPGGH targets, which
have been carefully calibrated in the Official Plan to make efficient use of existing water infrastructure.
Because the proposed water infrastructure has not been provided for in the Development Charges
Bylaw, the municipality cannot collect the costs from developers without amending it, and there is no
follow-up commitment to do so in the failed Class EA. That can be expected to have a negative impact
on the economic environment of the municipality that is not assessed in the Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment.
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A major negative impact on the Economic Environment would be the $144 million in capital and ongoingwater purchase costs the failed Class EA identifies. None of these costs would be required if planningproceeds on the basis of the Council-Adopted-GPGGH population growth targets.

Water Services Municipal Class Environmental
Economic Assessment Population Planning
Environmental Impact Target

Ca. tal€o ,,FTw er.•

$ mililo 4k urhaser jta
New Lowell 20.8 13.6 34.4

Osler 10.4 .8 11.2
Sta
Total 99.1 45.2 144.3
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The Province has a continuing interest in developing safe and healthy communities that have a net
positive impact on the economic environment. That is why it devised and implemented the GPGGH. Its
primary purpose is to put an end to piecemeal development and instead to focus growth in growth
centres. The impact of the proposed water undertakings on the Economic Environment would be to
sabotage the provincial interest in constraining growth and instead continue the pattern of
development the Province set out to cure, and which it has said it will not permit.

Four separate settlement areas (Osler, Nottawa, Stayner, New Lowell) are planned by Clearview with
separate water systems at a total cost of $144 million before assessing the impact on the economic
environment of the wastewater the water systems will produce, or the increased services that the
people who will use the water and wastewater systems will require. What Clearview seeks to use the
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process to authorize is a poster child for what the Province
has determined is no longer acceptable.

Clearview includes in its material a statement that ratepayers in the individual communities will be
required to pay the capital cost of the proposed water undertakings allocated on a front footage basis.
There is no assessment of the amount of such payments in Clearview’s material. They can be expected
to be substantial, and can be expected to have a material negative impact on the economic environment
of each of these households, which like so much else is not assessed in this failed Environmental
Assessment.

—I
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Clearview uses a fundamentally incorrect numerical method to determine the extent of future demand
for water services.

—

1Populatio
• -.

• -••• • ••
••. • • •-••• —

. ••;••:r
•.•• •;•
re DeñsitSr.
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The Provincial interest is set out in Section 2.2.1.1 of the GPGGH. Its intention is to plan based on
distributing the growth in population and jobs for the Greater Golden Horseshoe region and developing
compact communities so that development takes place with affordable economic environmental
impact. It achieves those goals by requiring Clearview to plan for a stated maximum population and to
use land at a stated minimum density. Knowing those two numbers, the correct planning numerical
method divides the stated maximum population by the stated minimum density to derive the area of
land that will be developed, with appropriate adjustments to existing Official Plans which routinely
designated much greater land areas than the Provincial interest now allows.

Clearview went awry when it used a numerical method that incorrectly ignores the Section 2.2.1.1
primacy of the population growth planning targets and density targets in the Greater Golden Horseshoe
Growth Plan. Instead, Clearview incorrectly multiplies the land area in the existing, unamended Official
Plan by the stated minimum density in the Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan to arrive at a
population number which underlies all of its other calculations and is orders of magnitude larger than
permitted by the Section 2.2.1.1 requirement of the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe.
This is clearly wrong and would have the effect of sabotaging the Provincial interest.

As to the impact on the economic environment, the correct calculation would have Clearview planning
for about 3,500 additional people in these four settlement areas, which would not require any of the
proposed water undertakings, whereas the incorrect calculation has Clearview planning for 48,250
additional people — 13.5 times the correct number — with a profound impact on the economic
environment, much of which has not been assessed by Clearview at all.
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Natural Environment Impacts
The proposed water undertakings would increase the requirement for wastewater treatment far beyond
the rated treatment capacity of the existing municipal wastewater treatment systems.

In New Lowell, the entire settlement area is served by private sewage disposal systems. There is no
assessment of the effect on the Natural Environment of the increased demand placed on these existing
systems by development at the level the proposed water undertakings are planned for.

In March 2006, Ministry of the Environment wrote R.J. Burnside, Clearview’s engineer, identifying
concerns of the increased likelihood of the over-loading of septic systems due to the availability of a
more secure water supply. MOE indicated this issue is under-scored by provisions in the Provincial
Policy Statement (enacted under Section 3 of the Planning Act) which clearly indicate the conditions
under which partial servicing may be considered. There is no assessment of these impacts on the
Natural Environment.

The proposed water undertakings are designed on the basis that 55,000 people and the local industries
that carry on business in four settlement areas will draw their water form Georgian Bay. There is no
assessment of the impact of doing so on the fish and other aquaculture of Georgian Bay, there is no
indication that other environmental assessments have considered this matter, and there is no indication
that First Nations people who might be affected by this increased water taking were consulted in the
planning process.

There would be a much larger number of motor vehicles using the road network as a result of levels of
growth 13.5 times that in the Council-Adopted-Provincial Policy planning. The impact of this increased
vehicular traffic would be harmful to human health and extend outside the boundaries of the
municipality imposing considerable additional traffic on the regional road systems. There is no
assessment of the considerable negative impact on the Natural Environment.

Consider this from the Executive Summary of the Ontario College of Family Physicians 2005 Report on
Public Health and Urban Sprawl in Ontario. After stating that the proposed Provincial Growth Plan will
play a key role in controlling sprawling growth, it states:

In this document, the pathwayfrom urban sprawl to public health via vehicle emissions and air pollution
will be examined, along with reviews of the relationship of sprawl to increased driving. Sprawling urban
developments leads to increased driving, which results in increased vehicle emissions that contribute to
air pollution and its attendant negative impacts on human health. Health effects of traffic-related air
pollution, at both the local and regional levels, are described using Toronto and Ontario mortality and
morbidity data. The effects of air pollution and greenhouse gas emissions on morbidity and mortality,
particularly with reference to respiratory disease (including asthma), cardiovascular disease, and
reproductive health are summarized. Some cancers such as leukemia in children have been linked to
exhaust toxicants. Furthermore, the increased greenhouse gas emissions that result from a car-
dependent society are counterproductive to the Canadian commitment to (the global effort to
ameliorate the effects of climate change.]

The future pattern of land development will shape the choice and mode of travelfor future generations,
as well as determine housing location and affordability. Evidence clearly shows that people who live in
spread-out, car-dependent neighbourhoods are likely to walk less, weigh more, and suffer from obesity
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and high blood pressure and consequent diabetes, cardlo-vascular and other diseases, as compared to
people who live in more efficient, higher density communities (Ewing et al, 2003a).

The sprawl index used by Ewing is used to rank these areas and is calculated in such a way that the
higher the index the lower the sprawl. Thus, road accidents and fatalities are found to decline as the
indexfor localities increases. The low-walkabiity ofsprawling neighbourhoods and the resulting increase
in car use contribute to the growing obesity epidemic, especially in children. A lack of safe pedestrian
thoroughfares and diminished natural environments also lead to the decline of social capital and
psychological well-being. Other health implications of urban sprawl include social isolation and age
segregation in the elderly and young (Pohanka, 2004). Sprawl impacts greatly on the elderly and
disabled, who consequently become isolated and unable to access social or medical services.

Urban (or suburban) sprawl leads to increased traffic, which in turn leads to increased accidents and
fatalities (motorists, pedestrians and cyclists), as well as negative mental health impacts (stress, road
rage and anxiety). A greater number offatalities occur where the population density is lower. Road
accidents represent the most underestimated risk that people are exposed to in everyday life. The impact
offatalities and disabilities from traffic accidents on society cannot be underestimated. Thousands of
pedestrians, motorists and cyclists die or are maimed every year in North America. Post-traumatic stress
disorder is much greater in these groups than the national average, and psychiatric problems occur
readily in children who have experienced even minor traffic accidents. Vehicle drivers are experiencing
increased levels of stress due to long commutes and greater distances to reach services. In addition to
having deleterious effects on physical health, this stress has been found to impact on family life and work
performance. Women bear an inordinate amount of this burden due to responsibilities with children,
jobs, errands and elderly care-giving at home.

The environmental problems that result from uncontrolled urban growth are numerous, and have a
significant impact on health. These problems include flooding, which results from increased impervious
surfaces for roads and parking; increased temperatures from heat islands, which leads to a significant
increased risk of mortality in elderly populations; decreases in natural areas and forests, and increased
incidences of water pollution and water-borne disease.

The impact of the built environment on health is an emerging field ofstudy and more rigorous research is
needed, especially in Canada. Despite this, the results of current studies clearly indicate that serious
public health problems will continue to escalate unless decisive and immediate action is taken to control
urban sprawl and preserve sufficient greenspace, improve air quality, and protect water sources.

Social Environment Impacts
The Official Plan requires Council manage development so as to preserve the small town atmosphere
and unique historical identity of the settlement areas. Development at 13.5 times the population
growth targets in the Official Plan and in Section 2.2.1.1 of the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden
Horseshoe will have a significant negative impact on the social environment in these communities.
There is no assessment of the effect on the Social Environment of the increased demand placed on
these communities by development at the level the proposed water undertakings are planned for.
There is certainly no demonstration the way of life in these communities that makes them such a great
place to live will be able to survive development at levels of growth 13.5 times the levels in the Council
Adopted and section 2.2.1.1 of the Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan.
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Cultural Environment Impacts
Development to the population levels planned for in the proposed water undertakings would impose
vastly increased demands on the facilities (like churches, community centres, curling rinks, hockey rinks,
baseball diamonds, farmers markets, schools, and so on) where people get together to enjoy the
pleasure of each other’s company and go to school. There is no assessment of the significantly
increased impact on the cultural environment of development at levels 13.5 times those in the Council-
Adopted and Section 2.2.1.1 Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan.

Mitigation of Impacts
The Council-Adopted and Section 2.2.1.1 Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan growth mitigates all of
the net negative impacts identified above because none of the proposed water undertakings are
required at that level of growth. Clearview does not identify in its material any means of mitigating the
impacts identified.

Process Inadequate
The Planning Process has been inadequate to meet the requirements of the Parent EA.

1 Clearview went awry when it did not base its population planning targets on the population
growth limit imposed by the Places to Grow Act’s Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan and
instead adopted an incorrect numerical method that plans based on targets 13.5 times that
number.

2 There is simply no assessment at all of the impacts of the profoundly different levels of growth
will have on many aspects of the environment.

3 Clearview acknowledges it used incorrect population data as the basis for its calculations and
has refused to use the correct data even though it has been available for several months.

4 The current levels of population are misstated in Clearview’s material.
5 Clearview uses out-of-date census data and states that it is the most current census data.
6 Clearview makes no valid explanation of the need for the undertaking. Clearview cites out-of-

date census data to state there is population growth pressure that cannot be met with the
existing water systems. The up-to-date census data, which has been available for many months,
shows that there is no population growth pressure, even though there has been an ample
supply of OP Designated, Draft Plan approved lots available during the past five years.

7 The Council-Adopted Terms of Reference require important work that remains undone,
including things as basic as a Municipal Class Environmental Assessment for wastewater
treatment of all the additional water the proposed water undertakings will produce.

8 The analysis of impacts required by the Parent EA was not conducted.
9 The record of comments received is incomplete. Important documents are not included, the

nature of important concerns are misstated in a summary that does not include any documents
during the past two years, and no statement is provided as to how the real concerns have been
dealt with.

10 The analysis of the process that the Parent EA requires to explain how the decision was made to
limit the project to a Schedule B Assessment is not included.
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Consultation Inadequate
Consultation is the cornerstone of the Class Environmental Assessment process. The consultation herehas been inadequate to meet the requirements of the Parent EA.

1 Clearview refused numerous requests to provide the population targets being planned forduring Phase I or Phase II, thereby depriving members of the public the opportunity tounderstand the true nature of the proposed water undertakings being planned and provideinput to the planning process.
2 The Problem definition was changed in the File Report without public notice or input.3 The consultation required in Phase Ill was not undertaken.
4 Requests to negotiate beyond the end of the 30 day period were refused.5 Request to voluntarily elevate to a Schedule C assessment were refused, even though theproject as initially advertised by Clearview was represented to be a Schedule C assessment.

The overall result is Clearview has denied itself much useful information about the effects of theproposed water undertakings on the environment for use during the planning process, and deniedmembers of the public their right to provide it.
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Considerations
Municipal Class Environmental Assessments enable the planning of municipal infrastructure to be
undertaken in accordance with an approved procedure designed to protect the environment. In this
matter, the approved procedure has not been followed, the assessment is incomplete in important
respects, the proposed water undertakings are major in nature and contrary to the Provincial Interest,
and further assessment is required.

Purpose of Environmental Class Assessment
The purpose of this Class Assessment as stated in its Terms of Reference is to examine various solutions
for future municipal water and sewage servicing in four areas. Instead, it is being used as the planning
for four separate water proposed water undertakings.

Differs from other Proposed water undertakings
These are factors which cause this assessment to differ from other proposed water undertakings
planned using the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process:

1 This proponent uses a Municipal Class Environmental Assessment to plan infrastructure that
does not conform to the Official Plan the requirements of the Greater Golden Horseshoe
Growth Plan.

2 Four water proposed water undertakings in widely separated settlement areas are planned here
in a single Municipal Class Environmental Assessment.

3 The Problem definition was changed in the File Report without public notice or input.
4 The Council-Adopted-Section-2.2.1.1-Growth-Plan-for-the-Greater-Golden-Horseshoe

population targets have not been used.
5 The Municipal Class Environmental Assessment uses population targets that are 13.5 times the

Council-Adopted-Section-2 .2.1.1-Growth-Plan- for-the-Greater-Golden-Horseshoe-Growth-Plan
planning targets.

6 Parent EA requirements for assessments of important matters (such as an assessment of
wastewater treatment requirements) have not been met.

7 Project File Requirements of the Parent EA have not been met.
8 Data collection and analysis requirements of the Terms of Reference have not been met.
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Significance of Factors and Differences

Municipal Class Environmental Assessment are intended to plan infrastructure that conforms tothe Official Plan and section 2.2.1.1 of the GPGGH. It is an abuse of the Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment process to plan infrastructure required for growth that is 13.5 timesthe growth provided for in the Council-Adopted Section 2.2.1.1 GPGGH population planning
targets.

2 Municipal Class Environmental Assessment are intended to plan one infrastructure project at atime. This Municipal Class Environmental Assessment has more in common with a Master Planthan a Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
3 Defining a different problem in the Project File Report than at the end of Phase I deprives thepublic of its right to provide information and comments with respect to the problem.
4 The Council-Adopted-GPGGH population management targets help Clearview do its part in theregional planning undertaken by the Province of Ontario in its GPGGH, which in turn was

undertaken to provide for the protection, conservation and wise management of the
environment by combating the insidious effects of urban sprawl on the natural, social, cultural,built and economic environments. Using the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment processto do an “end run” around these necessary constraints is an abuse of the Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment process.

5 Using the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process to enable development at 13.5times the level of growth provided for in the Council-Adopted-Section 2.2.1.1 GPGGH populationgrowth planning targets without any assessment of the effects on important impacts on theenvironment is an abuse of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process. The
literature is replete with analysis of the effects of urban sprawl and the failure to plan on aregional basis. The fact Clearview has chosen to use the Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment process to authorize infrastructure that will enable such development cries out for afull assessment of its effects on the environment.

6 The Parent EA is very clear on what is required in a Municipal Class Environmental Assessment.The fact that this proponent has chosen not to implement the required assessments, includingthings as fundamental as how the water that would be made available by these proposed waterundertakings will be treated when it becomes wastewater, cries out for the need for a full
assessment.

7 The failure of Clearview to maintain and publish complete records of correspondence, or toprovide memoranda to file explaining Clearview’s rationale in developing stages for the project,or to provide copies of the reports prepared by consultants or others brings into question thevalidity of the process, and this too cries out for the need for an individual assessment.
8 The failure of Clearview to provide the important data and analysis called for in the CouncilAdopted terms of reference deprives Clearview and the Council and the public of informationnecessary to assess the effects of the proposed water undertakings on the environment.
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Nature of Gleneden’s Concerns
There are important impacts on the environment that remain unassessed. Taken together these factors
and differences amount to the simple fact that there is no demonstration that the proposed water
undertakings adequately provide for the protection, conservation and wise management of the
environment in the broad sense of the word which includes the natural, social, cultural, built and
economic environments. In addition, the concerns are that Clearview is inappropriately using the Class
Environmental Assessment process to make a de facto amendment to the Official Plan without the
protections of public participation and appeal built into that Planning Act process.

Benefits of carrying out an individual EA
Carrying out an individual EA would provide the public and members of Council with information not
available any other way about the effects of development at this scale on the natural, social, cultural,
built and economic environments. It will cast into sharp relief the true effect turning these four
communities into the next chapter of urban sprawl would have on them. Hopefully, that information
will lead Clearview to a wiser decision to abide by the regional planning rules the Province has
developed in the Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan, and that Council has adopted in its
unamended Official Plan.

Applicability and Effectiveness of other Legislation
The Planning Act provides a well understood process for amending an Official Plan and affords members
of the public with a right of participation in the process and a right of appeal to the Ontario Municipal
Board. If Clearview wishes to plan on the basis of growth which is 13.5 times that provided for in the
Official Plan, it has only to undertake that process and the Province and members of the public who are
concerned will then have their statutory rights of participation and appeal to the Ontario Municipal
board. The likelihood of this Council availing itself of that Planning Act process is however remote. For
members of the public concerned with this proponent’s abuse of the Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment process and the absence of a proper environmental assessment to date, the Environmental
Assessment Act and the parent EA provides the most effective, least costly, and as a practical matter the
only effective tool.
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Request to Elevate to Schedule C
The Parent EA provides that:

“if a concern is not resolved through discussions with a proponent, the person or party
raising the objection may request Clearview to voluntarily: elevate the project to a Schedule
C or to an individual environmental assessment.”

Gleneden wrote the municipality stating its requested that if discussions did not resolve the concerns,
Council consider the matter at its meeting on March 10th and decide to voluntarily elevate the project to
a Schedule C. Gleneden stated that would allow Clearview to provide the assessment of the effect of
the proposed water undertakings on the environment that the Parent Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment requires. The request was denied.

Request to Negotiate

The Parent EA provides that:

“when serious concerns are raised during the 30 day review period, Clearview should be
prepared to attempt to negotiate a resolution of the issues, even if it means that the 30-day
review period may be exceeded. In this event, Clearview should make it clear to those
raising the concern that negotiations will continue for a mutually acceptable specified time
period, following which, if the issues remain unresolved, a request can be made to the
Minister within a further 7 calendar days.

Gleneden wrote to the municipality requesting that negotiation begin when the Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment dealing with wastewater is completed and end 30 days thereafter, with the
right of request to the Minister extending for a further 7 calendar days thereafter. It subsequently
wrote requesting a simple extension of the 30 day time limit for a time to be settled on through
discussion. Both requests were denied.
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Issues
The issues in this objection are:

1 Environmental Impacts of the Project
2 Adequacy of the Planning Process
3 Availability of other Alternatives
4 Adequacy of Public Consultation

Environmental Impacts of Project
Discussion of the impacts of these projects on the Economic, Social, Cultural, and Natural environments
is in the “Environmental Impacts” section of this document beginning on page 5.

Adequacy of Planning Process
Discussion of the failure of the Planning Process to conform to the requirements of the Parent EA is in
the “Process Inadequate” section of this document beginning on page 11.

Availability of other Alternatives
Discussion of the availability of other Alternative is in the “Applicability and Effectiveness of other
Legislation” section of this document on page 16

Adequacy of Public Consultation
Discussion of the adequacy of Public Consultation is in the “Consultation Inadequate” section of this
document on page 12.

Involvement in Planning of Project
The written record shows Gleneden has expressed concerns in each phase of the project, and when new
information was made available for the first time in the file report the written records show Gleneden
expressed important concerns in the 30 day discussion period, requesting a voluntary upgrade to a
Schedule C or negotiation beyond the 30 day period.

Nature of Specific Concerns Remaining Unresolved
Discussion about the nature of the concerns remaining unresolved is found in the “Nature of Gleneden’s
Concerns” section of this document on page 15.

Details of Discussions
Discussions have been by e-mail. Clearview initially included an incomplete record in the File Report.
Two subsequent errata have added documents. The File Report as promulgated does not include all of
the correspondence. Gleneden has provided a .pdf document containing all of the correspondence
earlier today.

Benefits of Requiring Individual EA
Discussion about the benefits of requiring and individual EA is in the “Benefits of carrying out an
individual EA” section of this document on page 15.
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Other Relevant Matters
The question naturally arises: How could things have gone so far awry? Clearview’s engineering firm
has undertaken hundreds of Class Environmental Assessments. Gleneden has inspected work product of
countless Engineers to confirm it meets the requirements of tribunals of competent authority with
jurisdiction over work in many settings. Usually it is possible to conclude their work is satisfactory.
Sometimes, as is the case here, it simply does not meet that test.

It is quite clear that this is NOT an RJ. Burnside report. Rather it is a report of a collaboration on R.i.
Burnside letterhead. It is not R.J. Burnside that answered Gleneden’s questions about the report. It is
the municipality, sometimes with R.J. Burnside connected, sometimes not. It is not R.J. Burnside’s data
that is analyzed in the report. It is the data the municipality gave to R.J. Burnside, and when
fundamental errors in the population data are disclosed to R.J. Burnside its response make’s clear their
mandate does not extend to correcting the errors, but instead R.i. Burnside takes the position it is data
provided by the municipality. It is not R.J. Burnside interpreting the Official Plan or GPGGH, it is the
municipality. It is not Golder Associates interpreting the amount of population growth permitted by
GPGGH as the basis for analyzing the efficacy of the water aquifers, it is the population growth numbers
provided to Golder by the Municipality.

All of that could be fine and there would be no problem at all if the Municipality has used the numbers
that flow from the Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan (about 3,500 more people for these
settlement areas.) It chose not to for its own purposes.

Happily for all concerned, Clearview is embarked upon another as yet incomplete EA. It is planning the
proposed wastewater treatment systems that will be required to deal with the water the proposed
water undertakings will generate. This wastewater EA will give Clearview the opportunity to undertake
the assessments of the impact on the environment of this massive population growth 13.5 times that
required to be planned for by GPGGH.

Gleneden looks forward to continuing its participation in this planning process. It expects the process to
produce the assessment of the impacts identified in the Economic Environment Impacts section of this
document beginning on page 5. That information will then be available to Council to make its decision:
does it actually want to proceed to plan and implement water and wastewater undertakings at levels
13.5 times what GPGGH allows, or does it want to plan for the role the Province as assigned to us as part
of that award winning approach to planning a safe and healthy Ontario.

Respectfully submitted
Gleneden Property Service Corporation
March 14, 2005

GPSC - MG 03 4662 Mar 14- Pg 18



ragc i vi i

Kevin OBrien f - Called on Feb 3, 2009 Nottawa EA wastewater

Richard Spraggs
to:
Bob Mayberry, Steve Gendron
2009-02-03 04:52 PM
Show Details

History: This message has been forwarded.
Waste Water for Nottawa
Responding to the Ad In paper
Does the waste water treatment provide for capacity for the town and how big that area might be.

Left the Gentleman a voice message that the Wastewater Treatment was for the entire Nottawa Settlement Area

Including existing ResidentIal 97 ha and future Residential 157 ha.

That the preferred option was to tie into the Colllngwood Sewer system and have the sewage treated at the

Colllngwood Sewage Treatment plant

Richard

file://C:\Documents and Settings\sgendronLoca1 Settings\Temp\notes9F68Ol\-web6373.... 2009-06-24



I: Steve GendronlRjB@RJB,
/ Cc:

Bcc:
Sube± Fw: CLearview EA’s
From: Bob Maybeny/RJB - Tuesday 2009-01-27 02:26 PM

— Fowarded by Bob MayberTyIRJB on 0112712009 02:26 PM —

ms
cJaj.vewp .on. To Bob Mayberr <BOb.MaYbeflY@TJbumSIde.flP

cc
0112712009 01:53 PM

Subject RE: CLearview EA’s

Put in file

Original Message
From: Bob Mayberry [rnailto: Bob.Mayberry@r)burnside. corn]
Sent: Tuesday, January 27, 2009 11:22 AM
To: Richard Spragga
Cc: Don McNalty; Steve Gendron
Subject: Ctearview BA’s

Richard:

Just got a call from John Delzotto thanking us for sending Out the Class
BA
information on the Nottawa and New Lowell studies - that’s all he called
for. He did not express any concerns - merely to advise he had received
it
and thanking us for sending it.

Thought you would want to know.

Bob

**** CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ****

This electronic transmission and any accompanying attachments may
contain
privileged or confidential information intended only for the use of the
individual or organization named above. Any distribution, copying or
action
taken in reliance on the contents of this communication by anyone other
than the intended recipient(s) is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

If you have received this communication in error please notify the
sender
at
the above email address and delete this email immediately.

Thank you.



Fw: Nottawa Wastewater Treatment EA
Bob Mayberry to: Don McNally, Steve Gendron 2009-01-1 311:03AM
Cc Richard

Histoly: This message has been fc.warded.

I just spoke with Richard - I had forwarded this E-mail to him, and he has called and left a message with
Ms. Humphnes advising that the schedule is not yet determined, and noting to her that there are two
projects that the Township needs to coordinate and fund.

Bob

— Forwarded by Bob Mayberry/RJB on 011131200910:59 AM —

e

To cbob.mayberTy,jbumslde.com.

312 909:57 AM
CC “Antonio Magglo

Please resnand t I Subject Nottawa Wastewater Treatment EA

-

_

HI Bob:

We received a copy of the notice for the above. Can ‘vu provide me with the timing for design and
construction of this project on the basis that there are no bumpup requests made etc.

Thanks

Rosemane

Roserna1e L Humphrles

nrflGroi’n Irc.

t_



12: “Sue Md(enzie” csmdcenzIecJdearvlewtwp.on.ca”,

cc “Mayor Ken Ferguson” <kfergusondeaxviewtwp.on.ca>, “Richard Spraggs”
<rspraggsdeannewtwp.on.ca>, Steve GendrcnlRiB@RJB, Don McNalty/RJBRJB,

Bc
Su ect: Re: support for EA
From: Bob MaybenylRJB - Wednesday 2009.01-14 09:34 AM

Histoiy: This message has been forwarded.

“Sue Mckenzie” <smckenziedearviewtwp.on.ca>

“Sue Mckenzie”
<smckemle@deaMewtwp .0 To “Richard Spraggs” <rspraggs@ctearviewtwp.on.ca>, “Bob
n.ce> Mayberry” cBob_MaybenyqbumsIde.com.

0111412009 09:00 AM cc “Mayor Ken Ferguson” ckfergusondeaxviewtwp.on.ca>

Subject support for EA

Richard, Bob — the Mayor called to advise that he had a call from Mr. Sinnot of Nottawa Kitchens in
support of the waste water ENs as placed in the local papers. S

Susan A. Mckenzie G.A.O.
Clearvlew Township
217 Gideon Street,
StayTer, Ont LOM 150

705-428-6230 ext. 230
S .

www.ctearviewtwo.on.ca



Steve GendmnlRJB@RJB.12:
Cc:
Eec:

S bect Fw: Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment -

U Request for Agreement In P,lnctple
From: Bob MayberrylR.JB - Tuesday 2009-01-13 11:38 AM

History: This masse has been foiwarded.

— Fowarded by Bob MayberrylRJB on 0111312009 11:37 AM —

Rldwrd Spr.ggs

___

T Crspres@deVIeWtWp.Ofl To <clearp1anbeIlneLca>

cc “Bob Campbell” ‘i — ,“Bob
0111312009 11:33AM M.ybenyc.. 1,I1 • ‘“II>

Subject FW: Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System Municipal
Class Environmental Assessment - Request for Agreement
in Prlndple

As requested,

F,om: Bob Campbell
Sent Tuesday, Ja ry 13, 20099:19 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject FW: Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment -

Request for Agreement In Principle

Robert Compbeil Clerk
Cleorview Township
(705) 428-6230 ext. 224

bcomobeli@cteorviewtwD.on.Ca

Fmm: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc-Art Mdlwain, President
Sent Monday, January 12, 2009 11:53 AM
To: Bob Campbell
Subject Nottawa Wastewaber Treatment System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Request

for Agreement In Principle

January 12, 2009

Clearview Township
Delivered by fax to 705 428 0288 and e-mail



Bob Campbell, Clerk

The municipality posted a notice on December 17, 2008 regarding the Nottawa Wastewater Treatment
System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment. It states “The Township of Clearview has an
agreement in principle with the Town of Colllngwood for this proposed solution.” Please provide a copy
of the agreement in principle, and a copy of the resolution of Council authorizing It.

Thank you

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President

• —

— -.

ç Please conder . . au.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(l1. and is

believed to be clean. EA Nottawa ftçreeiner Wi Pmciple Jan CSpd



j: Steve Gendro,VRJB@RJB,
/ Cc:
/ 8cc:

Sub ect Fw. Stayner Wastewater Treatment System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment -

Request for Agreement In Principle
From: Bob May IRJB-Tuesday2009-01-13 11:48AM

History: This message has been forwarded.

— Forwarded by Bob MayberrylRJB on 0111312009 11:48AM —

‘Ridiard SpregW_____
<repreqqsdeIMewIwrLon To <dearplanbeIlnetca.

• cc “Bob Campbell” <bcampbelldearviewtwo.on.ca>, “Bob
0111312009 11:38AM Mayberry”c:... i .

Subject FW: Stayner Wastewater Treatment System Municipal
Class Environmental Assessment - Request for Agreement
In Principle

As requested

From: Bob Campbell
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2009 9:18 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: FW: Stayner Wastewater Treatment System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment -

Request for Agreement In Piindple

Robert Campbell, Clerk
Clearview Township
(705) 428-6230 ext. 224

bcomobell@cIearviewtwD.on.co

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President_________ —r
Sent Monday, January 12, 2009 11:53 AM -

To: Bob Campbell
Subject: Stayner Wastewater Treatment System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Request
for Agreement In Principle

January 12, 2009

Clearview Township
Delivered by fax to 705 428 0288 and e-mail



Bob Campbell, Clerk

The municipality posted a notice on December 17, 2008 regarding the Stayner Wastewater Treatment
System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment. It states “The Township of Clearview has an
agreement in principle with the Town of Wasaga Beach for this proposed solutlon. Please provide a
copy of the agreement in principle, and a copy of the resolution of Council authorizing It.

Thank you

Clearvlew Planning Coalition [nc
per
Art McI Iwain
President

4i’Iease .... -.ivironment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned fbr viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1). and is

believed to be clean. W EA aiierPemert I, P,fridple Jai 09p1



j: Don McNaItyIRJB@P.JB, Steve GendronlRJB@RJB,
Cc:
Bcc:
Subject: Fw WASTEWATER MUNICIPAL CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
From: Bob MaybenylRJB - Tuesday 2009-01-1301:23 PM

History: This message has been forwarded.

— Forwarded by Bob MayberrylRJB on 01/1312009 01:22 PM

“Richard Spragga ._.-. — -.

i To
—ca> cc “Bob Mayberry cBob.Mayber,vcr1burnsIde.c

01/1312009 12:30 Subject WASTEWATER MUNICIPAL CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL
ASSESSMENT

Please consider this as a Response to your January 7, 2009 Correspondence to Clearview Mayor
and Council, in which you wrote:

“This is a request for you as an IndMdual member of Council to explain why Clearview Township is not

planning for the number of people and jobs the Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though It is the

law of the land and all must abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for Is less

than 26,000. 65,000 is the number Council Is planning for and intends to design and build water and

wastewater infrastructure to accommodate at a cost of more than $150 million.1

The response Is:

The goal of the Municipal Class EA Study was to provide servicing strategy supporting each settlement

area (Nottawa, Stayner) being built out. The population at built out was based on the ultimate

population and was determined using the Official Plan and the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden

Horseshoe (GGH) which was developed under the Places to Grow Act 2005.

For Nottawa, the ultimate population (Section 4.2, page 17) is 8650 using the GGH growth scenario.

For Stayner, the ultimate population (Section 4.3.4, p e 20) is 28,200 using the GGH (without
intensification) growth scenano.

The strategy did not attempt to identifr a projected growth rate, but an end population. With this
end population, the infrastructure required was identified and can be phased in as demand
materializes. This will eliminate mothballing any infrastructure as growth continues.

This strategy was discussed with the Public at the PlC and Council was made aware of this
strategy when we provided updates on the Wastewater Municipal Class EA’s to theta

The long tenn requirements and phasing will occur in accordance with the policies and regulations
of the Provincial Policy Statement, the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe, theY6



County ofSimcoe Official Plan and the Township’s Official Plan.

This study is associated with longer term planning. Clearview will proceed in a fiscally responsible
manner in response to anticipated growth or servicing needs. The Municipality is not in a position to
fund all of these projects at once and the ability to finance each phase will Impact the timing of the
construction of each phase. (Reference —Executive Summary)

The project requirements and phasing will continue to reflect the Municipal1Provincial and County
policy frameworks on an ongoing basis. It is anticipated that the projects will be reviewed and
re-prioritized at five year intervals to match the five year review period of Municipal, County and
Provincial planning. Phasing of the works will be considered in the context of any updates to growth
plans as Incorporated in these policy documents. (Reference Executive Summary).

Should you have any questions, please advise.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

Bob Mayberry — please place In the Notice of Completion File



rQ Steve GendronlRiB@RJB,
Cc: File CollingwoodIRJBRJB,
8cc:
Subject Fw: Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdt - Adobe Acrobat Professional MGE08394
From: Don MCNaItyIRJB - Thursday 2009-01-15 02:36 PM

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2009 12:17 PM
To: ‘Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mdlwaln, President’
Subject RE: Concerre and Objection Mar 14.pdf - Adobe Acrobat Professional

Mr. Mci Iwain

Please note that the Notice of Completion was posted December 17, 2006 and advertised; the Project
File Report is available on the Township’s Web Site.

Please note that a letter has been forwarded to you and other interested Agencies I Parties who wanted
to be notified.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art McIlwain, President i,. ‘ ‘-‘ ..

Sent Monday, December 22, 2008 12:10 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Don Moflalty; Jeff L.anglols; Peggy Salma
Subject Concerre and Objection Mar 14 pdf - Adobe Aaobat Professional

December 22, 2008

Township of Clearview
Ri Burnside

Delivered by e-mail

Please provide status of Wastewater EA.

From: GPSC - Art McI1waln —

Sent May 22, 2008 10:00
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggsdearviewtwp.on.ca); Don McNalty (don maiaItytrjbwnsIde.com); Jeff
Langicis (jlanglolsrjbumsIde.com); Peggy Salma (pelamajburnsi&com)
Subject RE: Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf - Adobe Acrobat Professional

Clearview Township (“Clearview” throughout) promulgated an environmental assessment gone
seriously awry to use as authority for proposed water undertakings capable of accommodating 48,000
more people in four settlement areas with a total population of about 6,000 people. Gleneden objected
that is far more by a factor of ten than the number permitted by the population forecasts the Growth
Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe (“GPGGH throughout) requires the municipality to plan for.



GPGGH is Provincial law that Clearview must abide by. Gleneden objected it Is irregular to use an
Environmental Class Assessment to abrogate it, and averred if Clearview builds oversized water systems,
it can only grant land use consents to permit their use to the extent they do not permit population
growth beyond Clearview’s allocated GPGGH growth forecasts. Gleneden averred even so, because
Clearview bases its water system planning on 48,000 more people than the GPGGH requires it to plan
for, a proper assessment is needed of the Environmental impacts of accommodating those people.
Clearvlew’s failed LA does not do that. It makes no assessment of the impact of this larger than
permitted population increase on important aspects of the Economic, Natural, Social, and Cultural
environments.

Clearview advised Gleneden a Part II Order request would jeopardize Clearview’s chances to win a $1.8million Municipal Infrastructure Improvement Initiative grant. As the attachment to the March e-mail
below makes dear, Gleneden a reed not to make the request on the basis that a Wastewater EA then
underway is planning the wastewater treatment of the water generated by the proposed water
undertakings this failed LA will authorize. Gleneden stated it will expect the Wastewater LA to assess
the impacts of this larger than permitted population rowth on the Economic, Natural, Social, and
Cultural environments.

Please advise the status of the Wastewater LA.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokera e
per
dllwai

•

From: GPSC - Art Mdlwain
Sent: Mardi 14, 2008 5:52
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggsdearviewtwp.on.ca); Don McNalty (don moiaIty(rjbumsIde.com); 3effLanglols langlorjbums1de.com); Peggy Salma (psIamatijbumsIde.com)
SubJ Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf - Mobe Acrobat Professional

Please include the attached <<Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf>> in the File for MG 034662
Clearvlew Water LA.



12: Steve Gendro,VRJB@RJB,
Cc: File CoUIngwoodlRJB@RJB,
8cc:

b 1 Fw Clearvtew Wastewater Class Environme Assessments, Steyner, New Lowell, and NattawaU jec. MGE08394
From: Don McNaIIyIRJB- Thursday 2009-01-150236 PM

F :RidiardSpraggs
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2009 12:18 PM
To: ‘Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art McIlwaln, Presldent; Robert MayberrySubject RE: CleaMew Wastewater Class Environmental Assessments, Stayner, New Lowell, andNottawa

Thank you

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mdlwain, Pldent
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2009 12:07 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Robert Mayberry
Subject Clearview Wastewater Class Environmental Assessments, Stayner, New Lowell, and Nottawa

January 5,2

Clearview Township
Delivered by fax to 705-428-0288 and by e-mail to rsoraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca

RJ. Bumside & Associates Umited
Delivered by fax to 705 446 2399 and by e-mail to bob.mavberrvribumside.com

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng., Robert Mayberry, P.Eng.

R.i. Bumside & Associates LimIted’s December 17, 2008 status report arrived in an envelope postmarked
December 29”. Gleneden will review the material posted on the Township web page to confirm that thenumber of people and jobs being planned for is that required by Schedule 3 of the Provincial GrowthPlan.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McllwaIn

c” —-

- ,
— •1



12: Steve GendronlRJB@RJB,/ Cc:
/ 8cc:

Subject Fw: Munldpal Class EiMroniental Assessment - Will Council Commit to Phasing?From: Bob MaybenyiRJB - Tuesday 2009-01-20 08:39 PM
History: This mesas has been forwarded.

— Forwarded by Bob Maybeny/RJB on 01120/2009 06:39 PM —

‘Ridierd-.
N ‘cmprdearvfewtw.on To “Clearview Planning Coalition Inc-Art MclIwaln, Presidenr

01/201200904:5OPM cc “BobMayberr<;.. -L..I(I’ •-

Subject RE: Municipal Class Envimmental Assessment- WillCouncil Commit to Phasing?

Mr Mcliwain

The Municipal Class EA ( MCEA) Process evaluated options for Nottawa and Stayner to meet existing,future and ultimate needs with regards to sewage treatment and collection. The MCEA Processencourages input from regulatory agencies, the municipality, and the public at the local level inevaluating alternative solutions taking Into consideration the environmental impacts and mitigationmeasures.

The Municipal Class EA Process as identified on Figure 1.2 Municipal Class EA Process (flow chart)does not require for Council to pass any resolutions for the design and the construction of Infrastructure.It has been my experience that the actual approving I phasing for the design and the construction ofinfrastructure by Council are done through the Yearly Capital Budget (& 5 Year Capital Forecast)Process. The Development Charges Act (DCA) Bylaw and appropriate funds collected through the DCAwill also be a factor taken into account by Council. Therefore there is no requirement for Council to passa separate Resolution by 5:00PM on January 22, 2009.

With regards to Council committing to a population of less than 26,000; that commitment vuld tie intoactual design and construction of individual components of the infrastructure; component by component.For instance when we undertook the New Lowell Water Supply and Reservoir Component, although theReservoir component was built to service the existing population, the feeder pipe from the Collingwood —New Tecumseh pipeline to the Reservoir was built for entire settlement area as it made practical andlogical sense. Similar decisions would be made for the infrastructure under this Sewage EA.
The Municipal Class EA Process sets the course for the bigger picture for servicing and as I indicated inmy previous e-mail so that we do not go down one road and then find that we have to moth ball majorinfrastructure 10 to 15 years out.

.As indicated In my January 13. 2008 the undersigned responded to your previous January 7, 2009e-mail to Council.

Richard Spraggs. P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

Bob: Please place in Notice of Completion File



c-t
Sent Monday, January 19, 2009 10:29 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Municipal Class Enviromental Assessment - WUI Coundi Commit to Phasing?

January 19, 2009

Clearview Township
Deliveredbyfaxto705428O288ande-mail

Richard Spra

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000people. Instead it advertises its intention to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people.None of the Mayor or other Members ofCouncil have explained why. Neither does your January 13, 2009e-meil. Even so, it alludes to phasing Please advise if Council is willing to commit to phase the designand construction of infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people in a resolution that it passesbefore 5:00 PM on January 22.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mdllwain
President

_____

.------“

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1k and is
believed to be clean.



“Don McNalty” <... i •. •—. ..i ,Sob Maybeny”<Bob.MavbairvibumsIde.conp’, “Steve Gendron” cSteve.GendronrIbumsIde.m,,MayorKen Ferguson” .‘ -•i . a’ • :
‘Bob Campbell”

• , Dave CalTuthers”Cc: .. ii • , ‘MlchaelWynla” .
- .i -“Mitch Carruthers” <mcamjthers@dearvlewtwp.on.ca, “Richard Spragge”Bcc:

FW: Part II Order Request - Clearview Township - Stayner and Nottwawa WastewaterU
Treatment System Municipal Class Environmentalt Assessments.From: “Richard Spraggs” nspraqgs@deaMewtwp.on.ca> - Monday 2009-01-26 09:13 AM

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIIwain,
Sent Friday, January 23, 2009 8:50 PM
To: Eugenla Chalambalads; .. .. .. • •• • •.‘

Cc: Richard Spraggs
Subject Part II Order Request - Clearview Township - Stayner and Nottwawa Wastewater TreatmentSystem Municipal Class Environmentati Assessments.

January 23, 2009

The Honourable John Gerretsen
Minister of the Environment
135 St. Clair Avenue West
12” Floor, Toronto ON M4V 1P55
Delivered by e-mail to Sabrina Grando, Chief of Staff at sabrlna.grando@ontario.ca and to EugeniaChalambalacis, Project Evaluator PROJECT REVIEW UNIT at eugenla.chalambalacis@ontarto.ca.

The request of Clearview Planning Coalition Inc and Gleneden Property Service Corporation that theMinister make Part II Orders Is attached in the matter of the Township of Clearview Stayrier WastewaterTreatment System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment and In the matter of the Township ofClearview Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment.

A copy of the request is also being sent to Richard Spraggs who is the director of Public Works for theTownship of Clearview.

Gleneden and CPCI stand ready to discuss this important matter with your staff, Minister. Perhaps if allput their heads together the matter can be resolved.

Clearvlew Planning Coalition Inc
Per
Art MclIwaIn

_____

--

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
Per
Art McIIwain



Broker of Record

. ±__ p

L4

PS. The photo on the first page of the attachment is the Mcllwaln family farm In Clearvlew Township.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1). and is

believed to be clean. Part II Ord flequestpcf



I: “CLR1WP-Mng’t Team <cLR1WP-Mng’tTeamedearvlatwo.on.ca”,
Cc ‘Don McfJalty <IS. i .. j . •: ii , “Sob Maybeny’

cBob.Marlbumside.om> “Steve Gendron” cSteveGen&ontbumslde.com>,
Bcc

S bect FW: Munldpal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request toU
Extend - Request to Elevate - Request for lndMdual EA

From: RIthrd SnrnaW qsoraoosdearviewtwp.on.ca’ - onday 2009-01-28 09:21 AM

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mdiwaln, PresIdent;
Sent Friday, January 23, 2009 9:00 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject RE: Munldpal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend -
Request to Elevate - Request for IndMdual EA

Confirming receipt and thank you. You misstate the Growth Plan again. Since 2006 it has imposed the
mandatory requirement that Infrastructure and investment be planned to implement its growth
projections that In the case of Clearview Township are less than 26,000 people. You have written
refusing a request that Council by resolution undertake to phase the infrastructure to implement the
Growth Plan, and instead have advertised you intend to design and build it. You have written refusing to
negotiate and to extend the time provided for discussion. I am unavailable next week and accordingly
Clearview Planning Coalition and Gleneden Property Service Corporation have now asked the Minister
to order an individual environmental assessment because it provides the most effective, least costly, and
as a practical matter the only means to ensure that Clearview Township provides adequately for the
protection, conservation and wise management of the environment.

From: Richard Spraggs • . ...-

Sent January 23, 2009 5:14 PM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIlwain, President
Cc: Sob Mayberry
Subject RE: Munidpai Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend -Request to Elevate - Request for IndMdual EA

With regards to voluntarily elevating to a Schedule C or an individual Ek this is not necessary asundertaking the Phase I and Phase 2 of the EA Process was suffident to determine the preferredsolution(s).

I believe that your serious concern(s) are:

The net adverse effects of planning infrastructure otherwise than as required by the Growth Plan are
numerous arid profound.

My comments are

1) the Growth Plan growth numbers are subject to re ular review and possible revision.
2) The Growth Plan is subject to transitions regulations.
3) The Growth Plan represents a prediction or forecast for growth which is considerably
shorter than a reasonable infrastructure planning period.



4) The required infrastructure can be properly phased to accommodate actual growth in thecontext of a properly engineered long term infrastructure plan.
5) Council will authorise budgets yearly as they determine necessary to meet the needs forinfrastructure for both existing and future populations.

This major Infrastructure that we are now planning for will last for the next 60 to 80 years which is wellbeyond the current planning window of growth for 2031; as previously mentioned in this e-mail andprevious e-malls this infrastructure will be designed and constructed in phases with Council’sauthorization.

If I have misstated your concern(s) above, can you please advise.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - MMcIlwaIn, President
Sent Friday, January 23, 2009 10:22 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject RE: Munldpal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Staynai - Request to Extend -Request to Elevate - Request for Individual EA

Confirming receipt and thank you.

From: Richard Spraggs i”.-.r• • ( . •i’. •

Sent January 23, 2009 10:17 AM
lo: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mdflwaln, President
Cc Bob Mayberry
Subject RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend -Request to Elevate - Request for IndMdual EA

Mr Mcllwain

Thank you for your e-mail; please note that I just anlved at the Office 10 minutes ago; my attendance isrequired at Creemore for Mill Street and the Ice Competition immediately; will not be able to respond toyour e-mail by 11:00 AM today; posaiblylwll have time this afternoon or lam planning to be in atrkSaturday morning.

Thank you

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIJwaIn, PresIdent____
Sent FrIday, January 23, 2009 9:27 AM
To: Richard Spraggs



Page 1 of3

FW: Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf- Adobe Acrobat Professional
Richard Spraggs
to:
Steve Gendron
2009-07-27 09:38 AM
Show Details

For Sewage EA Files

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2009 12:17 PM
To: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President
Subject: RE: Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf - Adobe Acrobat Professional

Mr. Mcllwain

Please note that the Notice of Completion was posted December 17, 2008 and advertised; the Project File Report
is available on the Township’s Web Site.

Please note that a letter has been forwarded to you and other interested Agencies I Parties who wanted to be
notified.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art McIlwain, President [mailto:gpsca)bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2008 12:10 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Don McNalty; Jeff Langlois; Peggy Salma
Subject: Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf - Adobe Acrobat Professional

December 22, 2008

Township of Clearview
Ri Burnside

Delivered by e-mail

Please provide status of Wastewater EA.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc(bellnet.ca]
Sent: May 22, 2008 10:00 AM
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs()clearviewtwp.on.ca); Don McNalty (don mcnaltyrjburnside.com); Jeff Langlois
(jjpgloisrjbumside.com); Peggy Salma (pslama(a)rjburnside.com)
Subject: RE: Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf - Adobe Acrobat Professional

Clearview Township (“Clearview” throughout) promulgated an environmental assessment gone seriously awry
to use as authority for proposed water undertakings capable of accommodating 48,000 more people in four
settlement areas with a total population of about 6,000 people. Gleneden objected that is far more by a factor
of ten than the number permitted by the population forecasts the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden
Horseshoe (“GPGGH” throughout) requires the municipality to plan for. GPGGH is Provincial law that Clearview
must abide by. Gleneden objected it is irregular to use an Environmental Class Assessment to abrogate it, and
averred if Clearview builds oversized water systems, it can only grant land use consents to permit their use to
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the extent they do not permit population growth beyond Clearview’s allocated GPGGH growth forecasts.
Gleneden averred even so, because Clearview bases its water system planning on 48,000 more people than the

GPGGH requires it to plan for, a proper assessment is needed of the Environmental impacts of accommodating
those people. Clearview’s failed EA does not do that. It makes no assessment of the impact of this larger than
permitted population increase on important aspects of the Economic, Natural, Social, and Cultural
environments.

Clearview advised Gleneden a Part II Order request would jeopardize Clearview’s chances to win a $1.8 million Municipal
Infrastructure Improvement Initiative grant. As the attachment to the March e-mail below makes clear, Gleneden agreed
not to make the request on the basis that a Wastewater EA then underway is planning the wastewater treatment of the
water generated by the proposed water undertakings this failed EA will authorize. Gleneden stated it will expect the
Wastewater EA to assess the impacts of this larger than permitted population growth on the Economic, Natural, Social, and
Cultural environments.

Please advise the status of the Wastewater EA.

PS

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc(bellnet.ca]
Sent: March 14, 2008 5:52 PM
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs()dearviewtwp.on.ca); Don McNalty (don mcrialty@rjburnside.com); Jeff Langlois
(j1ngloisijburnside.com); Peggy Salma (pslama(6)rjburnside.com)
Subject: Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf - Adobe Acrobat Professional

Please include the attached <<Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf>> in the File for MG 03 4662 Clearview Water
EA.

G PS C

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
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per
Art MctIwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.
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FW: Clearview Wastewater Class Environmental Assessments, Stayner, New Lowell, and Nottawa
Richard Spraggs
to:
Steve Gendron
2009-07-27 09:41 AM
Show Details

For EA Files

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2009 12:18 PM
To: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President; Robert Mayberry
Subject: RE: Clearview Wastewater Class Environmental Assessments, Stayner, New Lowell, and Nottawa

Thank you

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:gpscbellnet.caJ
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2009 12:07 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Robert Mayberry
Subject: Clearview Wastewater Class Environmental Assessments, Stayner, New Lowell, and Nottawa

January 5, 2009

Clearview Township
Delivered by fax to 705-428-0288 and by e-mail to rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Delivered by fax to 705 446 2399 and by e-mail to bob.mayberryjjjiside.com

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng., Robert Mayberry, P.Eng.

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited’s December 17, 2008 status report arrived in an envelope postmarked

December 29th Gleneden will review the material posted on the Township web page to confirm that the
number of people and jobs being planned for is that required by Schedule 3 of the Provincial Growth Plan.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105

77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
P416 777 1325 M416 805 9819

F 416 777 1329 E gpsc@bellnet.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.
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This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by Yj’Networks(fl, and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Bob Mayberry [Bob.Mayberry@rjburnside.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2009 11:04 AM
To: Don McNalty; Steve Gendron
Cc: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Fw: Nottawa Wastewater Treatment EA

I just spoke with Richard - I had forwarded this E-mail to him, and he has called and left
a message with Ms. Humphries advising that the schedule is not yet determined, and noting
to her that there are two projects that the Township needs to coordinate and fund.

Bob

Forwarded by Bob Mayberry/RJB on 01/13/2009 10:59 AM

“Rosemarie
Hurnphries”
<rhuinphries chumph To
riesplanning . corn> <bob .mayberryrjburnside.com>

cc
01/13/2009 09:57 ‘Antonio Maggio’”
AN <arnaggioCtrebnet . corn>

Subj ect
Nottawa Wastewater Treatment EA

Please respond to
<rhumphries@humph
riesplanning. corn>

Hi Bob:

We received a copy of the notice for the above. Can you provide me with the timing for
design and construction of this project on the basis that there are no bumpup requests
made etc.

Thanks

Rosernarie

Rosemarie L. Humphries

Humphries Planning Group Inc.
216 Chrislea Road, Suite 103
Woodbridge, Ontario L4L 8S5
905—264—7678 (ext. 244) Fax (905)264—8073

**** CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ****

This electronic transmission and any accompanying attachments may contain privileged or
confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or organization named
above. Any distribution, copying or action taken in reliance on the contents of this
communication by anyone other than the intended recipient(s) is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

If you have received this communication in error please notify the sender at the above
email address and delete this email immediately.

1



Thank you.

***************************************

This message has been scanned for viruses and dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Richard Spraggs

Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2009 12:30 PM

To: clearplan @bellnet.ca

Cc: Bob Mayberry

Subject: WASTEWATER MUNICIPAL CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Please consider this as a Response to your January 7, 2009 Correspondence to Clearview Mayor and
Council, in which you wrote:

“This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why Clearview Township is not planning
for the number of people and jobs the Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and
all must abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than 26,000. 65,000 is the
number Council is planning for and intends to design and build water and wastewater infrastructure to
accommodate at a cost of more than $150 million.”

The response is:

The goal of the Municipal Class EA Study was to provide servicing strategy supporting each settlement area
(Nottawa, Stayner) being built out. The population at built out was based on the ultimate population and was
determined using the Official Plan and the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe (GGH) which was
developed under the Places to Grow Act 2005.

For Nottawa, the ultimate population (Section 4.2, page 17) is 8650 using the GGH growth scenario.

For Stayner, the ultimate population (Section 4.3.4, page 20) is 28,200 using the GGH (without
intensification) growth scenario.

The strategy did not attempt to identify a projected growth rate, but an end population. With this end
population, the infrastructure required was identified and can be phased in as demand materializes. This
will eliminate mothballing any infrastructure as growth continues.

This strategy was discussed with the Public at the PlC and Council was made aware of this strategy
when we provided updates on the Wastewater Municipal Class EA’s to them.

The long term requirements and phasing will occur in accordance with the policies and regulations of
the Provincial Policy Statement, the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe, the County of
Simcoe Official Plan and the Township’s Official Plan.

This study is associated with longer term planning. Clearview will proceed in a fiscally responsible manner in
response to anticipated growth or servicing needs. The Municipality is not in a position to fund all of these
projects at once and the ability to finance each phase will impact the timing of the construction of each phase.
(Reference —Executive Summary)

The project requirements and phasing will continue to reflect the Municipal, Provincial and County policy
frameworks on an ongoing basis. It is anticipated that the projects will be reviewed and re-prioritized at five year
intervals to match the five year review period of Municipal, County and Provincial planning. Phasing of the works
will be considered in the context of any updates to growth plans as incorporated in these policy documents.
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(Reference Executive Summary).

Should you have any questions, please advise.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

Bob Mayberry — please place in the Notice of Completion File

7/20/2009
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Richard Spraggs

From: Richard Spraggs

Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2009 11:34 AM

To: clearplan @ bellnet.ca

Cc: Bob Campbell; Bob Mayberry

Subject: FW: Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Request
for Agreement in Principle

As requested,

From: Bob Campbell
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2009 9:19 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: FW: Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Request for
Agreement in Principle

Robert Campbell. Clerk
Clearview Township
(705) 428-6230 ext. 224

bcamrbell@clarviewtwo.on.ca

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2009 11:53 AM
To: Bob Campbell
Subject: Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Request for
Agreement in Principle

January 12, 2009

Clearview Township
Delivered by fax to 705 428 0288 and e-mail

Bob Campbell, Clerk

The municipality posted a notice on December 17, 2008 regarding the Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment It states “The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle
with the Town of Collingwood for this proposed solution.” Please provide a copy of the agreement in principle,
and a copy of the resolution of Council authorizing it.

Thankyou

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc

7/20/2009
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per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower Suite 4105
77 King Street West, P0 58, Toronto ON M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(j), and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Richard Spraggs

Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2009 11:39 AM

To: clearplan @bellnet.ca

Cc: Bob Campbell; Bob Mayberry

Subject: FW: Stayner Wastewater Treatment System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Request
for Agreement in Principle

As requested

From: Bob Campbell
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2009 9:18 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: FW: Stayner Wastewater Treatment System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Request for
Agreement in Principle

Robert Campbell, Clerk
Clearview Township
(705) 428-6230 ext. 224

bcampbell@clearviewtwp.on.ca

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2009 11:53 AM
To: Bob Campbell
Subject: Stayner Wastewater Treatment System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Request for
Agreement in Principle

January 12, 2009

Clearview Township
Delivered by fax to 705 428 0288 and e-mail

Bob Campbell, Clerk

The municipality posted a notice on December 17, 2008 regarding the Stayner Wastewater Treatment System
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment. It states “The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle
with the Town of Wasaga Beach for this proposed solution.” Please provide a copy of the agreement in
principle, and a copy of the resolution of Council authorizing it.

Thankyou

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc

7/20/2009
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per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower Suite 4105
77 King Street West, P0 58, Toronto ON M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [clearplan@bellnet.ca]

Sent: Monday, January 19, 2009 10:29 AM

To: Richard Spraggs

Subject: Municipal Class Enviromental Assessment - Will Council Commit to Phasing?

January 19, 2009

Clearview Township
Delivered by fax to 705 428 0288 and e-mail

Richard Spraggs

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people.
Instead it advertises its intention to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people. None of
the Mayor or other Members of Council have explained why. Neither does your January 13, 2009 e-mail. Even
so, it alludes to phasing. Please advise if Council is willing to commit to phase the design and construction of
infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people in a resolution that it passes before 5:00 PM on January
22.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by YPNetworkW, and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [clearplan@bellnet.ca]

Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2009 4:58 PM

To: Richard Spraggs

Subject: RE: Municipal Class Enviromental Assessment - Will Council Commit to Phasing?

Confirming receipt and thank you. Did you intend 2008 below to be 2009?

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto: rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .caj
Sent: January 20, 2009 4:51 PM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Cc: Bob Mayberry
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Enviromental Assessment - Will Council Commit to Phasing?

Mr Mcllwain

The Municipal Class EA ( MCEA) Process evaluated options for Nottawa and Stayner to meet existing, future and
utimate needs with regards to sewage treatment and collection. The MCEA Process encourages input from
regulatory agencies, the municipality, and the public at the local level in evaluating alternative solutions taking into
consideration the environmental impacts and mitigation measures.

The Municipal Class EA Process as identified on Figure 1.2 Municipal Class EA Process (flow chart) does not
require for Council to pass any resolutions for the design and the construction of infrastructure. It has been my
experience that the actual approving / phasing for the design and the construction of infrastructure by Council are
done through the Yearly Capital Budget (&5 Year Capital Forecast) Process. The Development Charges Act
(DCA) Bylaw and appropriate funds collected through the DCA will also be a factor taken into account by Council.
Therefore there is no requirement for Council to pass a separate Resolution by 5:00PM on January 22, 2009.

With regards to Council committing to a population of less than 26,000; that commitment would tie into actual
design and construction of individual components of the infrastructure; component by component. For instance
when we undertook the New Lowell Water Supply and Reservoir Component, although the Reservoir component
was built to service the existing population, the feeder pipe from the Collingwood — New Tecumseh pipeline to the
Reservoir was built for entire settlement area as it made practical and logical sense. Similar decisions would be
made for the infrastructure under this Sewage EA.

The Municipal Class EA Process sets the course for the bigger picture for servicing and as I indicated in my
previous e-mail so that we do not go down one road and then find that we have to moth ball major infrastructure
10 to 15 years out.

.As indicated in my January 13, 2008 the undersigned responded to your previous January 7, 2009 e-mail to
Council.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

Bob: Please place in Notice of Completion File

From: Cleaniiew Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mdlwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, January 19, 2009 10:29 AM
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To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Municipal Class Enviromental Assessment - Will Council Commit to Phasing?

January 19, 2009

Clearview Township
Delivered by fax to 705 428 0288 and e-mail

Richard Spraggs

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people.
Instead it advertises its intention to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people. None of
the Mayor or other Members of Council have explained why. Neither does your January 13, 2009 e-mail. Even
so, it alludes to phasing. Please advise if Council is willing to commit to phase the design and construction of
infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people in a resolution that it passes before 5:00 PM on January
22.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by fjç(1), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(i), and is
believed to be clean.
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From: Clearview Planning Coalition [nc - Art Mcllwain, President {mailto:clearplan@bellnet.caj
Sent: Monday, January 19, 2009 10:29 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Municipal Class Enviromental Assessment - Will Council Commit to Phasing?

January 19, 2009

Clearview Township
Delivered by fax to 705 428 0288 and e-mail

Richard Spraggs

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people.
Instead it advertises its intention to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people. None of
the Mayor or other Members of Council have explained why. Neither does your January 13, 2009 e-mail. Even
so, it alludes to phasing. Please advise if Council is willing to commit to phase the design and construction of
infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people in a resolution that it passes before 5:00 PM on January
22.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [clearplan@bellnet.ca]

Sent: Thursday, January 22, 2009 11:40 AM

To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell

Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend and
Request to Elevate

January 22, 2009

Clearview Township
Delivered by fax 705 428 0288 and e-mail

Robert Campbell, Clerk and Richard Spraggs, Director of Public Works

This is about your Municipal Class Environmental Assessment — Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System and
your Municipal Class Environmental Assessment — Stayner Wastewater Treatment System. These are clearly
Schedule C activities and you advertised you were proceeding as a Schedule C project at the outset. Please
confirm before 9:00 AM tomorrow morning that you will voluntarily elevate each project to a Schedule C
project. You mailed your Notices of Completion later than December 17thi Important concerns arose during the
period since then. Please confirm before 9:00 AM tomorrow morning that you will extend the time for

negotiation of these concerns beyond January 315t Failure on your part to provide such confirmation will
confirm your refusal to do so.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [clearplan@bellnet.ca]

Sent: Friday, January 23, 2009 8:50 PM

To: Eugenia Chalambalacis; sabrina.grando@ontario.ca

Cc: Richard Spraggs

Subject: Part II Order Request - Clearview Township - Stayner and Nottwawa Wastewater Treatment System
Municipal Class Environmentatl Assessments.

January 23, 2009

The Honourable John Gerretsen
Minister of the Environment
135 St. Clair Avenue West
12th Floor, Toronto ON M4V 1P55
Delivered by e-mail to Sabrina Grando, Chief of Staff at sabrina.grando@ontario.ca and to Eugenia Chalambalacis, Project
Evaluator PROJECT REVIEW UNIT at eugenia.chalambalacis@ontario.ca.

The request of Clearview Planning Coalition Inc and Gleneden Property Service Corporation that the Minister make Part II
Orders is attached in the matter of the Township of Clearview Stayner Wastewater Treatment System Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment and in the matter of the Township of Clearview Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment.

A copy of the request is also being sent to Richard Spraggs who is the director of Public Works for the Township of
Clea rview.

Gleneden and CPCI stand ready to discuss this important matter with your staff, Minister. Perhaps if all put their heads
together the matter can be resolved.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
Per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplancbellnet.ca e-mail

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
Per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F
gpc@beIlnet.ca E
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower Suite 4105
77 King St W P0 58
Toronto ON MSK 1E7

Ps. The photo on the first page of the attachment is the Mcllwain family farm in Clearview Township.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNe1wci]cs(1), and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [clearplan@beflnet.ca]

Sent: Friday, January 23, 2009 9:00 PM

To: Richard Spraggs

Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend -

Request to Elevate - Request for Individual EA

Confirming receipt and thank you. You misstate the Growth Plan again. Since 2006 it has imposed the
mandatory requirement that infrastructure and investment be planned to implement its growth projections that
in the case of Clearview Township are less than 26,000 people. You have written refusing a request that Council
by resolution undertake to phase the infrastructure to implement the Growth Plan, and instead have advertised
you intend to design and build it. You have written refusing to negotiate and to extend the time provided for
discussion. I am unavailable next week and accordingly Clearview Planning Coalition and Gleneden Property
Service Corporation have now asked the Minister to order an individual environmental assessment because it
provides the most effective, least costly, and as a practical matter the only means to ensure that Clearview
Township provides adequately for the protection, conservation and wise management of the environment.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 23, 2009 5:14 PM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Cc: Bob Mayberry
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend - Request
to Elevate - Request for Individual EA

With regards to voluntarily elevating to a Schedule C or an individual EA; this is not necessary as undertaking the
Phase 1 and Phase 2 of the EA Process was sufficient to determine the preferred solution(s).

I believe that your serious concern(s) are:

The net adverse effects of planning infrastructure otherwise than as required by the Growth Plan are
numerous and profound.

My comments are

1) the Growth Plan growth numbers are subject to regular review and possible revision.
2) The Growth Plan is subject to transitions regulations.
3) The Growth Plan represents a prediction or forecast for growth which is considerably shorter than a

reasonable infrastructure plan fling period.
4) The required infrastructure can be properly phased to accommodate actual growth in the context of a

properly engineered long term infrastructure plan.
5) Council will authorise budgets yearly as they determine necessary to meet the needs for infrastructure

for both existing and future populations.

This major infrastructure that we are now planning for will last for the next 60 to 80 years which is well beyond
the current planning window of growth for 2031; as previously mentioned in this e-mail and previous e-mails
this infrastructure will be designed and constructed in phases with Council’s authorization.

If I have misstated your concern(s) above, can you please advise.

7/20/2009
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Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIlwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, January 23, 2009 10:22 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend - Request
to Elevate - Request for Individual EA

Confirming receipt and thank you.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto: rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 23, 2009 10:17 AM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Cc: Bob Mayberry
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend - Request
to Elevate - Request for Individual EA

Mr Mcllwain

Thank you for your e-mail; please note that I just arrived at the Office 10 minutes ago; my attendance is required
at Creemore for Mill Street and the Ice Competition immediately; will not be able to respond to your e-mail by
11:00 AM today; possibly I will have time this afternoon or I am planning to be in at work Saturday morning.

Thank you

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIlwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bellnet.caj
Sent: Friday, January 23, 2009 9:27 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend - Request
to Elevate - Request for Individual EA

Confirming receipt and thank you. You misstate the Growth Plan. The growth allocation is a hard cap. You
misstate the serious concerns raised during the review period. The net adverse effects of planning
infrastructure otherwise than as required by the Growth Plan are numerous and profound. You refuse to extend
the time to attempt to negotiate a resolution of the issues. You refuse to voluntarily elevate to Schedule C. Will
you voluntarily undertake individual environmental assessments? Please respond before 11:00 AM today.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 22, 2009 5:27 PM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Cc: Don McNalty; Bob Mayberry
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend and

7/20/2009
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Request to Elevate

Schedule C or Schedule B ???

The project was undertaken in accordance with Phases 1 & 2 of the Municipal Class EA Process. Please refer to
Figure 1.2 Municipal Class EA Process (Flow Chart). The findings of the project determined by RJ Burnside and
Associates in consultation with Township Staff determined that this indeed was Schedule B project and that the
Notice of Completion was then finalized.

In the Notice of Commencement Advertisement, (a copy of which is in Appendix E); it does not state “Schedule C”
but it states that “the Project is being planned with Phases 1 and 2 of the Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment Process.” Your statement: “and you advertised you were proceeding as a Schedule C project
at the outset” is therefore incorrect.

In reviewing the Project File Report and also the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment Document for
municipal projects, there is no requirement / need for the Municipality to expend further tax payers dollars to
voluntary elevate each project to a Schedule C.

lmrortant Concerns arose since then (December 17, 2008)

You have forwarded two e-mails and the important concerns that you have since December 17 are:

January 19, 2009

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000
people. Instead it advertises its intention to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000
people. None of the Mayor or other Members of Council have explained why. Neither does your
January 13, 2009 e-mail. Even so, it alludes to phasing. Please advise if Council is willing to commit to
phase the design and construction of infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people in a
resolution that it passes before 5:00 PM on January 22.

January 14, 2009

“This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why Clearview Township is not
planning for the number of people and jobs the Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the
law of the land and all must abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is
less than 26,000. 65,000 is the number Council is planning for and intends to design and build water
and wastewater infrastructure to accommodate at a cost of more than $150 million.”

With regards to your two e-mails; I believe your statement:

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000
people Instead it advertises advertises its intention to design and build infrastructure to accommodate
65,000 people.

summarizes your important concerns.

7/20/2009
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Council has not yet received a report on growth and SO has not made a decision. The growth plan,
rooted in legislation, does provide a number. However, the associated ‘ansition regulation, also
allows these numbers to be exceeded by applications which precede the growth plan, of’ which
Clearview has a substantial number. A.s indicated in my previous c-mails, my previous response(s) is
self explanatory and addresses your concerns.

I believe your concerns have been answered; therefore there is nothing to “negotiate” and rio need to
extend the January 31, 2009 deadline.

Please advise if there are any other “Important concerns” that you that you have not presented yet.

Thank you

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.

1)irector of Public Works

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, January 22, 2009 11:40 AM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend and Request to
Elevate

January 22, 2009

Clearview Township

Delivered by fax 705 428 0288 and e-mail

Robert Campbell, Clerk and Richard Spraggs, Director of Public Works

This is about your Municipal Class Environmental Assessment — Nottawa Wastewater Treatment
System and your Municipal Class Environmental Assessment — Stayner Wastewater Treatment System.
These are clearly Schedule C activities and you advertised you were proceeding as a Schedule C project
at the outset. Please confirm before 9:00 AM tomorrow morning that you will voluntarily elevate each
project to a Schedule C project. You mailed your Notices of Completion later than December 171h

Important concerns arose during the period since then. Please confirm before 9:00 AM tomorrow
morning that you will extend the time for negotiation of these concerns beyond January 31st• Failure
on your part to provide such confirmation will confirm your refusal to do so.

7/20/2009
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Clearview Planning Coalition Inc

per

Art McIIwain

President

cIearpIancbeJInet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(12), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(D, and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Richard Spraggs

Sent: Monday, January 26, 2009 9:20 AM

To: Don McNalty; Bob Mayberry; Steve Gendron

Cc: CLRTWP-Mngt Team

Subject: FW: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Part II Order Request

FYI, more information

From: Ferguson, Ken [mailto: Ken. Ferguson@simcoe.ca)
Sent: Sunday, January 25, 2009 8:10 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: FW: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Part II Order Request

Just fwd this to you ,l would think you already have been discussing this with him .please update Ken

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, January 23, 2009 8:49 PM
To: kferguson@clearviewtwp.on.ca
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Part II Order Request

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each by fax to 705 428 0288 and by e-mail

Ken Ferguson

I wrote earlier today Ken asking once again that you explain why it is in the interest of the electors of Clearview
Township to plan and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people when the Growth Plan requires
planning infrastructure for 26,000. You made no reply, Ken. The undertaking imposes materially greater net
adverse effects on the Economic, Natural, Social and Cultural environments, and your Schedule B Municipal
Class Assessment has not assessed them. Staff have refused to negotiate, or to extend the time allowed for
discussion, or to elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental assessment. I think the
answer is likely pretty straightforward, and can be dealt with by Council passing a resolution committing itself to
phase construction of the infrastructure so it implements the Growth Plan’s 26,000 projection, but staff say that
is not acceptable.

In any event, Mayor Ferguson, this failure to join in discussion coupled with the serious nature of the concerns
really leaves no choice. Clearview Planning Coalition Inc and Gleneden Property Service Corporation have now
requested the Minister of the Environment to order an individual environmental assessment as the most
effective, least costly, and really the only effective means to ensure that the municipality provide adequately for
the protection, conservation and wise management of the environment.

I remain hopeful that when we each discuss this matter with Ministry staff a satisfactory resolution will be
found.

7/20/2009
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Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 p 416 777 1329 F

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by 1N wojjcsfl), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(13), and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [clearplan@bellnet.ca]

Sent: Tuesday, February 03, 2009 4:52 PM

To: Richard Spraggs

Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Creemore - Preferred Alternative.pdf - Adobe Acrobat
Professional

Routine follow up. Please advise the status of this MCEA

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca}
Sent: November 6, 2007 9:51 AM
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Creemore - Preferred Alternative.pdf - Adobe Acrobat
Professional

November 6, 2007

Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs
Delivered by e-mail

Please advise the status of this Municipal Class Environmental Assessment.

Thank you
Art Mcllwain
416 777 1325

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Sue Mckenzie

Sent: Thursday, February 05, 2009 4:31 PM

To: Richard Spraggs; dmcnalty@rjburnside.com; Bob Mayberry

Subject: FW: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Request for Answers

Importance: High

Susan A. Mckenzie C.A.O.
Clearview Township
217 Gideon Street,
Stayner, Ont. LOM iSO

705-428-6230 ext. 230
mckenzie clearyiewtwp.on.ca
www.clearviewtwp.on.ca

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, February 05, 2009 4:10 PM
To: Sue McKenzie
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Request for Answers

February 5, 2009

Mayor and Members
Clearview Township Council
Delivered by fax and e-mail to each and to Clerk and CAO

Susan McKenzie

In July 2004 (Item lic, July 19, 2004) Council approved “the recommendation that Ri Burnside & Associates be
retained to undertake the Clearview Sanitary-Water Municipal Class EA as set out in the terms of reference.”
The Terms of Reference provided that “while examining the alternatives the financial impacts will also be
modeled to include: total capital cost of the solution; per capita cost of the solution based on three growth
scenarios; annual operational cost of the solution; per capita annual operational cost of the solution; and
Lifespan and replacement cost of the solution. These costs will also be compared to the costs associated with
the current systems and replacement cost of the solution.” “The work program will also establish “in detail the
approvals requirements and associated timelines for the various solutions; and the growth management
implications/constraints of each solution.”

Councillor Ian Lang moved the motion and Councillor Al Bell seconded it. Al was defeated in the next election as
was Ian’s appointed replacement. The new Council passed no other resolution, Susan. Electors are entitled to
the work Council bargained for.

1. What is the per capita cost of each solution based on three growth scenarios?
2. What is the lifespan and replacement cost of each solution?
3. What are these costs compared to the costs associated with the current systems and replacement cost

of each solution?

7/20/2009



Page 2 of 2

4. What are the detailed approvals requirements and associated timelines for the various solutions?
5. What are the growth management implications/constraints of each solution?

Do you know the answers that Council retained Ri Burnside & Associates to provide, CAO McKenzie? If you do,
please provide them by fax or e-mail before 5:00 PM on February 12, 2009.

Respectfully submitted
Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
Per
Art Mcllwain
President
416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F clearplan@bellnet.ca E

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by Yl etwrks.W, and is
believed to be clean.
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FW: StaynerlNottawa: addendum re NoCs
Richard Spraggs to: Steve Gendron 2009-07-27 10:03 AM

fyi
Original Message

From: Bob Mayberry [mailto:Bob.Mayberry@rjburnside.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 05, 2009 11:11 AM
To: Richard Spraggs; Don McNalty; Steve Gendron
Subject: Fw: Stayner/Nottawa: addendum re NoCs

FYI - Sent a few minutes ago.

Bob

Forwarded by Bob Mayberry/RJB on 03/05/2009 11:10AM

Bob Mayberry/RJB

03/05/2009 11:10

AM “Wright, Wesley (ENE)”

Wesley. Wright@ontario. ca>

Subj ect
Fw: Stayner/Nottawa: addendum re

N0C s

Wesley:



Attached please find PDF’s of the following:

1) the Notices of Completion for both the Nottawa and the Stayner Class
EA’ s

2) maps showing the area being studied and a conceptual configuration of
the preferred solution for both the Nottawa EA and the Stayner EA.

I am also pulling together the C of A’s for both Collingwood and Wasaga
Beach WWTP’s and will get these off to you shortly.

Regards

Bob

(See attached file: Notices of Completion for Nottawa and
Stayner.pdf) (See
attached file: Nottawa Collingwood plan.pdf) (See attached file: Stayner
Wasaga Beach Plan.pdf)

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



Richard Spraggs

From: Bob Mayberry [Bob. Mayberry@rjburnside.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2009 8:39 AM
To: Richard Spraggs; Steve Gendron
Subject: Fw: Stayner/Nottawa: INAC response re specific claims

Richard:

Per your earlier E-mail.

Bob
Forwarded by Bob Mayberry/RJB on 03/10/2009 08:39 AM

“Wright, Wesley
(ENE)
<Wesley.Wright@on To
tario.ca> “Bob Mayberry”

<Bob. Mayberry@rjburnside. corn>
03/09/2009 02:12 cc
PM

Subj ect
Stayner/Nottawa: INAC response re
specific claims

FYI

Wesley Wright
Project Evaluator, Project Review Unit
Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch P Please consider the environment before
printing this email.

Original Message
From: Janet Townson [mailto:Janet.Townson@ainc-inac.gc.ca]
Sent: March 6, 2009 4:17 PM
To: Wright, Wesley (ENE)
Cc: Don Boswell
Subject: Re: Stayner/Nottawa: addendum re NoCs

B 8260—12

Wesley Wright
Project Evaluator, Project Review Unit
Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch Wesley.Wright@ontario.ca

Dear Mr. Wright:

Re: Stayner/Nottawa: addendum re NoCs

I am writing in response to your email of March 5, 2009, regarding claims in the above
noted area.

1



(Sorry for the delay. G8 emergency request.)

We have conducted a brief search of our records and determined that the following First
Nations in the vicinity of the area of interest have submitted specific claims:

Beausoleil First Nation
1 Ogema Street, CHRISTIAN ISLAND, ON LOK 1CO
(705) 247—2051

Chippewas of Georgina Island
RR 2 P0 Box N-l3, SUTTON WEST, ON LOE 1RO
(705) 437—1337

Chippewas of Mnjikaning First Nation (Rama)
5884 Rama Road Suite 200, RAMA, ON LOK iTO
(705) 325—3611

Chippewas of Mnjikaning First Nation (Raina)
5884 Rama Road Suite 200, RAMA, ON LOK iTO
(705) 325—3611

Chippewas of Nawash First Nation
RR 5, WIARTON, ON NOH 2T0
(519) 534—1689

Curve Lake First Nation
22 Winookeeda Road, CURVE LAKE, ON KOL 1RO
(705) 657—8045

Hiawatha First Nation
123 Paudash Street, HIAWATHA, ON KOL 2G0
(705) 295—4421

Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation RR# 5 22521 Island Road, PORT PERRY, ON L9L 1B6
(905) 985—3337

In addition, there are other First Nations in the vicinity of your area of interest. You
may wish to contact these First Nations to advise them of your intentions. They can be
reached at:

Moose Deer Point First Nation
3719 Twelve Mile Bay Rd., P0 BOX 119, MACTIER, ON POC lHO
(705) 375—5209

Saugeen First Nation No.29
Highway #21, R.R. #1, SOUTHAMPTON, ON NOH 2LO
(519) 797—2781

Wahta Mohawk Territory
P0 BOX 260, BALA, ON POC lAO
(705) 756—2354

Wasauksing First Nation
P0 Box 250, PARRY SOUND, ON P2A 2X4
(705) 746—2531

For more information, you may wish to consult a “Public Information Status Report” on all
claims which have been submitted to date. This information is available to the public on
the Indian and Northern Affairs Canada (INAC) website and can be found at http://www.ainc
mac .gc . ca/al/ldc/spc/pubs/pis/pis-eng. asp.

It should be noted that the reports available on the INAC website are updated quarterly
and therefore, you may want to check this site at regular intervals for updates. In
accordance with legislative requirements, confidential information has not been disclosed.

Please rest assured that it is the policy of the Government of Canada as expressed in The
Specific Claims Policy and Process Guide that “in any settlement of specific native claims

2



the government will take third party interests into account. As a general rule, the
government will not accept any settlement which will lead to third parties being
dispossessed.”

We can only speak directly to claims filed under the Specific Claims Policy in the
Province of Ontario. We cannot make any comments regarding potential or future claims, or
claims filed under other departmental policies. This includes claims under Canada’s
Comprehensive Claims Policy or legal action by a First Nation against the Crown. You may
wish to contact the Assessment and Historical Research Directorate at (819) 994-6453, the
Consultation and Accommodation Unit at (613) 944-9313 and Litigation Management and
Resolution Branch at (819) 934-2185 directly for more information.

You may also wish to visit
http://www.ainc-inac.gc.ca/nr/iss/acp/acp-eng.asp on the INAC website for information
regarding the Federal Action Plan on Aboriginal Consultation and Accommodation.

To the best of our knowledge, the information we have provided you is current and up?to?
date. However, this information may not be exhaustive with regard to your needs and you
may wish to consider seeking information from other government and private sources
(including Aboriginal groups). In addition, please note that Canada does not act as a
representative for any Aboriginal group for t he purpose of any claim or the purpose of
consultation.

I hope this information will be of assistance to you. I trust that this satisfactorily
addresses your concerns. If you wish to discuss this matter further please contact me at
(819) 953?4667.

Sincerely,

Janet Townson
A/Claims Analyst
Ontario Research Team
Specific Claims Branch

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Wright, Wesley (ENE) [Wesley.Wright@ontario.ca]

Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2009 10:46 AM

To: Richard Spraggs

Cc: Don McNalty; Bob Mayberry; Peter Somers; Steve Gendron; Sue Mckenzie

Subject: RE: Township of Clearview - Municipal Class EA -- Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for
Nottawa -- Withdraw Notice of Completion

E-mail received. An acknowledgment letter will go out shortly.

Thanks,

Wesley Wright
Project Evaluator, Project Review Unit
Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch

Please consider the environment before printing Ihis email.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto: rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: March 10, 2009 10:29 AM
To: Wright, Wesley (ENE)
Cc: Don McNalty; Bob Mayberry; Peter Somers; Steve Gendron; Sue McKenzie
Subject: Township of Clearview - Municipal Class EA -- Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Nottawa --

Withdraw Notice of Completion

Wesley Wright

Please accept this e-mail as the Township of Clearview’s request to withdraw the Notice of Completion posted December
17, 2008 for

• Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Nottawa, Schedule B Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment

• Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Stayner, Schedule B Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment

The Township acknowledges its ‘Duty to Consult’ and will consult with the First Nations/Aboriginal Peoples with regards
to any input, issues or concerns that they may have.

Please note that the Township plans to take into consideration and revise accordingly, its Municipal Class EA from these
consultations, and after which undertake a new Notice of Completion.

Thank you for your assistance to date.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works
Clearview Township

Ph 705-428-6230 x243

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Janet Townson [Janet.Townson@ainc-inac.gc.ca]
Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2009 11:30 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Your E-mail dated March 6, 2009 to Wesley WrightProjectEvaluator MOE Ontario

You’re welcome, Richard...

Yes, a cc would be appropriate for INAC, unless you had specific names within program
areas and then you could cc the people, instead. Currently, I am the contact for Specific
Claims - Ontario.

When you ask about Ontario, I assume you mean Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs?? I do work
frequently with Ontario on claims, however I don’t know if they have a unit designated for
3rd Party requests. I am going to give you the name of Kelly Roy within their Land Claims
Research Unit and hopefully, if she can’t help you, she’ll be able to direct your request
to the appropriate person. Her number and addy are: [416-326-4767] [ kelly.roy@ontario.ca]

This is MAA’s Address:

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs
160 Bloor Street East, 4th floor
Toronto, Ontario, Canada
M7A 2E6

Hope this is useful...

Janet

>>> “Richard Spraggs” <rspraggsc1earviewtwp.on.ca> 3/12/2009 10:24 AM
>>> >>>

Janet

Thanks for your response.

We will be sending out a letter with our Study, I believe it appropriate to CC (letter
only) to INAC, Should we? Are you the Contact?

Do you know who the Contact would be for the Province of Ontario?

Richard

Original Message
From: Janet Townson {mailto:Janet.Townson@ainc-inac.gc.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, March 11, 2009 3:24 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Re: Your E-mail dated March 6, 2009 to Wesley Wright ProjectEvaluator MOE Ontario

Richard...

You can do it a number of ways. You can address the letters in the
following:
1) Dear Chief;
2) Dear Chief and Council; or,
3) there is a website http://www.chiefs-of-ontario.org/ where you can locate the Chiefs’
First Names if you prefer a more personable approach.

I hope you find this useful...

Janet

1



>>> “Richard Spraggs” <rspraggs@c1earviewtwp.on.ca> 3/11/2009 3:15 PM
>>>

Please note that Clearview Township is undertaking a Class Environment Assessment, for
sewage works in Stayner and Nottawa in Clearview Township.

You provided Wesley a list of First Nations that the Township should contact with regards
to Consultation.

We will be sending letters out to these First Nations, can you advise what the protocol is
with regards to addressing the letters; to the Chief, the Chief and Council, The Council
etc etc. How do we get their names?

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.

Director of Public Works

Clearview Township

This message has been scanned for viruses and dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.
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FW: Nottawa & Stayner Sewage EA -- Withdrawal of Notice of Completion
Richard Spraggs
to:
Steve Gendron
2009-07-27 09:5 1 AM
Show Details

For Sewage EA File

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: Friday, March 13, 2009 2:39 PM
To: CLRTWP-Council
Cc: Bob Campbell; Dave Carruthers; Michael Wynia; Mitch Carruthers; Richard Spraggs; Steve Sage; Sue McKenzie; Mike
Rawn; Don McNalty
Subject: Nottawa & Stayner Sewage EA — Withdrawal of Notice of Completion

In discussion with the MOE Environment Assessment and Approvals Branch, we have decided to withdraw our Notice of
Completion for the Nottawa and the Stayner Sewage EA’s to undertake consultation with First Nations.

When the MOE gets a Part II Order Request, the MOE’s Project Evaluator reviews the Municipal Class EA File for three
things:

1) Township’s responses to the Requestor’s Concerns and Issues per the Part II Order Request.
2) Technical/Engineering Merits of the Project
3) Consultation with First Nations “Duty to Consult” in particular how it deals with Land Claims, Aboriginal Rights etc.

With regards to 1) and 2) above, the Township is in excellent shape.

With regards to Consultation with First Nations, this did not occur. It is my understanding that in 2007, there was a Supreme
Court of Canada Decision that may have occurred in British Columbia, and then the Province of Ontario for all
Environmental Assessments including Municipal Class EA’s has made it a requirement for “Duty to Consult”. This “Duty to
Consult” not only means that we send a Notice of Commencement of the Municipal Class EA Project to the First Nations,
but we must show that we have made every possible effort to make contact, follow up and discuss the project, and get their
corn rnents.

For the Sewage EA, although the Study started in 2006 and our Public Information Centre was in May 2007,both before
this Supreme Court Decision, the date that the MOE looks at for this ‘Duty to Consult” is the Date of Completion which in
our case was December 19, 2008.

Therefore we are sending out letters to the 11 First Nations (Bands), whom may have a Land or other Claims in our area,
(with a copy to the Indian and Northern Affairs Canada and the Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs — Ontario) for the First Nations
to make comments on our EA’s with a 30 day turn-a-round. We will follow up in 15 days and 20 days and if need be to have
a meeting with those Chief(s) and Council(s) that may express concerns. This will probably take 45 to 60 days, before we
are in a position to advertise our Notice of Completion again.

The reason for the Township’s Withdrawal of Notice of Completion is that there is a new Premiere/Minister Directive to the
MOE Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch that all MOE Staff recommendations for Part II Requests are to be
into the Minister’s Office within 45 days (March 16th, 2009) from the end of the Comment Period for Notice of Completion
Date. The MOE Staff no longer defer their review pending receiving more information as the Province was getting too many
complaints that the Municipal Class Ea’s were never being finalized. As an example, the Minister of the Environment took
well over 6 months to decide on the Part II Order Request for the Collingwoodlands Water System Emergency Generator.
The Minister’s decision in all likelihood for these Sewage Class Ea’s was to deem our Sewage Municipal Class Ea as
incomplete and advise the Township to undertake consultation with the First Nations.

This ‘Duty to Consult’ is required for all of our future Municipal Class EA’s, even if it is as straight forward as an Emergency
Generator at one of our Water Pumping Stations (on our own lands).

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works.

file://C:’Documents and Settings\sgendron\Local Settings\Temp\notes9F68O 1\’—web3O6 1.... 2009-07-28
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Ministry Mlnistère

Environment rEnvironnement
frk’ Ontario

2 St. Clair Ave. West 2, avenue St. Clair Ouest
Toronto ON M4V 1 L5 Toronto ON M4V 1 L5

March 17, 2009

..

Mr. Richard Spraggs
Director ofPublic Works
Township of Clearview
Box 200, 217 Gideon Street
Stayner ON LOM 1 SO

Dear Mr. Spraggs:

Thank you for your e-mail dated March 10, 2009 with respect to the Township of
Clearview’s (Township) proposed Long Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment for
Nottawa and Stayner (Project).

In your e-mail, you informed Ministry of the Environment (MOE) staff that the Township
has withdrawn its Notice of Completion for the Project dated December 17, 2008 in order
to initiate First Nation engagement to meet the consultation requirements of the Municipal
Engineers Association’s Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA).

It is my understanding that once the Township has engaged the First Nations that were
identified in the March 6, 2009 e-mail from Indian and Northern Affairs Canada’s
Specific Claims Branch, offering them a minimum 30-day period to provide comments
on the Project, the Township will re-issue a Notice of Completion for a 30-day public
review period. Any individuals who have submitted a Part II Order request to the MOE
arc to be directly notified by the Township once the Notice of Completion is re-issued.
Per the Class EA, the Township is also required to make an effort to resolve outstanding
concerns before the Notice of Completion is re-issued.

If the individual who submitted a Part II Order request still believes that there are
concerns that have not been addressed, he will have an opportunity to submit a Part II
Order request to the MOE during the 30-day public comment period after the Notice of
Completion is re-issued.



,J._JI_. _s ._,- -t_

Mr. Richard Spraggs
Page 2.

If you have any further questions regarding this matter, please contact Mr. Wesley

Wright of the Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch at 416-314-7754.

Sincerely,

tlA%4u M&fA2
Agatha G rcia-Wright
Director
Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch

c: Mr. Bob Mayberry, Ri. Burnside & Associates Ltd.

Requester
EA File No. 03-03-03 Long Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment for

Nottawa and Stayner
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Richard Spraggs

From: Wright, Wesley (ENE) [Wesley.Wright@ontario.ca]
Sent: Thursday, March 19, 2009 11:46 AM
To: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President
Cc: Richard Spraggs

Subject: RE: Clearview EA Part II Order Request - Gleneden and CPCI - Document Book

Mr. Mdllwain, thank you for your March 11, 2009 e-mail in which you provide additional information and
supplementary e-mail correspondence concerning Clearview Township’s proposed Long Term Wastewater
Collection and Treatment for Stayner and Nottawa (Project).

Please contact me should you have any further concerns or questions about this project.

Sincerely,

Wesley Wright
Project Evaluator, Project Review Unit
Environmental Assessment and ApprovaJs Branch

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: March 11, 2009 1:06 PM
To: Wright, Wesley (ENE)
Cc: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Clearview EA Part II Order Request - Gleneden and CPCI - Document Book

March 11, 2009

Ministry of Environment
Delivered by e-mail

Wesley Wright, Project Evaluator

http://filesanywhere.com/fs/v.aspx?v=896d62885b656fab72a2 is a link that will allow you to
download a .pdf document containing the submittals provided to the municipality and its response.
You will see that the .pdf file is of extensive e-mail correspondence. Where the e-mail indicates an
attachment, it is included as an embedded file. Clicking on the attachment name will open the file.

I look forward to discussing this matter with you when you are ready.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
Glenden Property Service Corporation
per
Art Mcllwain
President
416 777 1325 p

7/20/2009
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April 15, 2009

Township of Clearview

Response to: Wise Management Needed — Part 11 Order Request — January 23,
Clearview Planning Coalition Inc. and Gleneden Property Service Corporation

From : Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

The Goal of the Municipal Class EA Study was to provide service strategy supporting each
y settlement area being built out. With this end population, the infrastructure required was

identified and can be phased in as demand materializes. This will eliminate any infrastructure
becoming redundant as growth continues.

The Township is presently consulting with First Nations on the Municipal Class EA for
Nottawa and the Municipal Class EA for Stayner. The Township has withdrawn its Notice of
Completion for these Municipal Class EA’s so that input can be received and considered
from the First Nations. This has information been sent to you in a letter from the MOE —

Project Evaluator dated March 17, 2009.

The Ministry of the Environment has requested the Township “to make an effort to resolve
outstanding concerns before the Notice of Completion is re-issued”.

This is in response to your Wise Management Needed — Part II Order Request dated January
23, 2009.

Your Document has been attached with the various paragraphs identified with Letters for
ease of replying:

Paragraph A

No response required as introductory comments.

UNRESOLVED CONCERNS

Paragraph B

As per the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe 2006, the below noted excerpts
from this document illustrate that the Township’s philosophy with regards to review and
evaluate options for the specific settlement area to meet future and ultimate needs with

A regards to sewage and collection is correct. (“The Plan provides the framework for
infrastructure investments in the GGH, so that existing infrastructure and future investments
are optimised to serve growth to 2031 and beyond.”)

The Township has also considered the County’s Official Plan and the Township’s Official
Plan in our Municipal Class EA process. See response to your Paragraph D.



The Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe states:

Introduction
“This Plan does not replace municipal official plans, but works within the existing planning
framework to provide growth management policy direction for the GGH”
“direct growth to built up areas where capacity exists to best accommodate the expected
population and employment growth, while providing strict criteria for settlement area
boundary expansions”
“plan for community infrastructure to support growth”
“ensure sustainable water and wastewater service are available to support future growth”
“optimize the use of existing and new infrastructure to support growth in a compact, efficient
form”

Where and How to Grow
i) Directing development to settlement areas; except where necessary for

development related to the Management or use of resources, resource based
recreational activities, and rural land uses that cannot be located in the settlement
areas.

j) directing major growth to settlement areas that offer municipal water and
wastewater systems and limiting growth to settlement areas that are serviced by
other forms of water and wastewater services

Infrastructure to Support Growth
Context

“The Plan provides the framework for infrastructure investments in the GGH, so that existing
infrastructure and future investments are optimised to serve growth to 2031 and beyond.”

“There is a need to co-ordinate investment in water and wastewater investment to support
future growth in ways that are linked to the determination of how these systems are paid for.

Water and Wastewater Systems

Municipalities are encouraged to plan and design municipal water and wastewater systems
that return water to the Great Lake Watershed from which the withdrawal originates.”

The Township has addressed the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe Plan in the
Class EA Process. Please see Project File Report — Nottawa & Stayner
Section 1.0— Introduction
Section 1.1 - Relationship with Long Term Water Environmental Assessments
Section 1.1.2 - Planning Timelines for EAs
Section 7.0 - Evaluation of Planning Alternatives
Appendix F — Public Information Centre, May 9 2007 — various slides that indicate that the
Township has considered the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe, the Township’s
Official Plan, Stayner Servicing Plan (2002).

Your Reference to the Township accommodating 65,000 people in this Municipal Class EA
instead of 26,000 people is interesting. Also your comments latter in your Wise Management



Needed document wherein you state that “development at levels of 4 times the levels in the
growth plan” is also interesting as even taking your numbers of 26,000 at 4 times you arrive
at a population of 104,000, which is far greater then your number of 65,000 that you use in
your document.

However the population that was used in the Municipal Class EA’s is 48,760. The population
as set out in the New Lowell, Stayner and Nottawa Municipal Class EA’s is as follows:
NewLowell 11910
Stayner 28200 (Section 4.3.4; PFR)
Nottawa 8650 (Section 4.2; PFR)
TOTAL 48760

The population has been addressed in the Project File Report as follows:
Section 4.0 — Population Growth
Table 4.1 — Population Projections for Nottawa, Stayner

Paragraph C

The Township is in conformity with the Planning Act and Simcoe County Official Plan. The
Township has received a letter from Simcoe County supporting Township’s Municipal Class
EA. See Appendix D. It would stand to reason, that the County would not support the
Township’s Municipal Class EA if it was not in conformity.

This has been addressed in the Project File Report as follows:
Section 1.1.2 Planning Timelines for EAs
Section 4.2 Future Populations Projections
Appendix D — Letter of Support form County of Simcoe —CÁO supporting the waste water
services environmental assessments wherein the County has stated its support for
Clearview’s approach to establishing a long term view to the management of municipal waste
water treatment services.
Appendix F — Public Information Centre May 9, 2007

Paragraph D

The Goal of the Municipal Class EA Study was to provide service strategy supporting each
settlement area being built out. With this end population, the infrastructure required was
identified and can be phased in as demand materializes. This will eliminate any infrastructure
becoming redundant as growth continues.

The Township’s conformity with the Growth Plan has been addressed in the Township
response to your Paragraph B above. With regards to the Township’s Official Plan the
following clauses pertain to the reasoning for undertaking the Municipal Class EA:

Section 3.7.1 Goals (Municipal services)
1. It is municipal services goal of this Official plan to provide adequate and safe

systems of water supply, sanitary sewage disposal and storm water
management to all areas of development”

Section 3.7.2 Objectives (Municipal Services)
4. To upgrade and improve existing municipal services to meet future growth



requirements of the Township.

This reasoning has been addressed in the Project File Report as follows:
Section 1.3 Problem Identification
Appendix F — Public Information Centre May 9, 2007

Paragraph E

The Project File Report prepared for this Municipal Class EA Study does adequately
provide for the protection of the environment. More specific detail can be found in Sections:
7.0 Evaluation of Planning Alternatives
8.0 Impacts and Mitigation Measures
9.0 Follow Up Commitments

Paragraph F

The Township has followed the Municipal Class EA and in turn the Parent EA. Sanitary
Collection and Treatment Systems have been approved under the Parent EA process. The
Municipal Class EA Process has identified different projects for Sanitary Collection and
Treatment Systems fall under a Schedule A or Schedule B or Schedule C classification. A
Parent EA has been completed and therefore the Municipal Class EA Process can be done. In
contrast, for installing a landfill site, there has been no Parent EA completed, therefore a
Landfill Site can ii be done using the Municipal Class EA process.

ISSUES IN REQUEST

Paragraph G
No comment necessary as you have expanded on these Items elsewhere in your document
titled ‘Wise Management Needed’.

WISE MANAGEMENT OF GROWTH

Paragraph H

The Township has clearly demonstrated that any impacts on the economic and natural
environments will be mitigated as identified in Section 8 Impacts and Mitigation Measures
and Section 9.0 Follow up Commitments of the Project File Report.

GROWTH AND PIPE CAPACITY

Paragraphs I, 3, K, KK

The Township has carried out this Sewage Class EA for providing sanitary servicing for the
existing Settlement Areas.

The preferred solution identifies that a pumping station be installed in each community with
the sewage being sent for treatment by forcemain to the respective Municipalities. For any
lands between Nottawa and Collingwood and between Stayner and Wasaga Beach to tie into
these forcemains would be very difficult as these are not gravity pipes as per the example you



have sited from Richard White.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Paragraph L

A Rhetorical Statement, therefore no comment necessary.

ECONOMIC ENVIRONMEMTAL IMPACTS

Paragraph M
The Township is presently undertaking its 5-Year Review of the Township’s DCA Charges
Bylaw. Watson & Associates Economists Ltd are undertaking this work. The infrastructure
work identified by these Muncipal Class EA’s are being considered by Watson as they
prepare the new DCA Charges Bylaw.

Paragraph N

The Development Charges Act Bylaw and / or Development Agreements or a combination of
both will collect the necessary funds required to install the infrastructure identified in these
Municipal Class EA Studies in a fair and equitable manner.

Paragraph 0

The Township has already answered your concern in Paragraph D above.

Paragraph P.O

The Township agrees with your comments. The Township is indeed focusing growth in
growth centers as these Municipal Class EAs deal with the sanitary servicing of existing
settlement areas only. The Township is not advocating piecemeal development.

NATURAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Paragraph R

The Township has already answered your concern in Paragraphs B and D.

Paragraph S

The Township’s preferred solution for Wastewater Treatment will make use of existing
sewage treatment plants that have approved existing point source discharges into Georgian
Bay. The Township preferred solution as a result of the Municipal Class EA Studies is t
provide only a sewage collection system (pumping station and forcemain) to direct the
sanitary sewage to our neighbouring municipalities for sewage treatment at their plants. The
treatment component will be undertaken by Collingwood (for Nottawa) and by Wasaga
Beach (for Stayner).



The Township will expand the Executive Summary, Section 1.4 Municipal Class EA
PLanning Process, and Section 10.3 Notice of Completion to reflect this fact.

The vast amount of energy will be assessed during the design phase. Best management
practice will be implemented to ensure that the best and most efficient energy components
are used.

The Township is presently consulting with First Nations on the Municipal Class EA for
Nottawa and the Municipal Class FA for Stayner. The Township has withdrawn its Notice of
Completion for these Municipal Class EAs so that input can be received and considered from
the First Nations. You were notified the MOE — Project Evaluator in alter dated March 17,
2009 carbon copied to you.

Paragraph T, U, V. W, X, Y,Z

For your concerns for the Regional Road System, these roads are under the jurisdiction of the
MTO and Simcoe County and you should address your concerns directly to those Agencies.
Therefore the assessment of Regional Roads not been assessed under this Sewage Collection
and Treatment Municipal Class EA Studies.

The MTO is presently undertaking Environmental Assessment work and a Transportation
Study for the Hwy 26 in the Georgian Triangle Area in terms of future increased traffic
demand to move traffic efficiently and effectively.

That Simcoe County in 2008 has completed a Transportation Master Plan to study the County
Road System for future increased traffic demand to move traffic efficiently and effectively.

SOCIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Paragraph AA, AB

The small town atmosphere and the unique historical identity of the Settlement Areas is
governed by our Official Plan and further preserved through our Subdivision / Development
Agreement Process. The Township was successful in achieving this objective in a recent
development proposal wherein the same lot size and diverse lotting was preserved as in a
settlement area through the efforts of the Township Planning Department. Only some 500 +1-
lots were approved in an area were over 1000 ÷1- lots could be built; however based on
Provincial Polices (Places to Grow) there is now a need to establish medium density
dwellings and allow for intensification.

The preservation of the small town atmosphere and the unique historical identity has been
identified as a priority item in the Township’s Strategic Plan completed in 2008.

CULTURAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Paragraph AC, AD

With regards to Community Centers, Curling Rinks, Hockey Rinks, Baseball Diamonds,



Clearview Township has undertaken a Master Cultural and Recreation Study wherein the
requirements for the Township’s Cultural and Recreation Activities and Physical Buildings &
Fields were assessed for the future needs with a 10 year implementation plan being adopted.
Council also hired a Recreation and Cultural Programmer to implement this Master Cultural
and Recreation Plan. To date, many activities / programs have been implemented where
people get together and enjoy the pleasure of each other’s company.

School Boards are presently undertaking an Review of Schools and have formed as
Accommodation Review Committee (ARC).

MITIGATION OF IMPACTS

Paragraph AE

The Municipal Class EA Project File Report has identified in Section 8 — Impacts and
Mitigation Measures that are required to be implemented for the Sewage Collection and
Sewage Treatment infrastructure to be installed. The means for mitigating the impacts are set
out in Section 8.

PROCESS INADEQUATE

Paragraph AF (No. I to No.6)

Your Process Inadequate section is mainly a summary of your previous points.
1.0) See Response to Paragraph B & D
2.0) See Response to Paragraph AE
3.0) See Response to Paragraph B
4.0) See Response to Paragraph F
5.0) The Township has taken into account all concerns that it received and used the

information in determining the preferred solutions.
6.0) See Response to Paragraph S

CONSULTATION INADEQUATE

Paragraph AG (No. I to No. 5)

1.0) The Township provided the Population Targets at the Public Information Center held
on May 9th 2007. This information was discussed with the Public at the Public
Information Center.

2.0) The Problem Definition was not changed in the File Report, see Section 1.3 of the
Project File Report.

3.0) The Township in undertaking Phase 1 and Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
Process was sufficient to determine the preferred solution was a Schedule B Project,
therefore it was not necessary to carry out Phase 3 of the Municipal Class EA.

4.0) With regards to voluntarily extending the deadline; in the Notice of Completion
Review Period, The Township in an e-mail dated January 22, 2009 summarized the
your concerns, answered your concerns and then advised ‘as your concerns were
answered then there was no need to extend the deadline or nothing to negotiate”. It



was after this e-mail that you produced your ‘Wise Management Needed’ Document.
Your e-mails prior to this document were very vague and not conclusive.

5.0) With regards to voluntarily elevating to a Schedule C or an individual EA, this is not
necessary as undertaking the Phase 1 and Phase 2 of the EA Process was sufficient to
determine the preferred solution. Please note that your statement ‘though the project
was initially advertised by the Proponent was represented to be a Schedule C
Assessment’ is not correct. The Project was advertised as a Project being planned in
accordance with Phases I and 2 of the Municipal Class EA process. (See Appendix F
of the Project File Report).

CONSIDERATIONS

Paragraph AH

You have provided a summary of your previous statements; there is no new information here
that the Township has not already addressed.

DIFFERS FROM OTHER UNDERTAKINGS

Paragraph AT (No. I to No. 7)

1.0) See Response to Paragraph F
2.0) See Response to Paragraph AG — 2.0)
3.0) See Response to Paragraph B & D
4.0) See Response to Paragraph B
5.0) See Response to Paragraph Al — 1.0)
6.0) See Response to Paragraph Al — 1.0)
7.0) A Terms of Reference was developed for this Municipal Class EA Study that was

used as a Guide by the Township and R.J. Burnside and Associates. The Township is
satisfied that R. 3. Bumside has fulfilled the general intent of the Terms of Reference;
while maintaining flexibility during the Study

SIGNIFICANCE OF FACTORS AND DIFFERENCES

Paragraph AJ (No.1 to No.7)

1.0) See Response to Paragraph F
2.0) See response to Paragraph Al — 2.0) and also Paragraph AG—2.0)
3.0) The Township did not use the EA Process to do an “end run”. See Response to

Paragraph B & D
4.0) See Response to Paragraph B, D, E and F.
5.0) See Response to Paragraph F
6.0) The Township has published complete records, however the Township did not place

its responses to your Water EA Gone Awry Document dated March 6, 2008, revised
March 11, 2008 & further revisions March 14, 2008. This will be done.

7.0) See Response to Paragraph Al — 7.0)

NATURE OF CONCERNS THAT REMAIN UNRESOLVED



Paragraph AK

You have provided a summary of your previous statements; there is no new information here
that the Township has not already addressed

BENEFITS OF CARRYING OUT AN INDIVIDUAL EA

Paragraph AL

You have provided a summary of your previous statements; there is no new information here
that the Township has not already addressed
The Township is not advocating Urban Sprawl. The Township has always and will continue
to abide by Regional Planning Rules; as well as Federal and Provincial Legislation and
Regulations.

PLANNING ACT

Paraaraphs AM. AN. AO,

The Township acknowledges that these are excerpts from the Planning Act. The Township is
in compliance with these sections of the Planning Act.

Paragraphs AP, Ag. AR, AS. AT

See Response to Paragraph B.

The Township is in compliance with the Provincial Policies and Provincial Plans.

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ACT

Paragraph AU & AV

See response to Paragraph B.
You have also indicated that the Township ‘boasts it intends to proceed with design and
construction of infrastructure’; however the statement ‘it intends to proceed with design and
construction of infrastructure’ appears in the Notice of Completion Newspaper Notice and
this language is very similar to those examples in Appendix 6 Sample Notices in the
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment Document. The Township simply followed the
sample notices.

REQUEST TO ELEVATE TO SCHEDULE C

Paragraph AW

See Response to AG - No.5

REQUEST TO NEGOTIATE



See Response to AG-No. 4

INVOLVEMENT IN PLANNING OF PROJECT

Your concerns raised in each phase of the project was considered as well as other written
comments and public comments made during the Public Information Centre and taken into
account by R.J. Burnside & Associates when undertaking the Municipal Class EA Studies.

DETAILS OF DISCUSSION

Paragraph AZ

The Township concurs that discussions have been by e-mail. The Township concurs that
further discussion can be by e-mail.

I trust that the foregoing explanation has addressed your concerns, however if you require
any further information please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned.



CLEARVIEW PLANNING COALITION INC AND GLENEDEN PROPERTY SERVICE CORPORATION

Wise Management Needed

Part II Order Request

To: The Honourable John Gerretsen, Minister of the Environment

1/23/2009
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Unassessed Environmental Impacts of the Projects, Inadequate Consultation,
Availability of other Alternatives, and Inadequacy of Process are the Issues in this
request. This assessment differs from other undertakings planned using the Municipal
Class Environmental Assessment. The other undertakings plan infrastructure that
implements the Provincial Growth Plan as the law requires. This undertaking does not,but instead and without assessing them, imposes materially greater net adverse effectson the Economic, Natural, Social, and Cultural environments. The Proponent has not
followed the Class EA process in numerous important respects. The Minister is
çtflIy requested to order an Individual Environmental Assessment because it

provides the most effective, least costly and only effective means to ensure the
proponent provides adequately for the protection, conservation and wise managementof the environment.



UNRESOLVED CONCERNS

The Province of Ontario’s award winning Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe
has since 2006 imposed the mandatory requirement that infrastructure and investment
be planned to implement its growth projections that in the Proponent’s case are for
26,000 people. 65,000 people is the number the Proponent plans infrastructure to
accommodate.

Contrary to the Planning Act prohibition against doing so, the Proponent has plans to
undertake public works that do not conform to the County of Simcoe Official Plan that
also requires the Proponent to plan infrastructure to implement the Growth Plan.

The Proponent has failed to advance any reason for infrastructure planning otherwise
than as required by the Growth Plan and the County of Simcoe Official Plan.

The Proponent has failed to demonstrate the proposed undertakings at the scale it is
improperly planning for adequately provide for the protection, conservation and wise
management of the environment in the broad sense of the word which includes the
natural, social, cultural, built and economic environments.

The Proponent has failed to follow the approved process in the Parent EA with the
result the Proponent has not complied with Section 13(3)(a)of the Environmental
Assessment Act.

ISSUES IN REQUEST

Unassessed materially adverse Environmental Impacts of the Projects
2 Inadequate Planning Process
3 Unavailability of Other Alternatives to Individual Assessment
4 Inadequate Public Consultation

Clearview Township — Nottawa and Stayner
Wastewater Treatment Systems Part II Order Request

2 Page



WISE MANAGEMENT OF GROWTH

The Provincial Growth Plan population projections have been carefully calibrated to

fI
ensure that safe and healthy communities develop with minimal net negative impacts
on the economic and natural environments. The Proponent has not demonstrated that
its undertakings will.

GROWTH AND PIPE CAPACITY

The Proponent plans infrastructure with the capacity to accommodate 65,000 people.
Richard White is a Canadian historian specializing in the history of engineering and
related professions. in his 2005 publication URBAN INFRASTRUCTURE AND URBAN
GROWTH IN THE TORONTO REGION 19505 TO THE 1990s, Dr. White explored this
relationship between capacity and its effect on population growth.

“in the early 1970s, the staff of the Metro Toronto Planning Board astutely observed
that an expensive, large-capacity pipe could well become a prescription for accelerating
population growth, since per capita charges would be lowered by increasing the
population served. Building a pipe with a capacity that will not be reachedfor thirty or
more years obviously makes good financial sense — rebuilding or twinning long trunk
sewers is not something municipalities wont to do after only ten years — but has this
logic prompted too much growth, too soon?

This phenomenon was observed and well analyzed by a group of U.S. environmental
engineers in the early 1970s. They concluded that large trunk sewers built into suburban

‘ areas had indeed encouraged spraw and thus might have harmed the environment as
much as helped it, insofar as sprawl is environmentally damaging. The grand population
projections on which the sewers had been designed, although intended to ensure that
sewers would remain adequate for many years, were in fact turning out to be self-
fulfilling.”

K
DR. WHITE’s OBSERVATIONS INFORM THE NEED TO ASSESS THE ENVIRONMENTAL

I IMPACT OF DEVELOPMENT AT THE PLANNING TARGET LEVELS BECAUSE POPULATION
GROWTH TO TI-lOSE LEVELS IS A LIKELY RESULT.

Clearview Township — Nottawa and Stayner
Wastewater Treatment Systems Part II Order Request
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ENvIRoNMENTAL IMPACTS
The Ministers mandate is to adequately provide for the protection, conservation and
wise management of the environment in the broad sense of the word which includes
the natural, social, cultural, built and economic environments.

ECONOMIC ENVIRONMENT IMPACTS

The impact on the Economic Environment of development to the Growth Plan targets is
the subject of meticulous study. The municipality clearly understands what additional
services are required to service the growth at those levels, where that development is to
take place, how much capital cost is required to pay for the additional services, has

committed to spend the money required, and has in place a Development Charges By
law that will allow it to collect a substantial portion of the capital costs involved from
developers. It has not done so for the undertaking the EA plans for.

The vastly increased impact on the Economic Environment of development at levels of

i\J
growth more than four times that in the Growth Plan is not assessed in the Class EA and

J no valid excuse is had in the suggestion that all this can be assessed later. Later will be
too late. There is no assessment of the impact on the Economic Environment of
increased demands for these services.

A major negative impact on the Economic Environment would be the more than $150
million in capital and ongoing costs the Proponent identifies. Infrastructure costs would
be far less harmful to the economic environment if planning were proceeding on the
basis of the Growth Plan projections as the law requires, and indeed no additional
infrastructure would be required at all for much of the growth at those levels.

The Province has a continuing interest in developing safe and healthy communities that

P
have a net positive impact on the economic environment. To that end, it devised and
implemented the award winning Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan. Its primary
purpose is to put an end to piecemeal development and instead to focus growth in
growth centers._

THE IMPACT OF THE PROPOSED UNDERTAKINGS ON THE EcoNOMIc ENVIRONMENT
WOULD BE TO SABOTAGE THE PROVINCIAL INTEREST IN CONSTRAINING GROWTH AND
INSTEAD CONTINUE THE VERY PATTERN OF DEVELOPMENT THE PRovINcE HAS
CONCLUDED WE CAN NO LONGER AFFORD, AND WHICH IT HAS SAID IT WILL NOT PERMIT.

Clearview Township — Nottawa and Stayner
Wastewater Treatment Systems Part II Order Request
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NATURAL ENVIRONMENT IMPACTS

The proposed undertakings would increase the requirement for wastewater treatment
far beyond the rated treatment capacity of the existing municipal wastewater treatment
systems and impose a much greater burden than infrastructure planned as the Growth
Plan requires.

THE PROPOSED UNDERTAKINGS ARE DESIGNED ON THE BASIS THAT PEOPLE AND
INDUSTRIES THAT CARRY ON BUSINESS IN FOUR SETTLEMENT AREAS WILL DRAW THEIR
WATER FROM GEORGIAN BAY MANY KILOMETERS DISTANT AND PIPE THE EFFLUENT

3 MANY KILOMETERS BACK FOR TREATMENT AND DUMPING THERE. NO ASSESSMENT IS
MADE OF THE IMPACT OF TIlE PERPET(IAL CONSUMPTION OF THE VAST AMOUNTS OF
ENERGY INVOLVED IN THIS TRANSPORT. No ASSESSMENT IS MADE OF THE IMPACT ON
THE FISH AND OTHER AQUACULTURE OF GEORGIAN BAY, NO OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL
ASSESSMENTS HAVE CONSIDERED THIS MATTER, AND THERE IS NO INDICATION THAT
FIRST NATIONS PEOPLE WHO MIGHT BE AFFECTED BY THIS INCREASED WATER TAKING
AND DUMPING WERE CONSULTED IN THE PLANNING PROCESS.

THERE WILL BE A MUCH LARGER NUMBER OF MOTOR VEHICLES USING THE ROAD
NETWORK AS A RESULT OF LEVELS OF GROWTH 4 TIMES THAT IN THE PROVINCIAL
GROWTH PLAN THAN ATTHE LEVELS THE GROWTH PLAN ALLOCATES, THE IMPACT OF
THIS INCREASED VEHICULAR TRAFFIC WOULD BE HARMFUL TO HUMAN HEALTH AND
EXTEND OUTSIDE THE BOUNDARIES OF THE MUNICIPALITY IMPOSING CONSIDERABLE
ADDITIONAL TRAFFIC ON THE REGIONAL ROAD SYSTEMS.

Clearview Township — Nottawa and Stayner
Wastewater Treatment Systems Part II Order Request
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Consider this from the Executive Summary of the Ontario College of Family Physicians
2005 Report on Public Health and Urban Sprawl in Ontario. After stating the proposed
Provincial Growth Plan will play a key role in controlling sprawling growth, it states;

In this document, the pathway from urban sprawl to public health via vehicle emissions
and air pollution will be examined, along with reviews of the relationship of sprawl to
increased driving. Sprawling urban developments leads to increased driving, which
results in increased vehicle emissions that contribute to air pollution and its attendant
negative impacts an human health. Health effects of traffic-related air pollution, at both
the local and regional levels, are described using Toronto and Ontario mortality and
morbidity data. The effects of air pollution and greenhouse gas emissions on morbidity
and mortality, particularly with reference to respiratory disease (including asthma),
cardiovascular disease, and reproductive health are summarized. Some cancers such as
leukemia in children have been linked to exhaust toxicants. Furthermore, the increased
greenhouse gas emissions that result from a car-dependent society are
counterproductive to the Canadian commitment to (the global effort to ameliorate the
effects of climate change.]

The future pattern of land development will shape the choice and mode of travelfor
future generations, as well as determine housing location and affordability. Evidence

J
clearly shows that people who live in spread-out, car-dependent neighbourhoods are
likely to walk less, weigh more, and suffer from obesity and high blood pressure and
consequent diabetes, cardlo-vascular and other diseases, as compared to people who
live in more efficient, higher density communities (Ewing et al 2003a).

The sprawl index used by Ewing is used to rank these areas and is calculated in such a
way that the higher the index the lower the sprawl. Thus, road accidents and fatalities
are found to decline as the index for localities increases. The low-walkability of sprawling
neighbourhoads and the resulting increase in car use contribute to the growing obesity

X epidemic, especially in children. A lack of safe pedestrian thoroughfares and diminished
natural environments also lead to the decline of social capital and psychological well
being. Other health implications of urban sprawl include social isolation and age
segregation in the elderly and young (Pahanka, 2004). Sprawl impacts greatly on the
elderly and disabled, who consequently become isolated and unable to access social or
medical services.

Urban (or suburban) sprawl leads to increased traffic, which in turn leads to increased
accidents and fatalities (motorists, pedestrians and cyclists), as well as negative mental

J health impacts (stress, road rage and anxiety). A greater number offatalities occur
where the population density is lower. Road accidents represent the most

underestimated risk that people are exposed to in everyday life. The impact offatalities
and disabilities from traffic accidents on society cannot be underestimated. Thousands of
pedestrians, motorists and cyclists die or are maimed every year in North America. Post
traumatic stress disorder is much greater in these groups than the national average, and

Clearview Township— Nottawa and Stayner
Wastewater Treatment Systems Part II Order Request
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psychiatric problems occur reodily in children who hove experienced even minor traffic
accidents. Vehicle drivers are experiencing increased levels of stress due to long
commutes and greater distances to reach services. In addition to having deleterious
effects on physical health, this stress has been found to impact on family life and work
performance. Women bear an inordinate amount of this burden due to responsibilities
with children, jabs, errands and elderly care-giving at home.

THE ENVIRONMENTAL. PROBLEMS THAT RESULT FROM UNCONTROLLED URBAN GROWTH

ARE NUMEROUS, AND HAVE A SIGNIFICANT IMPACT ON HEALTH. THESE PROBLEMS

INCLUDE FLOODING, WHICH RESULTS FROM INCREASED IMPERVIOUS SURFACES FOR2 ROADS AND PARKING; INCREASED TEMPERATURES FROM HEAT ISLANDS, WHICH LEADS

TO A SIGNIFICANT INCREASED RISK OF MORTALITY IN ELDERLY POPULATIONS;

DECREASES IN NATURAL AREAS AND FORESTS, AND INCREASED INCIDENCES OF WATER

POLLUTION AND WATER-BORNE DISEASE.

SOCIAL ENvIRoNMENT IMPACTS

THE PROPONENT’S OWN OFFICIAL Pi,AN REQUIRES COUNCIL MANAGE DEVELOPMENT SO

AS TO PRESERVE THE SMALL TOWN ATMOSPHERE AND UNIQUE HISTORICAL IDENTITY OF

,7,
THE SETTLEMENTAREAS. DEVELOPMENT AT 4 TIMES THE POPULATION GROWTH

TARGETS IN THE COUNTY OF SIMCOE OFFICIAL PLAN AND IN THE GROWTH PLAN WILL

HAVE A MATERIALLY ADVERSE IMPACT ON THE SOCIAL ENVIRONMENT IN THESE

COMMtINITIES.

There is no assessment of the effect on the Social Environment of the increased demand
placed on these communities by development at the level the proposed undertakings

/9 3 are planned for. There is certainly no demonstration the way of life in these

communities that makes them such a great place to live will be able to survive
development at levels of growth 4 times the levels in the Growth Plan.

Clearview Township — Nottawa and Stayner
Wastewater Treatment Systems Part II Order Request
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CULTURAL ENVIRONMENT IMPACTS

DEVELOPMENT TO THE POPIILATION LEVELS PLANNED FOR IN THE PROPOSED

UNDERTAKINGS WOULD IMPOSE VASTLY INCREASED DEMANDS ON THE COMMUNITY

INFRASTRUCTURE (LIKE HOSPI1ALS, PLACES OF WORSHIP, COMMUNITY CENTERS,

CURLiNG RINKS, HOCKEY RINKS, BASEBALL DIAMONDS, FARMERS MARKETS, SCHOOLS,

AND SOON) WHERE PEOPLE GETTOGETHER TO ENJOY THE PLEASURE OF EACH OTHER’S

COMPANY AND GO TO SCHOOL.

There is no assessment of the significantly increased impact on the cultural environment

,9/ of development at levels 4 times that in the County of Simcoe Official Plan and the
Provincial Growth Plan.

MITIGATION OF IMPACTS

The Provincial Growth Plan and the County of Simcoe Official Plan that implements it
mitigates all of the net negative impacts identified above because none of the
undertakings are required at that level of growth for the foreseeable future. The
Proponent does not identify in its material any means of mitigating the impacts
identified.

Clearview Township — Nottawa and Stayner
Wastewater Treatment Systems Part II Order Request
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PROCESS INADEQUATE

The Planning Process has been inadequate to meet the requirements of the Parent EA.

1 The Proponent went awry when it did not base its population planning targets on the

,q.
population growth limit imposed by the Growth Plan and the County of Simcoe
Official Plan that implements it.

2 There is no assessment of the impacts the profoundly greater levels of growth will
have on many aspects of the environment.

3 The Proponent makes rio valid explanation of the need for the undertaking. There is
no population growth pressure that cannot be met with the existing wastewater
systems.

4 The analysis of impacts required by the Parent EA was not conducted.
5 The record of comments received is incomplete. Important documents are not

included, the nature of important concerns are misstated in a summary and no
statement is provided as to how the real concerns have been dealt with.

6 The analysis of the process that the Parent EA requires to explain how the decision
was made to limit the project to a Schedule B Assessment is not included.

Clearview Township — Nottawa and Stayner
Wastewater Treatment Systems Part II Order Request
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CoNsuLTATIoN INADEQUATE

Consultation is the cornerstone of the Class Environmental Assessment process. The
consultation here has been inadequate to meet the requirements of the Parent EA.

1 The Proponent refused numerous requests to provide the population targets being
planned for during Phase I or Phase Il, thereby depriving members of the public the
opportunity to understand the true nature of the undertakings being planned and
provide input to the planning process.

2 The Problem definition was changed in the File Report without public notice or
input.

3 The consultation required in Phase Ill was not undertaken.
4 Requests to negotiate beyond the end of the 45 day period were refused.
5 Request to voluntarily elevate to a Schedule C assessment were refused, even

though the project as initially advertised by the Proponent was represented to be a
Schedule C Assessment.

The overall result is the Proponent has denied itself much useful information about the
effects of the undertakings on the environment for use during the planning process, and
denied members of the public their right to provide it.

Clearview Township — Nottawa and Stayner
Wastewater Treatment Systems Part II Order Request
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CONSIDERATIONS

Municipal Class Environmental Assessments enable the planning of municipal
infrastructure to be undertaken in accordance with an approved procedure designed to
protect the environment. In this matter, the approved procedure has not been
followed, the assessment is incomplete in important respects, the undertakings are
major in nature and contrary to the Provincial Interest, and further assessment is
required.

DIFFERS FROM OTHER UNDERTAKINGS

These are factors which cause this assessment to differ from other undertakings

planned using the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process:

The Municipal Class Environmental Assessment Parent EA is for use in planning

municipal infrastructure that is required by the law to implement the Growth

Plan. This assessment differs from other undertakings in that this Proponent is
planning infrastructure that does not implement the Growth Plan.

2 The Problem definition was changed in the File Report without public notice or
input.

3 The Growth Plan population targets have not been used.

4 The EA uses population targets that are 4 times the Growth Plan targets.
5 Parent EA requirements for assessments of important matters have not been

met.

6 Project File Requirements of the Parent EA have not been met.
7 Data collection and analysis requirements of the Terms of Reference have not

been met.

Clearview Township — Nottawa and Stayner
Wastewater Treatment Systems Part II Order Request
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SIGNIFIcANcE OF FACTORS AND DIFFERENCES

1 Class EA’s are intended to plan infrastructure that implements the Growth Plan. It is

an abuse of the Class EA process to plan infrastructure required for growth that is 4

times the growth provided for in the Growth Plan.

2 Defining a different problem in the Project File Report than at the end of Phase I

deprives the public of its right to provide information and comments with respect to

the problem,

3 Planning infrastructure as required by the Growth Plan helps Clearview do its part in

the regional planning undertaken by the Province of Ontario, which in turn was

undertaken to provide for the protection, conservation and wise management of the

environment by combating the insidious effects of urban and suburban sprawl on

the natural, social, cultural, built and economic environments. Using the Class EA

process to do an “end run” around these necessary constraints is an abuse of the

Class EA process.

4 Using the Class EA process to enable development at 4 times the level of growth

provided for in the Growth Plan without any assessment of the effects on important

impacts on the environment is an abuse of the Class EA process. The literature is

replete with analysis of the effects of urban and suburban sprawl and the failure to
plan on a regional basis. The fact the Proponent has chosen to use the Class EA

process to authorize infrastructure that will enable such development cries out for a

full assessment of its effects on the environment.

5 The Parent EA is very clear on what is required in a Class EA. The fact that this

Proponent has chosen not to implement the required assessments cries out for the

need for an individual assessment.

6 The failure of the Proponent to maintain and publish complete records of

correspondence, or to provide memoranda to file explaining the Proponent’s

rationale in developing stages for the project, or to provide copies of the reports

prepared by consultants or others brings into question the validity of the process,

and this too cries out for the need for an individual assessment.

7 The failure of the Proponent to provide the important data and analysis called for in

the Council-Adopted terms of reference deprives the Proponent and the Council and

the public of information necessary to assess the effects of the undertakings on the

environment.

Clearview Township — Nottawa and Stayner
Wastewater Treatment Systems Part II Order Request
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NATURE OF CONCERNS THAT REMAIN UNRESOLVED

There are important impacts on the environment that remain unassessed. Taken

together these factors and differences amount to the simple fact that there is no

demonstration that the proposed undertakings adequately provide for the protection,

conservation and wise management of the environment in the broad sense of the word

which includes the natural, social, cultural, built and economic environments.

BENEFITS OF CARRYING OUT AN INDIVIDUAL EA

Carrying out an individual EA would provide the public and members of Council with

information not available any other way about the effects of development at this scale

on the natural, social, cultural, built and economic environments. It will cast into sharp

relief the true effect turning Clearview Township into the next chapter of urban sprawl

would have on them. Hopefully, that information will lead the Proponent to a wiser

decision to abide by the regional planning rules the Province has developed in the

Growth Plan.

Clearview Township — Nottawa and Stayner
Wastewater Treatment Systems Part II Order Request
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APPLIcABILITY AND EFFEcTIvENEss OF OTHER LEGISLATION

PLANNING ACT

It is important to underline that Section 3(5) of the Planning Act is quite direct and

,k
categorical. It mandates that almost all the statutory decision-makers in the system,

/1 J including a municipality and the 0MB and the Ministry of the Environment in the

exercise of their respective authorities affecting planning matters, must do so

consistently with the Provincial Policy Statement and conforming with the provincial

plans and not in conflict with them.

SECTIONS 3(5) AND 3(6) STATE:

(5) A decision of the council of a municipality, a local board, a planning board, a

minister of the Crown and a ministry, board, commission or agency of the

government, including the Municipal Board, in respect of the exercise of any

authority that affects a planning matter,

(a) shall be consistent with the policy statements issued under subsection

(1) that are in effect on the date of the decision; and

(b) shall conform with the provincial plans that are in effect on that date,

or shall not conflict with them, as the case may be. 2006, c. 23, S. 5.

(6) Comments, submissions or advice affecting a planning matter that are provided

by the council of a municipality, a local board, a planning board, a minister or

ministry, board, commission or agency of the government,

,

(a) shall be consistent with the policy statements issued under subsection

(1) that are in effect on the date the comments, submissions or advice

are provided; and

(b) shall conform with the provincial plans that are in effect on that date,

or shall not conflict with them, as the case may be. 2006, c. 23, s. S.

These provisions have obvious and important implications which merit emphasis. They

constitute the underlying assumptions of this Part II Order Request.

They affirm the central and supreme role of a provincial policy-led planning system. The

.c system not only assumes but in fact requires that all the players in the system to march

/ç in step with policy-directions delineated in the Provincial Policy Statement and the

various provincial plans crafted and calibrated under the various legislative frameworks.

Clearview Township — Nottawa and Stayner
Wastewater Treatment Systems Part II Order Request
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The policy statements and the various provincial plans coming into effect in the last few

years in this province are not to be regarded as adjuncts, footnotes or supplements.

A They are policies to be given full force and effect to which other conflicting policies are
to be subordinated. Contrast the language between Section 3(5) (“consistent with” and
“conforming to”) with the language in Section 2.1 (“have regard to”) from the

standpoint of the Ministry of the Environment, one is left without doubt about the

supremacy and overriding authority of the Provincial Policy Statement and the

provincial plans.

The provisions also obligate the players in the system to be beholden to and bound by
this mission so long as it relates to the exercise of authority affecting planning matters.

,. Yes, they have their respective roles to play and within the defined authorities, certain

4.. players such as municipalities can improvise, prioritise and strategise. However,

JcSk ,_.,..) whether the exercise by any of the players relates to the enactment or update of an

instrument or the exercise of a decision, the players must do so fully in concert with

these stated policies. These obligations extend to legislative entities such as the

municipalities, and to administrative bodies such as the minister that normally have

unfettered discretions. They extend to the Minister of the Environment in the matter of
this Request for a Part II Order.

The power of these provisions is fortified in other provisions of other Acts in more ways

than one. For example, the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe requires in
Section 2.2.1.1 that population forecasts contained in Schedule 3.jLIbe used for

planning and managing growth, and in Section 3.2,1.1 that Infrastructure planning, land

use planning, and infrastructure investment will be co-ordinated to implement the
Growth Plan, with the explicit statement that Infrastructure includes water and

wastewater systems.

ENvIRoNMENTAL ASSESSMENT ACT

in the undertaking that is the subject of this Request for a Part II Order, the Minister is
confronted with a requirement that the wastewater treatment systems be planned to

accommodate 26,000 people but the proponent is planning for systems to
accommodate 65,000 people. The Planning Act provisions clearly have not been

/‘S effective in securing compliance by the proponent that boasts it intends to proceed with
design and construction of the infrastructure without even examining the

environmental effects of its truculence. If ever an undertaking cried out for an

individual environmental assessment before proceeding, this is surely that undertaking.

For members of the public concerned with this Proponent’s abuse of the Municipal Class

V,
EA process and the absence of a proper environmental assessment to date, the

Environmental Assessment Act and the parent EA provides the most effective, least

costly, and as a practical matter the only effective tool.

Clearview Township — Nottawa and Stayner
Wastewater Treatment Systems Part II Order Request
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REQUEST TO ELEVATE TO SCHEDULE C

The Parent EA provides that:

, “If a concern is not resolved through discussions with a Proponent the person or party

raising the objection may request the Proponent to voluntarily: elevate the project to a

Schedule C or to an individual environmental assessment.”

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc wrote the Proponent requesting it voluntarily elevate

the project to a Schedule C but the Proponent did not.

REQUEST TO NEGOTIATE

The Parent EA provides that:

“when serious concerns are raised during review period the Proponent should be

prepared to attempt to negotiate a resolution of the issues, even if it means that the

review period may be exceeded. In this event, the Proponent should make it clear to
those raising the concern that negotiations will continue for a mutually acceptable

specified time period, following which, if the issues remain unresolved, a request con be
made to the Minister within a further 7 calendar days.

Gleneden wrote to the proponent requesting discussion of the concerns. It

subsequently wrote requesting a simple extension of the time limit for discussion. Both
requests were denied.

INVOLVEMENT IN PLANNING OF PROJECT

The written record shows concerns were expressed in each phase of the project, and in
the discussion period.

DETAILS OF DISCUSSIONS

Discussions have been by e-mail. A complete copy is available on request if the Minister
- feels having it would be helpful.

Clearview Township — Nottawa and Stayner
Wastewater Treatment Systems Part II Order Request
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Richard Spraggs

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [clearplan@bellnet.ca]

Sent: Friday, May 01, 2009 10:32 AM

To: Richard Spraggs

Subject: Your April 15 Note

Confirming receipt and thank you. There are numerous incorrect statements in the material attached to your
April 15th note that were revealed during my recent attendance at the Ministry Office to review the public file. I
want to work with you to resolve the points of disagreement, and have flagged this matter for a more
substantive response on May 11.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto: richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: April 15, 2009 8:59 AM
To: clearplan@bellnet.ca
Subject:

Please find attached the township’s response to your ‘Wise Management Needed” document

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(Z, and is
believed to be clean.
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FW: Request for Status
Richard Spraggs
to:
Steve Gendron
2009-07-27 09:39 AM
Show Details

Please place in Sewage EA Files

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: Thursday, June 11, 2009 3:37 PM
To: ‘Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President’
Subject: RE: Request for Status

New Lowell

New Lowell Sewage EA is to proceed into Phases 3 and Phase 4 of the Municipal Class EA Process.

Stayner & Nottawa Sewage EA

1) Concluding the First Nations Consultation.

2) Waiting for your comments per your e-mail dated Mayl, 2009, which in turn read:

Confirming receipt and thank you. There are numerous incorrect statements in the material attached to

your April 15th note that were revealed during my recent attendance at the Ministry Office to review the
public file. I want to work with you to resolve the points of disagreement, and have flagged this matter
for a more substantive response on May 11.

3) Received your e-mail dated June 11, 2009 (today) in which you wrote:

June 11, 2009

Clearview Township, Ministry of Environment, and Watson Associates Economists
Bob Campbell, Clerk, Wesley Wright and Cam Watson
Delivered by e-mail and fax to 705 428 0288, 416 314 8452 and 905 272 3602

When the Township, at the instance of the Ministry, withdrew its notices of completion, the Ministry
required the Township to attempt to resolve its differences with Gleneden and CPCI before issuing
further notices of completion. Gleneden and CPCI are ready. The Township claims not to understand
CPCI and Gleneden’s statement the Township is planning infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people.
The Township is planning infrastructure for 11 times the growth the law requires it to plan for.
The law requires the Township plan infrastructure to accommodate 18,800 people — not a minimum or a
maximum of 18,800, but 18,800 people. 64,725 is the number it is planning for in its rogue plan.

4,200 people is the growth the law requires the Township to plan infrastructure for (18,800 less 14,600
2006 Census population is 4,200 more people). 50,125 is the growth it is planning for. (64,725 less
14,600 is 50,125 more people).

50,125 more people is 45,925 more people than the law requires the Township to plan for and that is
1,093% - 11 times the number of additional people the law requires the Township to plan for.
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Gleneden and CPCI want the Township to provide a full accounting for the effect on the natural, social,
cultural, and fiscal environment of planning for growth 11 times the legal requirement and finding none
in the report of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment it asked for a Part II order requiring it.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca

cc Richard Spraggs, Director of Public Works

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:gpsc)bellnet.ca)
Sent: Thursday, June 04, 2009 3:07 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Request for Status

June 4, 2009

Clearview Township
Delivered by e-mail

Richard Spraggs

Hi Richard. I saw you in the crowd at the celebration for John Crispo’s life, but did not have a chance to
talk. Please advise the current status of the MCEA for each of New Lowell, Stayner, Nottawa and the
East Creemore Drainage.

Thank you.

CAN YOU PLEASE ADVISE IF YOUR COMMENTS OF JUNE 11 TH (TODAY) IS THE MORE SUBSTANTIVE RESPONSE

THAT YOU WERE GOING TO SEND ON MAY 11TH PER YOUR MAY 1ST E-MAIL.

East Creemore Drainage Study

Undertaking First Nation Consultation

Discussing alternative schemes with the property owners to channel water from Edward Street to Airport Road.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works
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Richard Spraggs

From: Richard Spraggs

Sent: Friday, June 12, 2009 12:33 PM

To: ‘Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President’

Subject: RE: CPCI and Gleneden Ready to attempt resolution of Differences

Mr. Mcllwain

Thank you for the clarification.

Your previous ‘Wise Management Needed” indicated Growth at 4 times, this document indicates 11 times;
therefore your previous ‘Wise Management Needed” Document is now redundant?

With regards to Mr. Cam Watson, and your e-mail cc to this Gentleman.
Is Mr. Cam Watson an Agent / Consultant of Clearview Planning Coalition Inc? From your previous e-mail below,
it appears that Mr. Watson works with Watson Associates Economists
Do you wish the Municipality to cc our responses also to Cam Watson, your Agent I Consultant?
If so, we are requesting your permission to cc your Agent / Consultant — Cam Watson prior to doing so.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works.

From: Clean/jew Planning Coalition Inc - Aft Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bellnet.caj
Sent: Thursday, June 11, 2009 4:11 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: Wesley Wright; Cam Watson
Subject: RE: CPCI and Gleneden Ready to attempt resolution of Differences

Actually, Richard it is not the more substantive response at all. Instead it is the beginning of the discussion that
may lead to a resolution of the differences between CPCI/Gleneden and the municipality. It answers one of the
questions in your document, and that is all it does.

Gleneden and CPCI do not regard your April submittal as an attempt to resolve the differences between us.

Gleneden and CPCI believe it would be most helpful to know what changes, if any, you will be making following
the completion of your consultations with the First Nations before we embark together on the process of
resolving the differences between us.

Thank you

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: June 11, 2009 3:48 PM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Subject: RE: CPCI and Gleneden Ready to attempt resolution of Differences

Mr. Mclllwain

This is to confirm that this is your more substantive response that you indicated would be forth coming per your
May 1 St 2009 e-mail.

7/20/2009
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The Township will respond accordingly. Thank you.

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng.
Director of Public Works.

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bellnet.caJ
Sent: Thursday, June 11, 2009 2:26 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: CPCI and Gleneden Ready to attempt resolution of Differences

June 11, 2009

Clearview Township, Ministry of Environment, and Watson Associates Economists
Bob Campbell, Clerk, Wesley Wright and Cam Watson
Delivered by e-mail and fax to 705 428 0288, 416 314 8452 and 905 272 3602

When the Township, at the instance of the Ministry, withdrew its notices of completion, the Ministry required
the Township to attempt to resolve its differences with Gleneden and CPCI before issuing further notices of
completion. Gleneden and CPCI are ready. The Township claims not to understand CPCI and Gleneden’s
statement the Township is planning infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people.

The Township is planning infrastructure for 11 times the growth the law requires it to plan for.
The law requires the Township plan infrastructure to accommodate 18,800 people — not a minimum or a
maximum of 18,800, but 18,800 people. 64,725 is the number it is planning for in its rogue plan.

4,200 people is the growth the law requires the Township to plan infrastructure for (18,800 less 14,600 2006
Census population is 4,200 more people). 50,125 is the growth it is planning for. (64,725 less 14,600 is 50,125
more people).

50,125 more people is 45,925 more people than the law requires the Township to plan for and that is 1,093% -

11 times the number of additional people the law requires the Township to plan for.

Gleneden and CPCI want the Township to provide a full accounting for the effect on the natural, social, cultural,
and fiscal environment of planning for growth 11 times the legal requirement and finding none in the report of
the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment it asked for a Part II order requiring it.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
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per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca

cc Richard Spraggs, Director of Public Works

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by MailScanner(14), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by YPN ioricscj3J, and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [clearplan@bellnet.ca]

Sent: Thursday, June 11, 2009 4:11 PM

To: Richard Spraggs

Cc: Wesley Wright; Cam Watson

Subject: RE: CPCI and Gleneden Ready to attempt resolution of Differences

Actually, Richard it is not the more substantive response at all. Instead it is the beginning of the discussion that
may lead to a resolution of the differences between CPCI/Gleneden and the municipality. It answers one of the
questions in your document, and that is all it does.

Gleneden and CPCI do not regard your April submittal as an attempt to resolve the differences between us.

Gleneden and CPCI believe it would be most helpful to know what changes, if any, you will be making following
the completion of your consultations with the First Nations before we embark together on the process of
resolving the differences between us.

Thanl< you

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto: richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: June 11, 2009 3:48 PM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Subject: RE: CPCI and Gleneden Ready to attempt resolution of Differences

Mr. Mclllwain

This is to confirm that this is your more substantive response that you indicated would be forth coming per your
May I st 2009 e-mail.

The Township will respond accordingly. Thank you.

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng.
Director of Public Works.

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bellnet.caJ
Sent: Thursday, June 11, 2009 2:26 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: CPCI and Gleneden Ready to attempt resolution of Differences

June 11, 2009

Clearview Township, Ministry of Environment, and Watson Associates Economists
Bob Campbell, Clerk, Wesley Wright and Cam Watson
Delivered by e-mail and fax to 705 428 0288, 416 314 8452 and 905 272 3602

When the Township, at the instance of the Ministry, withdrew its notices of completion, the Ministry required
the Township to attempt to resolve its differences with Gleneden and CPCI before issuing further notices of
completion. Gleneden and CPCI are ready. The Township claims not to understand CPCI and Gleneden’s
statement the Township is planning infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people.

Law Timii
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The Township is planning infrastructure for 11 times the growth the law requires it to plan for.
The law requires the Township plan infrastructure to accommodate 18,800 people — not a minimum or a
maximum of 18,800, but 18,800 people. 64,725 is the number it is planning for in its rogue plan.

4,200 people is the growth the law requires the Township to plan infrastructure for (18,800 less 14,600 2006
Census population is 4,200 more people). 50,125 is the growth it is planning for. (64,725 less 14,600 is 50,125
more people).

50,125 more people is 45,925 more people than the law requires the Township to plan for and that is 1,093% -

11 times the number of additional people the law requires the Township to plan for.

Gleneden and CPCI want the Township to provide a full accounting for the effect on the natural, social, cultural,
and fiscal environment of planning for growth 11 times the legal requirement and finding none in the report of
the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment it asked for a Part II order requiring it.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca

cc Richard Spraggs, Director of Public Works

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by MailScanner(14), and is
believed to be clean.
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Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art McIlwaln, President

To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: Wesley Wright (Wesley.Wrightontario.ca); Cam Watson (watsonwatson.econ.ca)
‘3ubject: CPCI and Gleneden Ready to attempt resolution of Differences - Report changed ProblemAttachments: Council Authorized MCEA,pdf

June 22, 2009

Clearview Township, Ministry of Environment, and Watson Associates Economists
Bob Campbell, Clerk, Wesley Wright and Cam Watson
Delivered by e-mail and fax to 705 428 0288, 416 314 8452 and 905 272 3602

As Gleneden and Clearview Planning Coalition Inc assert in their Part II Order Request, the work done in the Municipal
Class Environmental Assessment differs in many important respects from the work authorized by Council at the outset.
The attachment is the 2004 resolution of Council authorizing that work

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per

Art McI Iwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.
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CORPORATION OF THE TOWNSHiP OF CLEARVIEW

DATE July 19th, 2004

MOVED BY:

SECONDED BY:

RESOLVED that Clearview Township Council approve of the
recommendation that RJ Burnside & Associates be retained to undertake the Clearview
Sanitary-Water Municipal Class EA as set out by the terms of reference;

AND THAT the Nottawa Residents that have signed a petition for municipal
water be notified in writing.

I, ROBERT CAMPBELL, CLERK OF THE
CORPORATION OF THE TOWNSHIP OF
CLEARVHW DO CE
ATRUECOPVp

YThTTHIsIS

/9/2

- CLERK ‘

MOTION CARRIED

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

MOTION LOST

4_1 caL
MAYOR
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Draft Terms of Reference —

Municipal Class EA Water Supply and Sewage Treatment

Township of Clearview

The Township of Clearview is made up of a series of primary and secondary
settlement areas and a large rural component. With an increased pressure for
growth and an increase of existing residentslratepayers wishing to tie into
municipal systems, there is a need to examine various solutions for future
municipal water and sewage servicing under the Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment process.

The areas requiring a review of servicing options have been identifIed as:
1. Nottawa and Batteaux and the associated Collingwood Regional

Airport Economic Development Area

2. Stayner and adjacent areas
3. New Lowell and Brentwood and adjacent areas
4. Recreation District in the north west area of the Township including theOsler Bluff Area

A preliminary boundary for each community study area is outlined in the attachedmaps.

Each of these study areas include residential, commercial and industrial landuses for existing and future growth areas.

The Municipality wishes to undertake a Municipal Class EnvironmentalAssessment to identify, and evaluate alternative solutions that will address;

• current and future Water Supply, Treatment, Distribution and Storageissues associated with theses systems; and
• Current and future Sewage Treatment and effluent disposal systems.

The Municipal Class EA is a pre-approved planning process that allows projectswith predictable environmental impacts to proceed without being subjected to themore onerous requirements of an individual environmental assessment while stillmaintaining compliance with the Environmental Assessment Act.

A Municipal Class EA. can include up to five phases depending on thecomplexity of the problem and the nature of the solution. These steps are:

Page 1 of 4
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• Phase 1 - Identification of a Problem or Opportunity
• Phase 2 - Identification and Evaluations of Alternatives Solutions to the

Problem or Opportunity
• Phase 3 — Identification and Evaluation of Alternative Design Concepts for

the Preferred Solution
• Phase 4— Preparation of an Environmental Study Report
• Phase 5 - Implementation

Schedule AD Activities are pre approved from the standpoint of complying with
the environmental assessment act and may proceed directly to construction.

Schedule B projects are required to complete Phases I and 2 of the process.

Schedule C projects are required to complete aH five Phases.

The applicable schedule for a project is monitored throughout the process, and
the necessary steps taken. A key decision point comes at the end of Phase 2,
at which the project schedule must be confirmed before proceeding.

Proposed Scope of Work:

Phase I - Identification of a Problem or Opportunity

1. Meet with Municipal Staff to Identify and Refine the Problem Statement
2. Meet with Municipal Staff to Confirm Study Area
3. Meet with Municipal Staff to Establish a Consultation Plan - identifying

who will be contacted, when they will be contacted, how they will be
contacted and what they will be contacted about.

4. Request relevant background studies
5. Receive requested background studies
6. Review Background Information
7. Summarize and Document Background Review
8. Advertise for Discretionary Public Information Centre (PlC)
9. PrepareforPiC
10. Hold PlC
11. Document Input from PlC
12. Meet with Staff to Review Input and Finalize Problem Statement
13. Document Problem Statement

Phase 2 - Identification and Evaluations of Alternatives Solutions to the
Problem or Opportunity

1. Meet with Municipal Staff to Identify Alternative Solutions to the Problem
Statement and confirm project schedule (A vs. B or C)

2. Inventory natural, social and economic environment in the study area

Page2of4
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3. Identify impact of proposed alternative solutions on the environmental
categories identified above — identify net positive and negative effects, and
mitigating measures.

4. Evaluation of all reasonable alternative solutions
S. Preliminary identification of a recommended solution
6. Meet with staff to review the preliminary recommended solution
7. First mandatory public contact: Notice of Public Comment Invited
8. Circulate to agencies
9. PrepareforPlC
10. Hold PlC
11. Document input from PlC and agencies
12. Meet with municipal staff to review agency and public review input and

finalize selection of the preferred alternative solution, and confirm project
schedule

13. If Schedule ‘B’ advertise Notice of Completion (Second mandatory
notification)

14. If Schedule ‘B’ 30 day Review Period
15. Proceed to Design

It is anticipated that the alternative solutions for water supply systems will
include:

• Do nothing
• Water Conservation
• Limit Community Growth with associated designation adjustments
• Expand the existing groundwater supply, treatment, distribution and

storage facilities
• Connect to an Alternate Source
• Establish a New Water Source

It is anticipated that the alternative solutions for waste water supply systems will
include:

• Do nothing
• Waste Reduction at Source (e.g. low flow fixture program)
• Limit Community Growth with associated designation adjustments
• Expand existing treatment facilities
• Add to or convert existing systems to different treatment technology.
• Establish a New Treatment Plant

These solutions for both water and sewage systems win be examined
independently for each community as well as on the basis of servicing more than
one community and potentially all communities with one solution.

Expanding the existing facilities or connecting to an alternate source are
anticipated to be Schedule ‘B’ projects.

Page3of4
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The selection of a new surface water source, as the preferred solution would
result in a Schedule ‘C’ project.

A supplementary work program will need to be prepared should the preferred
solution be a Schedule ‘C’ project.

While examining the alternatives the financial impacts will also be modeled to
include:

• total capital cost of the solution;
• per capita cost of the solution based on three growth scenarios;
• annual operational cost of the solution;
• per capita annual operational cost of the solution; and,
• Lifespan and replacement cost of the solution.

These costs are also to be compared to the costs associated with the current
systems particularly in relation to annual operating costs per capita.

The work program wilL also establish:
• in detail the approvals requirements and associated timelines for the

various solutions; arid,
• the growth management Implicationslconstraints of each solution.

Page 4 of 4
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Richard Spraggs

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2009 5:32 PM

To: Richard Spraggs

Subject: Clearview’s Development Charges By-law must plan for 18,800 people

June 23, 2009

Township of Clearview & Watson & Associates Economists Ltd
Delivered by fax to 705 428 0288 and 905 272 3602 and by e-mail

Bob Campbell, Clerk and Cam Watson President

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc wrote on June 9, 2009 about the revised Development Charges Bylaw advising
among other things CPCI presently intends to inspect the estimate of the anticipated amount and type of
development to confirm it is based on 18,800 normal residents by 2031, pointing out these are the numbers the
municipality is required to plan for by the Growth Plan.

The population numbers are also those of the in-force Official Plan that makes clear in Section 1.3:”The Official
Plan is based upon the findings of a comprehensive Background Report” and in its Section 6.3 Clearview’s
Growth Potential this Background Report makes clear that population growth to 18,794 persons is anticipated.
Council has not changed this fundamental aspect of the Official Plan and the Development Charges By-law must
conform with it.

Respectfully submitted

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
Per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 805 9819 M 469 398 0926 F
Royal Trust Tower Suite 4105, 77 King St W P0 58, Toronto ON M5K 1E7

cc. Director of Public Works Richard Spraggs

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by MailScanner(14), and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Richard Spraggs

Sent: Wednesday, July 08, 2009 5:40 PM

To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President’

Subject: RE: Nottawa Sewage Municipal Class EA --- Cleaniiew Planning Coalition Inc. June 11, 2009 Fax &
E-mail dated June 11, 2009 @ 4:11 PM

From your e-mail, you did receive the pdf file; therefore you are looking for Appendix E and
Appendix G. (attachments). As the 2nd Notice of Completion has not been published, then
Appendix E has not been updated from the previous Project File report. However you make a
good point and we will forward to you Appendix G — First Nations Consultation. This will be
forwarded to you tomorrow from A J Burnside.

This e-mail as well as the April 2009 Submittal is an attempt to resolve the issues between us.
The MOE has stated in their letter dated March 17, 2009 that ‘the Township is also required to
make an effort to resolve outstanding concerns before the Notice of Completion is re-issued.’

We have completed our consultation with the First Nations.

Please note that per my April 2009 Submittal that we are going to continue discussions via e
mail

The Township has not published the Second Notice of Completion. Per the MOE letter dated
March 17, 2009, you will be notified when the second Notice of Completion is re-issued.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bellnet.caj
Sent: Wednesday, July 08, 2009 4:19 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Nottawa Sewage Municipal Class EA --- Clearview Planning Coalition Inc. June 11, 2009 Fax & E
mail dated June 11, 2009 @ 4:11 PM

Confirming receipt and thank you.

Your e-mail contains a .pdf document. It refers to a series of attachments. It does not contain the attachments.
You copy sections of the .pdf document in the body of your e-mail and it too refers to a series of attachments. It
too does not contain the attachments.

The Ministry of the Environment has ordered you to attempt to resolve your differences with Gleneden and
Clearview Planning Coalition Inc before publishing a second notice of completion. Gleneden and Clearview
Planning Coalition Inc have indicated their willingness to engage in those discussions after you completed your
consultation with the First Nations. It appears you may have published a second notice of completion without
undertaking these discussions.

That is unacceptable to Gleneden and Clearview Planning Coalition Inc. It looks to you to respect the order of
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the Ministry and confirms its willingness to engage in discussions. Let us begin with a clear statement from you:
please confirm or deny that you have published a second notice of completion.

Thankyou.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : richard@clearviewtwp.on.caJ
Sent: July 8, 2009 3:38 PM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Subject: Nottawa Sewage Municipal Class EA --- Clearview Planning Coalition Inc. June 11, 2009 Fax & E-mail
dated June 11, 2009 @ 4:11 PM

Reference is made to your June 11, 2009 Fax & E-mail dated June 11, 2009 @ 4:11 PM.

Reference is also made to the Township’s April 2009 Submittal.

Reference is made to the Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Nottawa — Schedule B
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment, December 2008 (herein called Nottawa Sewage EA)

The Township is planning infrastructure to support each settlement area being built out. This is in
conformity with the Growth Plan of the GGH 2006 which states that “The Plan provides the framework
for infrastructure investments in the GGH so that existing infrastructure and future investments are
optimized to serve growth to 2031 and beyond”

The Simcoe Area : A Strategic Vision for Growth, June 2009 Document that is presently out for Public
Comments states “Existing strategic assets such as the Collingwood to Alliston Pipeline and large
water and wastewater plants should be optimized to provide vital water and wastewater services while
protecting the stressed water services.” In making use of the Collingwood Sewage Treatment Plant,
Clearview Township is adhering to this Document as well.

For the Nottawa Sewage EA the Township has a petition from the existing 975 Residents requesting
Municipal Water. A requirement of the Provincial Polices and the Growth Plan for the GGH is that both
municipal water and municipal sewage should be provided concurrently. The Township has undertaken
this Sewage EA to determine providing municipal sewage services to the existing population. In this Ea,
the Township has considered the end population (with the existing settlement area being built out) so
that any infrastructure, as it is phased in. will not become redundant as growth continues.

Township Council approved at their Council Meeting on June 22, 2009 ‘Directions for Growth: A Growth
Plan for Clearview 2009-2031 that has identified Greenfield (transition units) of 500 to 1200 units.
Based on the 2.5 persons per unit, this translates into growth of 1250 to 3,000 persons. Direction for
Growth incorporates an allowance for ‘transition’ units. The transition rules are set out under the Places
to Grow Act in Ontario Regulation 311/06 as amended by 324/06. Therefore combined with the existing
975 persons, this results in a population of 2225 to 3975.

In undertaking the Nottawa Sewage EA, the Township has determined that the preferred solution to
connect to the Collingwood Municipal Sewers for treatment at the Collingwood Sewage Treatment
Plant. The Township would install a Pumping Station and Forcemain. Under this preferred solution, the
Township is now only responsible for the collection of municipal sewage with the Town of Collingwood
being responsible for the treatment.

With regards to the effect on the natural, social, cultural and fiscal environment of planning, the
Township has undertaken these elements in determining the preferred solution for the various
alternatives that were identified and reviewed. This has been explained in the Township’s April 2009
Submittal.
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In the Township’s April 2009 Submittal, the Township advised you that revisions would be made to the:

Section 1.4 Municipal Class EA Planning Process

The following paragraph will be added to the end of Section 1.4:

The Township’s preferred solution as a result of this Municipal Class EA Project File Report is to
provide a sewage collection system. (Pumping station and force main) to direct the sanitary sewage to
the Town of Collingwood Sewage System for treatment. The pumping station and forcemain is
identified under the Municipal Class EA process as a Schedule B Project. The Town of Collingwood
would be responsible for the treatment aspect of the Nottawa Sewage..

Section 10.3 Notice of Completion

The following paragraph will be added to the beginning of this Section:

The Township’s preferred solution as a result of this Municipal Class EA Project File Report is to
provide a sewage collection system. (Pumping station and force main) to direct the sanitary sewage to
the Town of Collingwood Sewage System for treatment. The pumping station and forcemain is
identified under the Municipal Class EA process as a Schedule B Project. The Town of Collingwood
would be responsible for the treatment aspect of the Nottawa Sewage as set out in an Agreement in
Principle between the Town of Collingwood and Clearview Township. The detailed Agreement will be
negotiated between the Town of Collingwood and Clearview Township subsequent to this Municipal
Class EA.

The first Notice of Completion for the Class EA (published December 17, 2008) was voluntarily withdrawn by
the Township to expand on the First Nations consultation program.

The second Notice of Completion for this Municipal Class EA has been prepared and published in the Wasaga
Sun, Stayner Sun, Wasaga Connection, Creemore Echo and Collingwood Enterprise Bulletin. The Notice will
also be mailed to all agencies and stakeholders that had expressed an interest in the project. The notice is attached
in Appendix E.

First Nations Consultation

The following paragraph has been included in the Executive Summary:

“The Township, in consultation with the MOE, undertook an expanded consultation programme with a number of
local First Nation communities. On March 13, 2009, the Project File Report was mailed to the following eleven
First Nation bands for review and comment: Beausoleil First Nation, Chippewas of Georgina Island, Chippewas
of Mnjikaning First Nation, Chippewas of Nawash First Nation, Curve Lake First Nation, Hiawatha First Nation,
Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation, Moose Deer Point First Nation, Saugeen First Nation, Wahta
Mohawk Territory, and Wasauksing First Nation. Indian and Northern Affairs Canada and the Ministry of
Aboriginal Affairs were also contacted for their comment on the First Nations consultation programme.

The First Nation bands were initially asked to provide comment within 30 days (April 12, 2009), but the
Township extended the comment period to May 30, 2009 to allow sufficient time for review and comment.”

The following new Section is added:

10.3 First Nations Consultation Process
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The first Notice of Completion for the Class EA (published December 17, 2008) was voluntarily withdrawn by
the Township to expand on the First Nations consultation program.

On March 13, 2009, the Project File Reports were mailed to the following eleven First Nation bands for review
and comment: Beausoleil First Nation, Chippewas of Georgina Island, Chippewas of Mnjikaning First Nation,
Chippewas of Nawash First Nation, Curve Lake First Nation, Hiawatha First Nation, Mississaugas of Scugog
Island First Nation, Moose Deer Point First Nation, Saugeen First Nation, Wahta Mohawk Territory, and
Wasauksing First Nation. The First Nation bands were asked to provide comment within 30 days. The comment
period was subsequently extended to May 30, 2009, to allow sufficient time for the First Nations to review and
comment. Indian and Northern Affairs Canada and the Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs were also contacted for
their comment on the First Nations consultation programme.

The initial mailing was followed up with telephone and email contact to ensure that the Project File Reports were
received by all of the bands. First Nations correspondence and a chart of communication is provided in Appendix
G of this report. All comments received from the First Nations are also included. There were no comments
received from any of the First Nations that related to the content of the Class Environmental Assessment.

Additional Clarification in the Executive Summary

The following sentence was added to the fourth paragraph under the Executive Summary with regards
to specify that the Township’s preferred solution and the infrastructure works that the Township will
eventually undertake is the pumping station and the forcemain.

The works will consist of construction of a pump station and forcemains to pump additional sewage to the Town
of Collingwood Sewage System for treatment.

The Amendments to the Project File Report based on my previous April 15, 2009 Submittal are
attached. This includes the Sections described above.

Trusting this addresses your concerns.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works
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Township of Clearview

Long term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Stayner, Schedule B Municipal Class EA
July 2009

10.3 First Nations. Consultation Process

On March 13, 2009, the Project File Reports were mailed to the following eleven Eirst
Nation bands for review and comment: Beausoleil First Nation, Chippewas of Georgina
Island, ChippeWas of Mnjikaning First Nation, Chippewas of Nawash First Nation,
Curve Lake First Nation, Hiawatha First Nation, Mississaugas of Scugog Island First
Nation, Moose Deer Point Fir t Nation, Saugeen First Nation, Wahta Mohawk
Territory, and Wasauksing irst Ná’tion. T e First Nation bands were asked to provide
co ment within 30 d ys. The comment period was subsequently extended to May 30,
2009, to allow s fficient time for the First Nations to review and comment. Indian and
Northern Affairs Cana a and th Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs were also contacted for
their coimuent on the First Nations consultation programme.

The initial thailing was followed up with telephone and emi1 contact to ensure that the
Project File Reports were received by all of the bands. irst Nations correspondence
and.a chit of communication is provided in Appendix of this report. All comments
received fro the First Nations are also included. There were nà comments received
frm any of the First Nations that related to the content of the Class Environmental
Assessment.

10.4 Notice of Completion

T14 Township’s preferred solution, a a. result of thiMunicipal lass EA Project File
Réort, is o provide a pumping statio and forcemain to direct the samtary sewage (in
excess of the existing treatment capacity o the Staynei Tieatment Plant) to the Town
of Wasaga Beach Sewage System for treatment The pumping station and forcemain is
idehtified under the Mumcipal Class EA process as a Schedule B Project -The Town of
Wasaa Beach uld be responsible for the treatment aspect of the excess Wasaga
Beach Sewe as set out in an Agreem nem Principle between the Town of Wasaga
Beach and Clearview Township Thedetaild Agreement will be negotiated between,-.-. — —

the ow of Wsaga Beachand Clear-view-Township subsequent to this Mumcipal
Class EA.

The f s Notice of Completion for the Class EA (published becember 17, 2008) was
volun anily withdrawn by the Township to expand oh the First Nations consultation
program.

The second Notice of Completion for this Municipal Class EA has been prepared and
published in the Wasaga Sun, Stayner Sun, Wasaga Connection, Creemore Echo and
Collingwood Enterprise Bulletin. The Notice will also be mailed to all agencies and
stakeholders that had expressed an interest in the project. The notice is attached in
Appendix F.

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
MGE 08394



Township of Clearview

Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Stayner, Schedule B Municipal Class EA
July 2009

Executive Summary

The Township of Clearview, through their consultant, R.J. Burnside & Associates
Limited, has completed a Class Environmental Assessment to evaluate options for
Stayner to meet future and ultimate needs with respect to sewage collection and
treatment, in accordance with the planning and design process for Schedule ‘B’
projects as outlined in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (2000, as
amended, 2007), which is approved under the Province of Ontario’s Environmental
Assessment Act. A long term water servicing Environmental Assessment including
Stayner has already been completed.

Stayner is a community within the municipality of Clearview. The 2007 population is
estimated to be 3,400 persons. The ultimate future population within the settlement
boundary has been calculated in this study to be 28,200 using Provincial Policy
development densities. This future population is projected to generate an average daily
wastewater flow of 15,750 m3/d and a peak daily wastewater flow of 42,000 m3/d.

In order to collect and treat the above wastewater quantities, the following alternative
solutions have been considered in this document:

• Do Nothing — no action is taken to provide future wastewater servicing.
• Improve Water Efficiency and Reduce Extraneous Flows — reduce wastewater

flows and treatment requirements through efficiency measures
• Upgrade and Expand Existing WWTP with discharge to Lamont Creek —

upgrade the existing plant and maintain Lamont Creek as receiver
• Upgrade and Expand Existing WWTP with discharge to Nottawasaga River -

upgrade the existing plant and an outfall is constructed to the Nottawasaga
River.

• New WWTP with discharge to Georgian Bay - a new wastewater treatment
plant is constructed for the community and an outfall is constructed to Georgian
Bay.

• Connection to a neighbouring WWTP — wastewater is collected and pumped to
a neighbouring municipality’s sewage collection system and/or treatment plant.

• Sewage Collection Alternatives — gravity, low pressure or vacuum collection
systems.

The preferred solution determined from the evaluation is Connection to Existing
WWTP in Wasaga Beach, in conjunction with continued use of the existing Stayner
treatment plant. The works will consistf construction of a pump station and
forcemains to pump additiofial sewage té the Town of Wasaga Beach Sewage System
for treatment, añl no additional expansion of the Stayner treatment works will be
complec1. Expansion of the gravity sewer system is recommended for the collection
system. An agreement in principle from the Town of Wasaga Beach has been received.

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
MGE 08394



Township of Clearview

Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Stayner, Schedule B Municipal Class EA
July 2009

The impacts and mitigation measures for this preferred alternative were evaluated and
are presented in this study.

This study is associated with longer term planning. Clearview will proceed in a fiscally
responsible manner in response to anticipated growth or servicing needs. The
municipality is not in a position to fund all of these projects at once and the ability to
finance each phase will impact the timing of the construction of each phase.

The project requirements and phasing will continue to reflect the Municipal, Provincial
and County policy frameworks on an ongoing basis. It is anticipated that the projects
will be revisited and re-prioritized at five year intervals to match the five year review
period of Municipal, County, and Provincial planning. Phasing of the works will be
considered in the context of any updates to growth plans as incorporated in these policy
documents.

A Notice of Study Commencement was sent to agencies and stakeholders and
published for the general public in the local newspapers that serve Stayner as follows:

December 1, 2006 and December 8, 2006 — Creemore Echo
November 29, 2006, and December 6, 2006 — Stayner Sun
November 29, 2006, and December 1, 2006 — Alliston Herald and Enterprise Bulletin

A Notice of Public Information Centre (PlC) was sent to all stakeholders who may have
been interested in the proposed project on May 1, 2008. The PlC was held on May 9”
2007 at the Stayner Community Center.

The Township, in consultation with the MOE, undertook an expanded consultation programme
with a number of local First Nation communities. On March 13, 2009, the Project File Report
was mailed to the following eleven First Nation bands for review and comment: Beausoleil First
Nation, Chippewas of Georgina Island, Chippewas of Mnjikaning First Nation, Chippewas of
Nawash First Nation, Curve Lake First Nation. Hiawatha First Nation, Mississaugas of Scugog
Island First Nation, Moose Deer Point First Nation, Saugeen First Nation, Wahta Mohawk
Tenitory, and Wasauksing First Nation. Indian and Northern Affairs Canada and the Ministry
of Aboriginal Affairs were also contacted for their comment on the First Nations consultation
programme.

The First Nation bands were initially asked to provide comment within 30 days (April l2, 2009),
but the Township extended the comment period to May 30, 2009 to allow sufficient time for
review and comment.

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
MGE 08394



Township of Clearview

Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Stayner, Schedule B Municipal Class EA
July 2009

easily mitigated, environmental impacts and requires the completion of only Phases 1
and 2 of the Municipal Class EA procedure (Figure 1.2). Public consultation is
required at two stages under a Schedule B project. At the completion of Phase 2, if
there are no outstanding concerns, then the Town may proceed to implementation.

The Township’s preferred solution as a result of this Municipal Class EA Project File
Report is to provide a pumping station and forcemain to direct the sanitary sewage (in
excess of the existing Stayner Treatment Plant Capacity) to the Town of Wasaga Beach
Sewage System for treatment. The pumping station and forcemain is identified under
the Municipal Class EA process as a Schedule B Project. The Town of Wasaga Beach
would be responsible for the treatment aspect of the excess Stayner Sewage as set out
in an Agreement between the Town of Wasaga Beach and Clearview Township.

1.5 The Assessment Project File Report

In accordance with the Municipal Class EA process for a Schedule B project, this
Assessment Project File Report identifies the following:

• Alternative solutions to the proposed project;
• The existing natural, social and economic environment;
• Potential impacts of the alternative solutions on the existing environment and

appropriate mitigation measures;
An evaluation of the alternatives;
The consultation process undertaken throughout the project; and,
Selection of the preferred alternative.

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
MGE 08394
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Richard Spraggs

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc. - Art Mcllwain, President [clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, July 08, 2009 9:21 PM

To: Richard Spraggs

Subject: RE: Stayner Sewage Municipal Class EA Clearview Planning Coalition Inc. June 11, 2009 Fax
& E-mail dated June 11, 2009 @ 4:11 PM

Have a pleasant trip, Richard. The Cabot Trail is lovely at this time of year and the golf at Highland Links in Cape
Breton Highlands National Park is that rarest of all things: spectacular setting a great course and VERY LOW
greens fees. I will talk to you on your return.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto: richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: July-08-09 5:54 PM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIIwain, President
Cc: Don McNalty
Subject: RE: Stayner Sewage Municipal Class EA Clearview Planning Coalition Inc. June 11, 2009 Fax & E
mail dated June 11, 2009 © 4:11 PM

Art

I do owe you a coffee from the last time we met; unfortunately I plan to be leaving Moncton NB (hopefully or
maybe Federicton) on Friday at 10:45 am on my way to Sydney (CB) Nova Scotia. Will be back next Thursday.

Don McNalty from RJB will be able to assist in the interim.

I do not have a blackberry.

Richard

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, July 08, 2009 5:37 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Stayner Sewage Municipal Class EA Clearview Planning Coalition Inc. June 11, 2009 Fax & E
mail dated June 11, 2009 @ 4:11 PM

Are you free for coffee on Friday morning? I will be attending a lunch in Creemore at 12:15 and could have
coffee with you before that in Stayner, say at 10:45 or so.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto: richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Sent: July 8, 2009 5:22 PM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Subject: RE: Stayner Sewage Municipal Class EA Clearview Planning Coalition Inc. June 11, 2009 Fax & E
mail dated June 11, 2009 © 4:11 PM

The Township has not published the Second Notice of Completion.
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Per the MOE letter dated March 17, 2009, you will be notified when the second Notice of
Completion is re-issued.

Please note that per my April 2009 Submittal that we are going to continue discussions via e
mail

We have completed our consultation with the First Nations.

This e-mail as well as the April 2009 Submittal is an attempt to resolve the issues between us.
The MOE has stated in their letter dated March 17, 2009 that ‘the Township is also required to
make an effort to resolve outstanding concerns before the Notice of Completion is re-issued.’

From your e-mail, you did receive the pdf file; therefore you are looking for Appendix F and
Appendix H. (attachments). As the 2nd Notice of Completion has not been published, then
Appendix F has not been updated from the previous Project File report. However you make a
good point and we will forward to you Appendix H — First Nations Consultation. This will be
forwarded to you tomorrow from R J Burnside.

Thank you for your quick response.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works.

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, July 08, 2009 4:20 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Stayner Sewage Municipal Class EA Clearview Planning Coalition Inc. June 11, 2009 Fax & E
mail dated June 11, 2009 @ 4:11 PM

Confirming receipt and thank you.

Your e-mail contains a .pdf document. It refers to a series of attachments. It does not contain the attachments.
You copy sections of the .pdf document in the body of your e-mail and it too refers to a series of attachments. It
too does not contain the attachments.

The Ministry of the Environment has ordered you to attempt to resolve your differences with Gleneden and
Clearview Planning Coalition Inc before publishing a second notice of completion. Gleneden and Clearview
Planning Coalition Inc have indicated their willingness to engage in those discussions after you completed your
consultation with the First Nations. It appears you may have published a second notice of completion without
undertaking these discussions.

That is unacceptable to Gleneden and Clearview Planning Coalition Inc. It looks to you to respect the order of
the Ministry and confirms its willingness to engage in discussions. Let us begin with a clear statement from you:
please confirm or deny that you have published a second notice of completion.

7/20/2009



Thankyou.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto: richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: July 8, 2009 3:35 PM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIIwain, President
Subject: Stayner Sewage Municipal Class EA Clearview Planning Coalition Inc. June 11, 2009 Fax & E-mail
dated June 11, 2009 © 4:11 PM

Reference is made to your June 11, 2009 Fax & E-mail dated June 11, 2009 @ 4:11 PM.

Reference is also made to the Township’s April 2009 Submittal.

Reference is made to the Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Stayner — Schedule B
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment, December 2008 (herein called Stayner Sewage EA)

The Township is planning infrastructure to support each settlement area being built out. This is in
conformity with the Growth Plan of the GGH 2006 which states that “The Plan provides the framework
for infrastructure investments in the GGH so that existing infrastructure and future investments are
optimized to serve growth to 2031 and beyond”

The Simcoe Area : A Strategic Vision for Growth, June 2009 Document that is presently out for Public
Comments states “Existing strategic assets such as the Collingwood to Alliston Pipeline and large
water and wastewater plants should be optimized to provide vital water and wastewater services while
protecting the stressed water services.” In making use of the Wasaga Beach Sewage Treatment Plant,
Clearview Township is adhering to this Document as well.

For the Stayner Sewage EA the Township has undertaken a Stayner Master Servicing Plan (2002) that
has identified the need for a Long Term Sewage Collection System and Treatment. . The Township has
undertaken this Sewage EA to determine providing municipal sewage services to the existing
population and growth. In this EA, the Township has considered the end population (with the existing
settlement area being built out) so that any infrastructure, as it is phased in. will not become redundant
as growth continues.

Township Council approved at their Council Meeting on June 22, 2009 ‘Directions for Growth: A Growth
Plan for Clearview 2009-2031’ that has identified for Stayner

Greenfield (Approved Units): 1,640
Greenfield (new units — transition and other) 1,150
Intensification Units :640 to 860
For a total of 3,340 to 3,650 units.

Based on the 2.5 persons per unit, this translates into growth of 8,350 to 9125 persons. Direction for
Growth incorporates an allowance for ‘transition’ units. The transition rules are set out under the Places
to Grow Act in Ontario Regulation 311/06 as amended by 324/06. Therefore combined with the existing
persons (14088), this results in a population of 22,438 to 23,213 persons.

In undertaking the Stayner Sewage EA, the Township has determined that the preferred solution to
connect to the Wasaga Beach Municipal Sewers for treatment at the Wasaga Beach Sewage
Treatment Plant. The Township would install a Pumping Station and Forcemain. Under this preferred
solution, the Township is now only responsible for the collection of municipal sewage with the Town of
Wasaga Beach being responsible for the treatment.

With regards to the effect on the natural, social, cultural and fiscal environment of planning, the
Township has undertaken these elements in determining the preferred solution for the various
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alternatives that were identified and reviewed. This has been explained in the Township’s April 2009
Submittal.

In the Township’s April 2009 Submittal, the Township advised you that revisions would be made to the:

Section 1.4 Municipal Class EA Planning Process

The following paragraph will be added to the end of Section 1.4:

The Township’s preferred solution as a result of this Municipal Class EA Project File Report is to
provide. Pumping station and force main to direct the sanitary sewage (in excess of the existing
Stayner Treatment Plant Capacity) to the Town of Wasaga Beach Sewage System for treatment. The
pumping station and forcemain is identified under the Municipal Class EA process as a Schedule B
Project. The Town of Wasaga Beach would be responsible for the treatment aspect of the excess
Stayner Sewage as set out in an Agreement between the Towns of Wasaga Beach and Clearview
Township.

Section 10.3 Notice of Completion

The following paragraph will be added to the beginning of this Section:

The Township’s preferred solution as a result of this Municipal Class EA Project File Report is to
provide a Pumping station and force main to direct the sanitary sewage (in excess of the existing
treatment plant capacity of the sewage treatment plant) to the Town of Wasaga Beach Sewage System
for treatment. The pumping station and forcemain is identified under the Municipal Class EA process as
a Schedule B Project. The Town of Wasaga Beach would be responsible for the treatment aspect of the
Stayner Sewage as set out in an Agreement in Principle between the Town of Wasaga Beach and
Clearview Township. The detailed Agreement will be negotiated between the Town of Wasaga Beach
and Clearview Township subsequent to this Municipal Class EA.

The first Notice of Completion for the Class EA (published December 17, 2008) was voluntarily withdrawn by
the Township to expand on the First Nations consultation program.

The second Notice of Completion for this Municipal Class EA has been prepared and published in the Wasaga
Sun, Stayner Sun, Wasaga Connection, Creemore Echo and Collingwood Enterprise Bulletin. The Notice will
also be mailed to all agencies and stakeholders that had expressed an interest in the project. The notice is attached
in Appendix F.

First Nations Consultation

The following paragraph has been included in the Executive Summary:

“The Township, in consultation with the MOE, undertook an expanded consultation programme with a number of
local First Nation communities. On March 13, 2009, the Project File Report was mailed to the following eleven
First Nation bands for review and comment: Beausoleil First Nation, Chippewas of Georgina Island, Chippewas
of Mnjikaning First Nation, Chippewas of Nawash First Nation, Curve Lake First Nation, Hiawatha First Nation,
Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation, Moose Deer Point First Nation, Saugeen First Nation, Wahta
Mohawk Territory, and Wasauksing First Nation. Indian and Northern Affairs Canada and the Ministry of
Aboriginal Affairs were also contacted for their comment on the First Nations consultation programme.

The First Nation bands were initially asked to provide comment within 30 days (April 12, 2009), but the
Township extended the comment period to May 30, 2009 to allow sufficient time for review and comment.”

The following new Section is added:
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10.3 First Nations Consultation Process

The first Notice of Completion for the Class EA (published December 17, 2008) was voluntarily withdrawn by
the Township to expand on the First Nations consultation program.

On March 13, 2009, the Project File Reports were mailed to the following eleven First Nation bands for review
and comment: Beausoleil First Nation, Chippewas of Georgina Island, Chippewas of Mnjikaning First Nation,
Chippewas of Nawash First Nation, Curve Lake First Nation, Hiawatha First Nation, Mississaugas of Scugog
Island First Nation, Moose Deer Point First Nation, Saugeen First Nation, Wahta Mohawk Territory, and
Wasauksing First Nation. The First Nation bands were asked to provide comment within 30 days. The comment
period was subsequently extended to May 30, 2009, to allow sufficient time for the First Nations to review and
comment. Indian and Northern Affairs Canada and the Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs were also contacted for
their comment on the First Nations consultation programme.

The initial mailing was followed up with telephone and email contact to ensure that the Project File Reports were
received by all of the bands. First Nations correspondence and a chart of communication is provided in Appendix
G of this report. All comments received from the First Nations are also included. There were no comments
received from any of the First Nations that related to the content of the Class Environmental Assessment.

Additional Clarification in the Executive Summary

The following sentence was added to the fourth paragraph under the Executive Summary with regards
to specify that the Township’s preferred solution and the infrastructure works that the Township will
eventually undertake is the pumping station and the forcemain.

The works will consist of construction of a pump station and forcemains to pump additional sewage to the Town
of Wasaga Beach Sewage System for treatment and no additional expansion of the Stayner treatment works will
be completed.

The Amendments to the Project File Report based on my previous April 15, 2009 Submittal to you and
the First Nation Consultation are attached to this e-mail.

Trusting this addresses your concerns.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by Y NcPpdcsf1), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
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dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Don McNalty [Don. McNalty © rjburnside.com]

Sent: Thursday, July 09, 2009 11:20 AM

To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Cc: Richard Spraggs; File Collingwood

Subject: Nottawa Sewage EA MGE08394

As requested by and on behalf of Richard, please find attached the Appendix G for the Nottawa EA. Richard is
away for a few days and I have just returned so he has requested that this be forwarded to you.

Please call if you have any questions

Thanks, Don

Don McNalty, P.Eng.
R. J. Burnside & Associates Ltd
3 Ronell Cresent, Collingwood
Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Phone: 705-446-0515
Fax: 705-446-2399

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

This electronic transmission and any accompanying attachments may contain privileged or confidential information intended only for the use of the
individual or organization named above. Any distribution, copying or action taken in reliance on the contents of this communication by anyone other
than the intended recipient(s) is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

If you have received this communication in error please notify the sender at the above email address and delete this email immediately.

Thank you.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Don McNalty [Don. McNalty © rjburnside.comj

Sent: Thursday, July 09, 2009 11:20 AM

To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Cc: Richard Spraggs; File Collingwood

Subject: Stayner Sewage EA MGE08394

As requested by and on behalf of Richard, please find attached the Appendix H for the Stayner EA. Richard is
away for a few days and I have just returned so he has requested that this be forwarded to you.

Please call if you have any questions

Thanks, Don

Don McNalty, P.Eng.
R. J. Burnside & Associates Ltd
3 Ronell Cresent, Collingwood
Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Phone: 705-446-0515
Fax: 705-446-2399

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

This electronic transmission and any accompanying attachments may contain privileged or confidential information intended only for the use of the
individual or organization named above. Any distribution, copying or action taken in reliance on the contents of this communication by anyone other
than the intended recipient(s) is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

If you have received this communication in error please notify the sender at the above email address and delete this email immediately.

Thank you.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Don McNalty [Don.McNalty@rjburnside.com]

Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2009 10:03 AM

To: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President

Cc: Richard Spraggs; Steve Gendron; File Collingwood

Subject: Re: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation MGE08394

I will look into this and have it resent so you have the information. Will also respond to your previous question re
Collingwood sewage treatment shortly

Don McNalty, P.Eng.
R. J. Burnside & Associates Ltd
3 Ronell Cresent, Collingwood
Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Phone: 705-446-0515
Fax: 705-446-2399

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President’ <gpsc@bellnet.ca>

To: Don McNalty” <don_mcnalty@rjburnside.com>

Cc: ‘Richard Spraggs’ <rspraggs@clearviewtwpon.ca>

Date: 2009-07-16 09:49 AM

Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

July 16, 2009

I had a further look at the Nottawa correspondence file you delivered to CPCI and Gleneden. It appears to be a
scanned copy of your file. Regrettably the scan does not pick up the embedded .pdf documents that you sent,
and neither does it include the packages you mailed to the First Nations. Please provide that missing information,
preferably as .pdf attachments to your e-mail response.

Thank you

JLOGO

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
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77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1 E7
P416777 1325 M 416 805 9819
F 469 398 0926 E gpsc@bellnet.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

This electronic transmission and any accompanying attachments may contain privileged or confidential information intended only for the use of the
individual or organization named above. Any distribution, copying or action taken in reliance on the contents of this communication by anyone other
than the intended recipient(s) is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

If you have received this communication in error please notify the sender at the above email address and delete this email immediately.

Thank you.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNeyoiç1), and is
believed to be clean.
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RE: Collmgwood Wastewater Servicing Needs Class EA 46508-20
Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President
to:
‘Godin, George’
2009-07-16 01:40 PM
Cc:
“Brewer, Heather”, “Marcus Firman”, “Don Green”, “Don McNalty”
Show Details

Confirming receipt and thank you. You will see I have copied Don McNalty on this as well. Hopefully
discussions with him and his client will resolve the differences Gleneden and Clearview Planning
Coalition have with his client without need for further involvement with the Minister.

I have flagged this for follow up with you in a month.

Enjoy the summer.

From: Godin, George [mailto:ggodin@craworld.comj
Sent: July 16, 2009 1:14 PM
To: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President
Cc: Brewer, Heather; Marcus Firman; Don Green
Subject: RE: Collingwood Wastewater Servicing Needs Class EA 46508-20

Art, the Collingwood Class EA just finished First Nation consultation and we are currently reviewing and
completing the draft Class EA report.

We will be reviewing project status and completion dates with the Town this July. Following that review and
discussion we will be in a position to determine the completion date.

Thanks and feel free to contact us if you have any further questions.

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caj
Sent: Friday, June 19, 2009 3:50 PM
To: Godin, George
Subject: Collingwood Wastewater Servicing Needs Class EA 46508-20

June 19, 2009

Hi George. Please advise current status.

I expect you are aware that at the instance of the Ministry of the Environment in response to a Part II
Order request the Township of Clearview in March 2009 withdrew its published notices of completion
with respect to its Wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessments for Stayner and Nottawa,
one of which had connection to Collingwood’s wastewater treatment system as a preferred solution.
Gleneden and Clearview Planning Coalition made the request. The Ministry ordered Clearview to
attempt to resolve its differences with Gleneden and CPCI before publishing renewed notices of
completion.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage

fi1e://C:Documents and Settings\dmcnalty.RJBURNSIDE\Local Settings\Temp\notes 13... 2009-07-17



per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1 E7
P416777 1325 M416805 9819
F 469 398 0926 E gpsc@bellnet.ca
U Please consider the environment before printing this email.
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Richard Spragga

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2009 4:37 PM
To: Gieneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcliwain, President’
Subject RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consuliation

Please be advised that I will forward a clearer response.

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:gpsc©bellnetca]
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2009 3:40 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subjectt RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

Please provide a copy of what was transmitted to the First Nations,

From: Richard Sprsggs [mailto:richard@dearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: July 16, 2009 3:22 PM
To: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art McTlwain, President
Subject: RE: MunIcipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

The information that has been mailed to the First Nation is the

• Covering Letter dated March 12, 2009 (Appendix G)

• Project File Report (Dated December 2000)

• Key Plan (Appendix G)

• Detailed Project Plan (Appendix G)

The items identified by Appendix G above has been sent to you on July 9, 2009 by Don McNalty. The Project FileReport date December 2(308 has been previously sent to you and I or you have picked it up from the Township’s
Web Site in January 2009.

With regards to the embedded PDF files, these are the 4 items listed above. Some of the First Nations wished to
have the Covering Letter, the Project File Report, the Key Plan and the Detailed Project File electronically sent tothem. The Mississaugas of ScUgog Island, Saugeen First Nations, Hiawatha First Nations requested a digital
copy.

AS you already have this information, please advise if you wish to me to send it again.

Richard Spragga, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works.

Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [maiitogpsc@bellnet,ca]
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2009 9:48 AM
To: Don McNalty
Cc: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Municipal aass Environmenll Assessment - First Nations Consultation

July 16, 2009

F’9>( 4-67-3B-C3?
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-FAX
Richard Spraggs 94- 5-75
From: Richard Spraggs

Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2009 4:37 PM f3’9 X’ 19
To: ‘Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President’
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

Please be advised that I will forward a clearer response.

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2009 3:40 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

Please provide a copy of what was transmitted to the First Nations.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: July 16, 2009 3:22 PM
To: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

The information that has been mailed to the First Nation is the

• Covering Letter dated March 12, 2009 (Appendix G)

• Project File Report (Dated December 2008)

• Key Plan (Appendix G)

• Detailed Project Plan (Appendix G)

The Items identified by Appendix G above has been sent to you on July 9, 2009 by Don McNalty. The Project File
Report date December 2008 has been previously sent to you and I or you have picked it up from the Township’s
Web Site in January 2009.

With regards to the embedded PDF files, these are the 4 items listed above. Some of the First Nations wished to
have the Covering Letter, the Project File Report, the Key Plan and the Detailed Project File electronically sent to
them. The Mississaugas of Scugog Island, Saugeen First Nations, Hiawatha First Nations requested a digital
copy.

AS you already have this information, please advise if you wish to me to send it again.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works.

Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2009 9:48 AM
To: Don McNalty
Cc: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

July 16, 2009

7/16/2009



Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site wwwclearviewtwp.onca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288
antario

[LEARV1EwTOwNSIUPj
Eaii 1994

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Beausoleil First Nation
1 Ogema Street
Christian Island, ON LOK 1 CO

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Bumside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community ofNottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class BA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class BA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.rnayberrvrjburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs(c1earviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

—2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM
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Township of Clearview
Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Nottawa
Schedule B Municipal Class Environmental Assessment

PROJECT FILE REPORT

Prepared by

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
3 RonelI Crescent, Collingwood, ON 19Y 4J6 Canada

December 2008

File No: MGE 08394

The material in this report reflects best judgement in fight of the information available at the time of preparation. Any
use which a third party makes of this report, or any reliance on or decisions made based on it, are the responsibilities
of such third parties B J. Burnoide & Asoociates Limited accepts no responsibility for damages, if any, suffered by
any third party as a result of decisions made or actions based on this report

W:\001205 Nottewa Sewage PFR.doc



Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288
Stayner, Ontario
L0M ISO

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Chippewas of Georgina Island
RR 2
P0 Box N- 13
Sutton West, ON LOE 1RO

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Bumside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community of Nottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community of Nottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.mayberrv(a.rjhurnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs(c1earviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

—2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM
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BURNSIDE

Township of Clearview
Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Nottawa
Schedule B Municipal Class Environmental Assessment

PROJECT FILE REPORT

Prepared by

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
3 RoneIl Crescent, Collingwood, ON L9Y 4J6 Canada

December 2008

File No: MGE 08394

The material in this report reflects best judpment in litht of the information available at the time of preparation. Any
use which a third party makes of this report, or any reliance on or decisions made based on it. are the responsibilities
of such third parties. R. J. Burnside & Associates Limited accepts no responsibility for damaçes, if any, suffered by
any third party as a result of decisions made or actions based on this report
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Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288
Stayner, Ontario
LOM ISO

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Chippewas ofMnjikaning First Nation (Rama)
5884 Rama Road
Suite 200
Rama, ON LOK iTO

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community ofNottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town ofCollingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.rnayberrv(rjburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs(dc1earviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

-2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM
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fIJ BuRNsIDE

Township of Clearview
Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Nottawa
Schedule B Municipal Class Environmental Assessment

PROJECT FILE REPORT

Prepared by

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
3 RonetI Crescent, Collingwood, ON L9Y 4J6 Canada

December 2008

File No: MGE 08394

The material in this report reflects best jud9ement in light of the information available at the time of preparation. Any
use which a third party makes of this report, on any reliance on or decisions made based on it, are the responsibilities
of such third parties. R. J. Burnside & Associates limited accepts no respoosibility for damapes. if any, suffered by
any third party as a result of decisions made or actions based on this report
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Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288
aijntario

I CLEARVIEW TOWNSHIP IL Ei1994

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Chippewas of Nawash First Nation
RR 5
Wiarton, ON NOH 2T0

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community ofNottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.mayberrv@;rjburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs@,clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

-2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM
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qj BuRNsTDE

Township of Clearview
Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Nottawa
Schedule B Municipal Class Environmental Assessment

PROJECT FILE REPORT

Prepared by

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
3 RoneIl Crescent, Collingwood, ON 19Y 4J6 Canada

December 2008

File No: MGE 08394

The material in this repol reflects best judgement in light of the information available at the time of preparation. Any
use which a third party makes of this report, or any reliance on or decisions made based on it, are the responsibilities
of such third parties. R. .1 Burnside & Associates Limited accepts no responsibility for damages, if any, suffered by
any third party as a result at decisions made or actions based on this report
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Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288

ientario

I CLEARVIEW TOWNSHIP II. — — abhrd 1994

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Curve Lake First Nation
22 Winookeeda Road
Curve Lake, ON KOL 1RO

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community of Nottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.rnayberry@rjburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs(cIearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

-2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM
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fli BuRNsIDE

Township of Clearview
Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Nottawa
Schedule B Municipal Class Environmental Assessment

PROJECT FILE REPORT

Prepared by

RJ. Burnside & Associates Limited
3 Ronell Crescent, Collingwood, ON 19Y 4J6 Canada

December 2008

File No: MGE 08394

The material in this report reflects best judgemont in light of the information available at the time of preparation. Any
use which a third party makes of this report, or any reliance on or decisions made based so it, am the responsibilities
of ouch third parties. R. J. Bumnside & Associates Limited accepts no responsibility for damages, if soy, suffered by
any third party as a resolt of decisions made or actions based on this report
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Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288

ntario

1 CLEARVIEW TOWNSHIP]
Ea1994

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Hiawatha First Nation
123 Paudash Street
Hiawatha, ON KOL 2G0

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Bumside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community ofNottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.maybeffy(rjburnside.corn) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs(ac1earviewtwp. Ofl. Ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

-282I843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM
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fIJ BURNSIDE

Township of Clearview
Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Nottawa
Schedule B Municipal Class Environmental Assessment

PROJECT FILE REPORT

Prepared by

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
3 Ronell Crescent, Collingwood, ON L9Y 4J6 Canada

December 2008

File No: MGE 08394

The material in this report reflects best judgement in light of the information available at the time of preparation. Any
use which a third party makes of this report. or any reliance on or decisions made based on it, aro the oespunsibilitioo
of such third parties. R. J. Burriside & Associates Limited accepts no responsibility fur dama9es, if any, suffered by
any third party as a result of decisions made or actions based on lhio report
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Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288
a)ntario

F CLEARVIEW TOWNSHIP]
E 1994

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation
22521 Island Road
RR# 5
Port Perry, ON L9L 1B6

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Bumside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community ofNottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.rnayberry(rjburnside.corn) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs@,clearviewlwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

--2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM
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IJ BuRNsIDE

Township of Clearview
Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Nottawa
Schedule B Municipal Class Environmental Assessment

PROJECT FILE REPORT

Prepared by

R.J. Burnside & Associates Umited
3 RoneIl Crescent, Collingwood, ON L9Y 4J6 Canada

December 2008

File No: MGE 08394

The material in this report reflects best udgement in light of the information available at the time of preparation. Any
use which a third party makes of this report, or any reliance on or decisions made based on it, are the responsibilities
of ouch third portico. R. J. Burnoide & Associates Limited accepts no responsibility for damages, if any, suffered by
any third party as a reolt of decisions made or actions besed on this report
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Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288
aJntario

ECLEARVIEW TOWNSHIP JL Ei,Uthd 1994

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Moose Deer Point First Nation
3719 Twelve Mile Bay Rd.
P0 BOX 119
Mactier, ON POC 1HO

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Bumside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community of Nottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community of Nottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.mayberrv(driburnside.com) at (705)446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs(â’c1earviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

-2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM
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IJ BURNSIDE

Township of Clearview
Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Nottawa
Schedule B Municipal Class Environmental Assessment

PROJECT FILE REPORT

Prepared by

R.J. Burnside & Associates limited
3 Ronell Crescent, Collingwood, ON 19Y 4J6 Canada

December 2008

File No: MGE 08394

The material in this report reflects best judgement in light of the information available at the time of preparation. Any
use which a third party makes of this report, or any reliance an or decisions made based on ii, are the responsibilities
of such third parties. R. J Burnside & Associates Limited accepts no responsibility for damogeo, if any, suffered by
any third party as a result of decisions made or actions based on this report
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Administration
217 Gideon Street
P.O. Box 200
Stayner, Ontario
LOM ISO

Phone (705) 428-6230
Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ea

Fax (705) 428-0288

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Saugeen First Nation
No.29 Highway #21
R.R. #1
Southampton, ON NOH 2LO

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community of Nottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.

1



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.rnayberry(ariburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs@clearviewtwp.Ofl.Ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

—2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM
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fIi BuRNs1DE

Township of Clearview
Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Nottawa
Schedule B Municipal Class Environmental Assessment

PROJECT FILE REPORT

Prepared by

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
3 Ronell Crescent, Collingwood, ON L9Y 4J6 Canada

December 2008

File No: MGE 08394

The material in this report reflects best judgemenl in light of the information available at the time of preparation. Any
use which a third party makes of this report, or any reliance on or decisions made based on it, are the responsibilities
of such third parties. R. .1. Burnside & Associates Limited accepts no responsibility for damages, if any, suffered by
any third party as a result of decisions made or actions based on this report
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Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288

ntario

[CLEARVIEW TOWNSHIP IEjLird 1994

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Wahta Mohawk Territory
P0 BOX 260
Bala, ON POC I A0

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Bumside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community ofNottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township ofClearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.mayberrv@xjburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(r.spraggs(cIearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

—2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM
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f1 BuRNsIDE

Township of Clearview
Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Nottawa
Schedule B Municipal Class Environmental Assessment

PROJECT FILE REPORT

Prepared by

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
3 RoneIl Crescent, Collingwood, ON L9Y 4J6 Canada

December 2008

File No: MGE 08394

The material in this report reflects best judgement in light of the information available at the time of preparation. Any
use which a third party makes of this report, on any roliance on or decisions made based on it, are the responsibilities
of such third parties. R, J. Burnside & Associates Limited eccepts no responsibility for damages, if any, suffered by
any third party as a result of decisions made or actions based an this report

W 1081205 Notlawa Sewage PFRdoc



Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288

ientario

[cLEARVIEW TOWNSHIP I1994

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Wasauksing First Nation
P0 Box 250
Parry Sound, ON P2A 2X4

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community ofNottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.mayberry(arjburnside.corn) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs@,c Iearviewtwp. on. Ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

—2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM
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GJ BURNSIDE

Township of Clearview
Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Piottawa
Schedule B Municipal Class Environmental Assessment

PROJECT FILE REPORT

Prepared by

R.J. Burnside & Associates ‘imited
3 RonelI Crescent, Collingwood, ON L9Y 4J6 Canada

December 2008

File No: MGE 08394

The niaterial in this report reflects best judgement in lipht of the information available at the time of preparation. Any
use which a third party makes of this report. or any reliance on or decisions made based on it, are the responsibilities
of soch third parties. R. J Burnside & Associates Limited accepts no responsibility far damages, if any, suffered by
any third party as a result of decisions made or actions booed on this report

W:1081205 Nottawa Sewaae PFR dec



Administration
217 Gideon Street
P.O. Box 200
Stayner, Ontario
LOM ISO

Phone (705) 428-6230
Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca

Fax (705) 428-0288

May 12, 2009

Via: Email

Beausoleil First Nation
1 Ogema Street
Christian Island ON LOK 1CO

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
tiottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bob.mayberry@rjburnside.com) at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

-G
Frn.: Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Steve Gendron, R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario
090511 FN Letter#2 Nottawa

2009-05-12 3:21 :00 PM



Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288ntario

[cLEARVIEWTOWNSIIIPJ
£1q94

May 12, 2009

Via: Email

Chippewas of Georgina Island
RR2 POBoxN-13
Sutton West ON LOE 1RO

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bob.mayberrv@rjburnside.com) at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

r. Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Steve Gendron, R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario
090511 FN Letter4I2 Nottawa
2009-05-12 3:21 :00 PM



Administration
217 Gideon Street
P.O. Box 200
Stayner, Ontario
LOM ISO

May 12, 2009

Via: Email

Curve Lake First Nation
22 Winookeeda Road
Curve Lake ON KOL 1RO

Re:

Dear Chief and Council,

Phone (705) 428-6230
Web site www.clearviewtwp.onca

Fax (705) 428-0288

L”’TOWNSIUPJ
4

Attention: Chief and Council

Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bob.mayberrv@rjburnside.com) at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rsprag.gs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Steve Gendron, R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada
Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

Yours truly,

SL GLtol\
for: Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

090511 FN Letter#2 Nottawa
2009-05-12 3:21:00 PM



Administration
217 Gideon Street
P.O. Box 200
Stayner, Ontario
LOM iSO

May 12, 2009

Phone (705) 428-6230
Web site WWW.clearviewtwp.on.ca

Fax (705) 428-0288

Via: Email

Chippewas of Mnjikaning First Nation (Rama)
5884 Rama Road Suite 200
Rama ON LOK ITO

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bob.mayberrv@rjburnside.com) at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

sL c
For. Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Steve Gendron, R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada
Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

090511 FN Letter#2 Nottawa
2009-05-12 3:21:00 PM



Administration
217 Gideon Street
P.O. Box 200
Stayner, Ontario
LOM ISO

May 12, 2009

Via: Email

Re:

Dear Chief and Council,

Yours truly,

F,r: Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

090511 FN L.etter#2 Nottawa
2009-05-12 3:21:00 PM

4
Phone (705) 428-6231)

Web site www.cIearviewtwp.on.ca
Fax (705) 428-0288

[cLEAKYIEW TOWNSHIP Iru.k4 194

Chippewas of Nawash First Nation
RR 5
Wiarton ON NOH 2T0

Attention: Chief and Council

Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bob.mayberrv@rjburnside.com) at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rsprafls@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Steve Gendron, R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario



Administration
217 Gideon Stxec
P.O. Box 200
Stayner, Ontario
LOM iSO

May 12, 2009

Phone (705) 428-6230
Web site www.clearviewtwp.ori.ca

Fax (705) 428—0288

Via: Email

Hiawatha First Nation
123 Paudash Street
Hiawatha ON KOL 2G0

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bob.mayberry@rjbiirnside.com) at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

cx
Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Steve Gendron, R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario
090511 EN Letter#2 Nottawa
2009-05-12 3:21:00 PM



Administration
2l7ClideonStreet
P.O. Box 200
Stayner. Ontario
LOM ISO

May 12, 2009

Via: Email

Re:

Phone (705)428-6230
Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca

Fax (705) 428-0288

I UJARV1EWTOWNSLflP
iqg

Moose Deer Point First Nation
3719 Twelve Mile Bay Rd. P0 BOX 119
Mactier ON POC 1HO

Attention: Chief and Council

Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bob.mayberrv@riburnside.com) at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., RI. Burnside & Associates Limited
Steve Gendron, R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

Yours truly,

s
r Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

090511 FN Letter#2 Nottawa
2009-05-12 3:21:00 PM

Dear Chief and Council,



Administration
217 Gideon Street
P.O. Box 200
Stayner, Ontario
LOM ISO

May 12, 2009

Via: Email

Re:

/7_ww-
Phone (705) 428-6230

Web site wWw.cIearvietwp.on.ca
Fax (705) 428-0288

I UJARVIEWTOWNSfflP
I r

Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation
22521 Island Road RR# 5
Port Perry ON L9L 1B6

Attention: Chief and Council

Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bob.mayberrv@rjbumside.com) at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705)428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Steve Gendron, R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada
Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

Yours truly,

sL
Fcr: Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Dear Chief and Council,

090511 FN Letter#2 Nottawa

2009-05-12 3:21:00 PM



Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288ntaiio

TTO1111’ 1EJd 1994

May 12, 2009

Via: Email

Saugeen First Nation
No.29 Highway #21 R.R. #1
Southampton ON NOH 2L0

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bob.mayberry@rjbumside.com) at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

5_ G
F0r Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Steve Gendron, R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada
Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

090511 FN Letter#2 Nottawa
2009-05-12 321:00 PM



Administration
217 Gideon Street
P.O. Box 200
Stayner, Ontario
LOM ISO

[IEWTOWNSHIP]
1494

Phone (705) 428-6230
Web site wwwclearviewtwp.on.ca

Fax (705) 428-0288

May 12, 2009

Via: Email

Re:

Dear Chief and Council,

Yours truly,

Wasauksing First Nation
P0 Box 250
Parry Sound ON P2A 2X4

Attention: Chief and Council

Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bob.mavberrv@rjbumside.com) at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Steve Gendron, R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada
Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

-G0
Foe: Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

090511 FN Letter#2 Nottawa
2009-05-12 3:21:00 PM



Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.onca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288

ntario

May 12, 2009

Via: Email

Wahta Mohawk Territory
P0 BOX 260
Bala ON POC lAO

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Waatewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bob.mayberry@rjburnside.com) at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

For Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Steve Gendron, R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario
090511 RI Letter#2 Nottawa
2009-05-12 3:21:00 PM
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Chippewa5 of .4MA
flr5t Nation

A Proud Progressive First Nation Community

March 30, 2009

Clearview Township
217 Gideon Street
P.O Box 200
Stayne; ON LOM iSO

Attention: Richard Spragga, P. Eng.

(Ub 4 bIdb r.uj.,ji

51r4- 6MdIWL 3

5884 Rama Road, Suite 200
Rama, Ontario LOK iTO

T 705.325.3611 F 705.325.0879

Re: Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class EA -

Dear Mi. Spraggs:

As a member of the Williams Treaties First Nations, Rama First Nation acknowledges
receipt ofyour letter of March 12,2009, which was received on March 17, 2009.

A copy of your letter has been forwarded to Karry Sandy-McKen2ie, Barrister & Solicitor,
Coordinator for Williams Treaties First Nations for further review and response directly to
you. Ms. Sandy’s address is 8 Creswick Court, Barrie, ON MM 2J7 and her telephone
number is (705) 792-5087.

We appreciate your taking the time to share this important information with us.

Sincerely,

4/4Qfl47
Chief Sharon Stnson Henry

c Council, Rarna First Nation
Jeff Hewitt General Counsel
)Carry Sandy-McKenzie, Barrister & Solicitor
Chief Rodney Monague Jr., Portfolio Chief for Williams Treaty Nations

SSH/sw

• t• .,•‘ - ••_;-DA I 1l L

APR06 2g

www.ramafirstnationca
Trrrc,I



Re: Environmental Assessments for Nottawa and Stayner MGE08394 Page 1 of 3

Re: Environmental Assessments for Nottawa and Stayner MGE08394
Kelly LaRocca
to:
Steve.Gendron
2009-04-17 10:08 AM
Show Details

History: This message has been forwarded.

Wonderful. Please feel free to send me email packages in future.

Yours truly,

Kelly Larocca

Original Message
From: Steve Gendron <Steve. Gendron@rjburnside.com>
To: Kelly LaRocca
Cc: File Collingwood <FileCollingwood@ribumside.com>; rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca <rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca>;
Bob Mayberry <Bob.Mayberrv(rjbumside.com>; Don McNalty <Don.McNalty@rjburnside.com>
Sent: Fri Apr 17 10:01:34 2009
Subject: Re: Environmental Assessments for Nottawa and Stayner MGE08394

Ms. LaRocca,

Thank you for your response. In order to ensure you receive copies of the
packages in a reasonable timeframe, I believe the most expedient approach
will be to email digital copies. Please find digital copies of the Nottawa
Environmental Assessment package attached to this email. The Stayner Class
Environmental Assessment package will follow in a subsequent email.

Regards,
Steve Gendron, B.ESc
R.J. Bumside & Associates
3 Ronell Crescent
Collingwood, Ontario
L9Y4J6
Tel: (705) 446-0515
Fax: (705) 446-2399
Toll Free: 1-888-240-4508

(See attached file: 090417 Scugog letter - Nottawa.pdfSee attached file:
090331 Detailed Project Plan - Nottawa.PDF)(See attached file: 090331 Key
Plan.PDF)(See attached file: 081205 Nottawa Sewage PFR.pdf)

‘Kelly LaRocca”
<klaroccascugogf
irstnation.com> To

<Steve .Gendron(rjburnside.com>
2009-04-1605:11 cc
PM

Subject
Environmental Assessments for
Nottawa and Stayner

file://C:\Documents and Settings\sgendron\Local Settings\Temp\notes9F68O 1 \—web737 1.... 2009-05-21



Re: Environmental Assessments for Nottawa and Stayner MGE08394 Page 2 of 3

Dear Steve,

Thank you for contacting my office. I have been away at meetings since our
last discussion, but did not forget about your request.

I have looked but cannot locate the said EA’s. I would appreciate as a
courtesy if you would be so kind as to re-send them to my attention.

Please contact me directly should you wish to discuss the matter of my
request.

Yours very truly,

Kelly LaRocca
Councillor
Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation
22521 Island Rd
Port Perry, ON, L9L 1B6
Phone: 905-985-3337 ext. 232
Fax: 905-985-8828
Email: klarocca@scugogfirstnation.com

Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation Notice &
Disclaimer
This e-mail, and any attachments thereto, is
intended only for use by the addressee(s) named
herein and may contain legally privileged and/or
confidential information. If you are not the
intended recipient of this e-mail, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination, distribution or
copying or this e-mail, and any attachments thereto
is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
e-mail in error, you are required to immediately
notify me by telephone (above) and permanently
delete the original and any copy of this e-mail and
any printout thereof

Disclaimer added by CodeTwo Exchange Rules
www.codetwo.com

Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation Notice & Disclaimer
This e-mail, and any attachments thereto, is intended only for use by the
addressee(s) named herein and may contain legally privileged and/or
confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail,

file:IIC:\Documents and Settings\sgendron\Local Settings\Temp\notes9F68O 1\-.-web737 1.... 2009-05-21



Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwi,.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288
Stayner, Ontario
LOM iSO

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation
22521 Island Road
RR# 5
Port Perry, ON L9L 1B6

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community of Nottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class BA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.mayberrv@rjburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs(2Fic1earviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

—2821843
2009-03-13 9:59AM
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fIi BuRNsIDE

Township of Clearview
Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Nottawa
Schedule B Municipal Class Environmental Assessment

PROJECT FILE REPORT

Prepared by

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
3 Ronell Crescent, Collingwood, ON L9Y 4J6 Canada

December 2008

File No: MGE 08394

The material in this report reflects best ludgement in light of the information available at the time of preparation. Any
use which a third party makes of this report, or any reliance on or decisions made based on it, are the responsibilities
of soch third parties. R. J. Burnside & Associates limited accepts no responsibility for damages, if any, suffered by
any third party as a result of decisions made or actions based on this report

W:1081205 Noitiwe SwCOe PFR d,c



RE: Class Environmental Assessments for Nottawa and Stayner MGE
08394
Jame Kozlinsky to. Steve Genciron 2009-04-16 02:49 PM

Hi there: I have forwarded this message on to Kelly LaRocca, as well
as, Chief Tracy Gauthier and the other Councillor - Della Charles. You
should hear back from one of them.

Jamie Kozlinsky
Receptionist
Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation
22521 Island Rd.
Port Perry, ON, L9L 136
Phone: (905) 985—3337 ext. 221
Fax: (905) 985—8828
Email: jkozlinsky@scugogfirstnation.com

Original Message
From: Steve Gendron [mailto:Steve.Gendron@rjburnside. com]
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 2:31 PM
To: Jamie Kozlinsky
Cc: File Collingwood
Subject: Class Environmental Assessments for Nottawa and Stayner MGE
08394

Hello,

I have previously contacted your office to confirm whether you had
received
the Class Environmental Assessments for Nottawa and Stayner, mailed
March
13, 2009. I spoke with Ms. Kelly LaRocca, and she noted that she would
look through the files and get back to me.

I have not yet had a response, so I was wondering if someone could
confirm
receipt for me?

Regards,
Steve Gendron, B.ESc
R.J. Burnside & Associates
3 Ronell Crescent
Collingwood, Ontario
L9Y 4J6
Tel: (705) 446—0515
Fax: (705) 446—2399
Toll Free: 1—888—240—4508

Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation NOTICE & DISCLAIMER



Steve Gendron To: jrootsaupeenfirstnation.ca

2009 04 01 o4’44 PM cc: rspraoasclearviewtwo.on.ca, Bob Mayberry/RJBRJB, File-

Collingwood/RJBRJB, Don McNalty!RJB@RJB
Subject: Nottawa Class Environmental Assessment RJB: MGE

08394

Ms. Janice Root,

On behalf of the Township of Clearview, RJ Burnside & Associates Limited mailed out two Class
Environmental Assessment packages to your office. These packages were concerning the communities
of Nottawa and Stayner, respectively. The packages were mailed on March 13, 2009. I have contacted
the receptionist at your office, and been informed that neither of the packages have been received, as of
yet. In order to ensure you receive copies of the packages in a reasonable timeframe, we are emailing
digital copies to your attention.

Please find digital copies of the Nottawa Environmental Assessment package attached to this email. The
Stayner Class Environmental Assessment package will follow in a subsequent email.

Regards,
Steve Gendron, B.ESc
R.J. Burnside & Associates
3 Ronell Crescent
Collingwood, Ontario
L9Y4J6
Tel: (705) 446-0515
Fax: (705) 446-2399
Toll Free: 1-888-240-4508

090401 Saugeen FN Letter - Nottawa.pdt

081205 Nottawa Sewage PFFI.pdI

090331 Key PIan.PDF

090331 Detailed Project Plan - Nottawa.PDF



Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288

ientario

FcLEARVIEWTOWNSTIWJE,dabiiked 1994

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Saugeen First Nation
No.29 Highway #21
R.R. #1
Southampton, ON NOH 2LO

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Bumside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community ofNottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.mayberry(rjburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs(2,c1earviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

—2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM
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f1 BuRNsTDE

Township of Clearview
Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Nottawa
Schedule B Municipal Class Environmental Assessment

PROJECT FILE REPORT

Prepared by

R.J. Burnside & Associates limited
3 Ronell Crescent, Coflingwood, ON 19Y 4J6 Canada

December 2008

File No: MOE 08394

The material in this report reflects best judernent in li9ht of the information avaitable at the time of preparation. Any
uoe which a third party makes of this report, or any reliance on or decisions made bated on it, are the responsibilities
of such third parties. R. J Burnoide & Associates limited accepts no responsibility for damaQes, if any. suffered by
any third party as a result of decisions made or actions based on this report

W:D8t2OS Nultawa Sewaue PFR.do



RE: Nottawa Class Environmental Assessment RJB: MGE 08394
Janet Root Steve Gendron 2009-04-16 02:44 PM

This will acknowledge receipt of your emails. I have redirected these
to the SON Environmental Office c/a Jake Linklater, phone number
519—534—5570.

Original Message
From: Steve Gendron imailto:Steve.Gendron@rjburnside. corn]
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 2:14 PM
To: Janet Root
Cc: File Collingwood
Subject: Fw: Nottawa Class Environmental Assessment RJB: MGE 08394

Ms. Janice Root,

I would just like to confirm that you received my previous emails (sent
April 1, 2009) with the digital copies of the Environmental Assessments
for
Nottawa and Stayner.

Regards,
Steve Gendron

Forwarded by Steve Gendron/RJB on 2009-04-16 02:13 PM

Steve Gendron/RJB

2009—04—06 02:18

PM jroot@saugeenfirstnation.ca

File Collingwood/RJB@RJB

Subject
Fw: Nottawa Class Environmental

Assessment
RJB:

MGE 08394



Ms. Janice Root,

I would just like to confirm that you received my two previous emails
(sent
April 1, 2009) with the digital copies of the Environmental Assessments
for
Nottawa and Stayner.

Regards,
Steve Gendron

Forwarded by Steve Gendron/RJB on 2009-04-06 02:16 PM

Steve Gendron/RJB

2009—04—01 04:44

PM jroot@saugeenfirstnation.ca

rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on. ca, Bob

Mayberry/RJB@RJB, File

Collingwood/RJB@RJB, Don

McNalty/RJB@RJB

Subject
Nottawa Class Environmental

Assessment
RJB:

MGE 08394



Ms. Janice Root,

On behalf of the Township of Clearview, RJ Burnside & Associates Limited
mailed out two Class Environmental Assessment packages to your office.
These packages were concerning the communities of Nottawa and Stayner,
respectively. The packages were mailed on March 13, 2009. I have
contacted the receptionist at your office, and been informed that
neither
of the packages have been received, as of yet. In order to ensure you
receive copies of the packages in a reasonable timeframe, we are
email i ng
digital copies to your attention.

Please find digital copies of the Nottawa Environmental Assessment
package
attached to this email. The Stayner Class Environmental Assessment
package
will follow in a subsequent email.

Regards,
Steve Gendron, B.ESc
R.J. Burnside & Associates
3 Ronell Crescent
Collingwood, Ontario
L9Y 4J6
Tel: (705) 446—0515
Fax: (705) 446—2399
Toll Free: 1—888—240—4508

[attachment “090401 Saugeen FN Letter - Nottawa.pdf” deleted by Steve
Gendron/RJB)

[attachment “081205 Nottawa Sewage PFR.pdf” deleted by Steve
Gendron/RJB]
[attachment “090331 Key Plan.PDF” deleted by Steve Gendron/RJB]
[attachment “090331 Detailed Project Plan - Nottawa.PDF” deleted by
Steve
Gendron/RJB]



Steve Gendron To: lcarrihiawathafn.ca

2009 03 31 0208 PM cc: rs0racigs@clearviewtw0.on.ca, Bob Mayberry/RJBRJB, Don
-

- McNalty/RJBRJB, File Collingwood/RJBRJB
Subject: Nottawa Class Environmental Assessment RJB: MGE

08394

Chief Laurie Carr,

As per our conversation on March 30th, please find digital copies of the Nottawa Environmental
Assessment package (hard copies previously mailed to your office) attached to this email. The Stayner
Class Environmental Assessment package will follow in a subsequent email.

Regards,
Steve Gendron, B.ESc
R.J. Burnside & Associates
3 Ronell Crescent
Collingwood, Ontario
L9Y4J6
Tel: (705) 446-0515
Fax: (705) 446-2399
Toll Free: 1-888-240-4508

090331 Hiawatha FN Letter Nottawapdl

081205 Nottawa Sewage PFFI.pdF

030331 Key Plan.PDF

090331 Detailed Project Plan - Nottawa.PDF



Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288
Stayner, Ontario
LOM ISO

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Hiawatha First Nation
123 Paudash Street
Hiawatha, ON KOL 2G0

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Bumside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community ofNottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.

- , L



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mi-. Bob Mayberry
(bob.rnayberrv(driburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs(2clearviewtvp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

—2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM
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Township of Clearview
Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment for Nottawa
Schedule B Municipal Class Environmental Assessment

PROJECT FILE REPORT

Prepared by

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
3 Ronell Crescent, Collingwood, ON 19Y 4J6 Canada

December 2008

File No: MGE 08394

The material in this report reflects best udement in IiQht of the information available at the time nf preparation. Any
use which a third party makes of this report, or any reliance on or decisions made based on it, are the responsibilities
of such third parties. R. 1. Buroside & Associates Limited accepts no responsibility for damages, if any, suffered by
any third party as a result of decisions made or actions based on this report.
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Re: Nottawa Class Environmental Assessment RJB: MGE08394
lcarr Steve Gendron 2009-04-06 06:14 PM
Please respond to lcarr

Hi Steve,

Yes I did receive them. . thank you!!

Laurie
Original Message

From: Steve Gendron
To: lcarr@hiawathafn.ca
Cc: File Collingwood
Subject: Fw: Nottawa Class Environmental Assessment RJB:
MGE 08394
Sent: Apr 6, 2009 2:14 PM

Chief Laurie Carr,

I would just like to confirm that you received my two previous emails (sent
March 31, 2009) with the digital copies of the Environmental Assessments we
discussed on the phone.

Regards,
Steve Gendron

Forwarded by Steve Gendron/RJB on 2009-04-06 02:13 PM

Steve Gendron/RJB

2009—03—31 02:08 To
PM lcarr@hiawathafn.ca

cc
rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on. ca, Bob
Mayberry/RJB@RJB, Don
McNalty/RJB@RJB, File
Collingwood/RJB@RJB

Subject
Nottawa Class Environmental
Assessment RJE:
MGE 08394

Chief Laurie Carr,

As per our conversation on March 30th, please find digital copies of the
Nottawa Environmental Assessment package (hard copies previously mailed to
your office) attached to this email. The Stayner Class Environmental



Assessment package will follow in a subsequent emaiJ.

Regards,
Steve Gendron, B.ESc
R.J. Burnside & Associates
3 Ronell Crescent
Collingwood, Ontario
L9Y 4J6
Tel: (705) 446—0515
Fax: (705) 446—2399
Toll Free: 1—888—240—4508

[attachment “090331 Hiawatha FN Letter Nottawa.pdf” deleted by Steve
Gendron/RJB]
[attachment “081205 Nottawa Sewage PFR.pdf” deleted by Steve Gendron/RJB]
[attachment “090331 Key Plan.PDF” deleted by Steve Gendron/RJB]
[attachment “090331 Detailed Project Plan — Nottawa.PDF” deleted by Steve
Gendron/RJBI

Sent wirelessly from my BlackBerry device on the Bell network.
Envoyé sans fil par mon terminal mobile BlackBerry sur le réseau de Bell.



oz
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Richard Spraggs

From: Steve Gendron [Steve.Gendron@rjbumside.com]

Sent: Friday, July 17, 2009 10:21 AM

To: Richard Spraggs

Cc: File Collingwood

Subject: Re: FW: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation MGE08394

Stayner PFR (December 2008) uploaded successfully. I will upload the Nottawa PER later today.

From: Richard Spraggs <richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca>

To: Steve Gendron <Steve.Gendron@rjbumside.com>

Date: 2009-07-17 10:16 AM

Subject: FW Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

Please send the Project File Report.

Richard

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:gpscbellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, July 17, 2009 10:02 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

July 17, 2009

Confirming receipt and thank you. I confirm receipt of your 94 page fax. I would like a copy of one of the Project File
Reports you transmitted to the First Nations. It works for me to have you fax it to the same number. In the alternate you
can upload it to:
t://backup.filesanywhere.com/Dropbox/db.aspx?v=8d71698e5a9270b16c96

Thankyou.

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: July 17, 2009 9:40 AM

7/20/2009
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To: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

Please note that I faxed the information that was transmitted to the First Nations; The Fax was sent on July 16 @
5:13 pm. The First Nations received the entire copy of the Project File Report, however I have only sent the front
page of the report in my fax transmittal and included this front page with the other Attachments with each and
every letter.

Please note I believe this package is a lot clearer of what was transmitted to the First Nations, then what I tried to
describe below in my 3:33 pm e-mail.

Please advise if you did not receive my fax transmission.

Richard Spraggs

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2009 4:37 PM
To: ‘Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President’
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

Please be advised that I will forward a clearer response.

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:gp©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2009 3:40 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

Please provide a copy of what was transmitted to the First Nations.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto: richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: July 16, 2009 3:22 PM
To: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

The information that has been mailed to the First Nation is the

• Covering Letter dated March 12, 2009 (Appendix G)

• Project File Report (Dated December 2008)

• Key Plan (Appendix G)

7/20/2009
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• Detailed Project Plan (Appendix G)

The Items identified by Appendix G above has been sent to you on July 9, 2009 by Don McNalty. The Project File
Report date December 2008 has been previously sent to you and / or you have picked it up from the Township’s
Web Site in January 2009.

With regards to the embedded PDF files, these are the 4 items listed above. Some of the First Nations wished to
have the Covering Letter, the Project File Report, the Key Plan and the Detailed Project File electronically sent to
them. The Mississaugas of Scugog Island, Saugeen First Nations, Hiawatha First Nations requested a digital
copy.

AS you already have this information, please advise if you wish to me to send it again.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works.

Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:qpsc@bellnet.caj
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2009 9:48 AM
To: Don McNalty
Cc: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

July 16, 2009

I had a further look at the Nottawa correspondence file you delivered to CPCI and Gleneden. It appears to be a scanned
copy of your file. Regrettably the scan does not pick up the embedded .pdf documents that you sent, and neither does it
include the packages you mailed to the First Nations. Please provide that missing information, preferably as .pdf
attachments to your e-mail response.

Thankyou

EJ LOGO

Gleneden Property Service Corporation

Real Estate Brokerage
per

Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105

77 King Street W P0 58

Toronto ON M5K 1E7
P416 777 1325 M 416 805 9819

F 469 398 0926 E gpsc@bellnet.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is

7/20/2009



believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by YNw 1), and is
believed to be clean.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

This electronic transmission and any accompanying attachments may contain privileged or confidential information intended only for the use of the
individual or organization named above. Any distribution, copying or action taken in reliance on the contents of this communication by anyone other
than the intended recipient(s) is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

If you have received this communication in error please notify the sender at the above email address and delete this email immediately.

Thank you.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.

7/20/2009
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Richard Spraggs

From: Steve Gendron [Steve.Geridron@rjburnside.com]

Sent: Friday, July 17, 2009 2:38 PM

To: Richard Spraggs

Cc: Don McNalty; Bob Mayberry; File Collingwood

Subject: Re: FW: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation MGE 08394

Richard,

Nottawa PFR uploaded, as per your request.

Steve Gendron

From: ‘Richard Spraggs’ <richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca>

To: ‘Steve Gendron’ <Steve.Gendron@rjburnside.com>

Date: 2009-07-17 10:16 AM

Subject: FW: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

Please send the Project File Report.

Richard

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President fmailto:gpsc)bellnet.caJ
Sent: Friday, July 17, 2009 10:02 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

July 17, 2009

Confirming receipt and thank you. I confirm receipt of your 94 page fax. I would like a copy of one of the Project File
Reports you transmitted to the First Nations. It works for me to have you fax it to the same number. In the alternate you
can upload it to:
https://backup.filesanywhere.comjpropbox/db.aspx?v=8d71698e5a9270b16c96

Thank you.

7/20/2009
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From: Richard Spraggs [mailto: richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: July 17, 2009 9:40 AM
To: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

Please note that I faxed the information that was transmitted to the First Nations; The Fax was sent on July 16 @
5:13 pm. The First Nations received the entire copy of the Project File Report, however I have only sent the front
page of the report in my fax transmittal and included this front page with the other Attachments with each and
every letter.

Please note I believe this package is a lot clearer of what was transmitted to the First Nations, then what I tried to
describe below in my 3:33 pm e-mail.

Please advise if you did not receive my fax transmission.

Richard Spraggs

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2009 4:37 PM
To: ‘Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President’
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

Please be advised that I will forward a clearer response.

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:gpsc)bellnet.caJ
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2009 3:40 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

Please provide a copy of what was transmitted to the First Nations.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto: richaxclearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: July 16, 2009 3:22 PM
To: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

The information that has been mailed to the First Nation is the

• Covering Letter dated March 12, 2009 (Appendix G)

• Project File Report (Dated December 2008)

7/20/2009
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• Key Plan (Appendix G)

• Detailed Project Plan (Appendix G)

The Items identified by Appendix G above has been sent to you on July 9, 2009 by Don McNalty. The Project File
Report date December 2008 has been previously sent to you and / or you have picked it up from the Township’s
Web Site in January 2009.

With regards to the embedded PDF files, these are the 4 items listed above. Some of the First Nations wished to
have the Covering Letter, the Project File Report, the Key Plan and the Detailed Project File electronically sent to
them. The Mississaugas of Scugog Island, Saugeen First Nations, Hiawatha First Nations requested a digital
copy.

AS you already have this information, please advise if you wish to me to send it again.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works.

Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [maiIto:gpsc(bellnet.caj
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2009 9:48 AM
To: Don McNalty
Cc: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

July 16, 2009

I had a further look at the Nottawa correspondence file you delivered to CPCI and Gleneden. It appears to be a scanned
copy of your file. Regrettably the scan does not pick up the embedded .pdf documents that you sent, and neither does it
include the packages you mailed to the First Nations. Please provide that missing information, preferably as .pdf
attachments to your e-mail response.

Thank you

JLOJ

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage

per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record

Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105

77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
P 416 777 1325 M 416 805 9819

F 469 398 0926 E gpsc@bellnet.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

7/20/2009
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This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

This electronic transmission and any accompanying attachments may contain privileged or confidential information intended only for the.use of the
individual or organization named above. Any distribution, copying or action taken in reliance on the contents of this communication by anyone other
than the intended recipient(s) is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

If you have received this communication in error please notify the sender at the above email address and delete this email immediately.

Thank you.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by Y JNjc1wjiçs(j), and is
believed to be clean.

7/20/2009
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Richard Spraggs

From: Richard Spraggs

Sent: Friday, July 17, 2009 3:09 PM

To: Richard Spraggs; Cleaniiew Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Cc: Don McNalty

Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Collinwood Wastewater Treatment Facility

Please note that Study File Report referred to in Paragraph 3 below should have read the Project File Report

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: Friday, July 17, 2009 2:52 PM
To: ‘Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President’
Cc: Don McNalty
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Collinwood Wastewater Treatment Facility

Please note that we have two trains of e-mails going at the same time. The second train has been copied below.

As per your request in the second train, the Township has confirmed (Fax July 16 @ 5:13 PM) that the Project
File Report was sent to the First Nations along with the covering letter. In the Project File Report Section 2.1.6
Alternative 6 — Connection to an Existing WWTP in Collingwood this adequately describes that the Town of
Collingwood is currently undertaking an Environment Assessment for its WWTP.

You have been e-mailed the Study File Report as of today’s date.

In this e-mail (first) train, your latest e-mail below was sent (e-mail July 16 @ 3:11 PM), prior to your receiving the
information that was transmitted to the First Nations, hopefully you can appreciate the First Nations was provided
all the necessary information.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works.

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2009 3:13 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: Don McNalty
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Collinwood Wastewater Treatment Facility

Gleneden and CPCI strongly disagree that the statement of Clearview Township to the First Nations that
wastewater pumped to Collingwood would be treated in its existing wastewater treatment plant is truthful. The
plant lacks sufficient capacity to do so.

It is disingenuous to say to the First Nations that the sewage will be treated in the existing Collingwood plant
when it lacks the capacity to treat it. Doing so misrepresents the extent of the effect of the Clearview
undertaking on the physical environment. It creates the false impression that the change occasioned by the
Clearview proposal is a de minimus change that merely makes more efficient use of an existing investment in
wastewater treatment infrastructure in Collingwood and that is not true. It would have been truthful to say that
the existing Collingwood plant does not have the needed capacity to treat the Clearview sewage, that additional
capacity would need to be built (and identified the cost), that Collingwood Council has not committed to install

7/20/2009
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it nor has it allocated funds to do so. With that knowledge the First Nations would have been in a position to
provide informed comment. With the unfortunate statement Clearview Township made they were not, It
would be appropriate to make a fulsome and accurate statement of the effect on their physical environment to
them and invite their comment anew.

Gleneden and CPCI await the reply of Ri Burnside to its question and will have regard for its response.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto: richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: July 16, 2009 2:07 PM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President; Don McNalty
Subject: RE:

No, this does not misrepresent the truth.

The Town of Collingwood is presently undertaking a Municipal Class EA for the expansion of their existing plant.
The Town of Collingwood is in the process of undertaking the (or has undertaken) their First Nation Consultation
with regards to those issues that deal with the sewage treatment and the discharge of its effluent. In the Town of
Collingwood’s EA they are making provision for taking sewage from neighbouring municipalities.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, July 15, 2009 5:47 PM
To: Don McNalty
Cc: Richard Spraggs
Subject:

July 15, 2009

Ri Burnsicle
Delivered by e-mail to Don McNalty

The attachment is from material you delivered on behalf of your client Clearview Township for review by
Gleneden and CPCI. It purports to be a typical letter from your client to a First Nation. It says “The treatment
aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment
Plant.” Does that misrepresent the truth that the existing plant must be expanded and that the expansion is
itself the subject of a Municipal Class Environmental Assessment?

Ei Logo CPCI

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
ciearplan@bellnet.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

7/20/2009
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This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by ‘.PNepyoijcsf1), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.

SECOND TRAIN

Please note that I faxed the information that was transmitted to the First Nations; The Fax was sent on July 16 @
5:13 pm. The First Nations received the entire copy of the Project File Report, however I have only sent the front
page of the report in my fax transmittal and included this front page with the other Attachments with each and
every letter.

Please note I believe this package is a lot clearer of what was transmitted to the First Nations, then what I tried to
describe below in my 3:33 pm e-mail.

Please advise if you did not receive my fax transmission.

Richard Spraggs

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2009 4:37 PM
To: ‘Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President’
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

Please be advised that I will forward a clearer response.

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2009 3:40 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

Please provide a copy of what was transmitted to the First Nations.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: July 16, 2009 3:22 PM
To: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

The information that has been mailed to the First Nation is the

• Covering Letter dated March 12, 2009 (Appendix G)

• Project File Report (Dated December 2008)

• Key Plan (Appendix G)

• Detailed Project Plan (Appendix G)

The Items identified by Appendix G above has been sent to you on July 9, 2009 by Don McNalty. The Project File

7/20/2009
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Report date December 2008 has been previously sent to you and / or you have picked it up from the Township’s
Web Site in January 2009.

With regards to the embedded PDF files, these are the 4 items listed above. Some of the First Nations wished to
have the Covering Letter, the Project File Report, the Key Plan and the Detailed Project File electronically sent to
them. The Mississaugas of Scugog Island, Saugeen First Nations, Hiawatha First Nations requested a digital
copy.

AS you already have this information, please advise if you wish to me to send it again.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works.

Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caJ
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2009 9:48 AM
To: Don McNalty
Cc: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - First Nations Consultation

July 16, 2009

I had a further look at the Nottawa correspondence file you delivered to CPCI and Gleneden. It appears to be a
scanned copyofyourfile. Regrettably the scan does not pick up the embedded .pdf documents that you sent,
and neither does it include the packages you mailed to the First Nations. Please provide that missing
information, preferably as .pdf attachments to your e-mail response.

Thank you

JLOGO

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
P 416 777 1325 M 416 805 9819
F 469 398 0926 E gpsc@bellnet.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by YfN wQrksfl), and is

7/20/2009
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Richard Spraggs

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [clearplan@bellnet.ca]

Sent: Friday, July 17, 2009 4:42 PM

To: Richard Spraggs; Wesley Wright

Cc: Don McNalty

Subject: Clearview MCEA - Publish the Second Notice of Completion

July 17, 2009

Township of Clearview and Ministry of the Environment
Delivered by e-mail

Richard Spraggs and Wesley Wright

Gleneden and CPCI object in the strongest possible terms to this cavalier and utterly inappropriate decision of Clearview
Township to publish a second notice of completion and urges you to reconsider. There has been no meaningful effort on
Clearview’s part to address or reconcile the differences between us. Its April statement is a mere recanting of its previous
inappropriate and unacceptable positions. Clearview was unavailable to meet for discussions last week. Clearview have
failed or neglected to provide copies of the material it has forwarded to the First Nations during its so-called consultations
with them. Gleneden and CPCI stand ready to enter into serious discussions to reconcile the differences between us and
Clearview, but refuses to do so until it has copies of the material Clearview forwarded to the First Nations for review.
Gleneden and CPCI have some ideas that you may find acceptable and will provide them to you when that material is in
hand.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto: richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: July 17, 2009 3:05 PM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Cc: Don McNalty
Subject: Publish the Second Notice of Completion

The Township is planning to publish the 2’ Notice of Completion during the week of July 27 to July 31, 2009.

The Township has addressed the concerns /comments that you raised in your Wise Management Needed document and
your recent e-mails.

If you have any other concerns / comments, these can be addressed next week or during the 30 day comment period
following the Notice of Completion publication.

The Township and RJ Burnside are available to meet with you next week or during the 30 day comment period to discuss
this matter.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by V LetwQrJc(i), and is
believed to be clean.

7/20/2009



July 17, 2009

Township of Clearview and Ministry of the Environment
Delivered by e-mail

Richard Spraggs and Wesley Wright

Gleneden and CPCI object in the strongest possible terms to this cavalier and utterly inappropriate
decision of Clearview Township to publish a second notice of completion and urges you to reconsider.
There has been no meaningful effort on Clearview’s part to address or reconcile the differences between
us. Its April statement is a mere recanting of its previous inappropriate and unacceptable positions.
Clearview was unavailable to meet for discussions last week. Clearview have failed or neglected to
provide copies of the material it has forwarded to the First Nations during its so-called consultations with
them. Gleneden and CPCI stand ready to enter into serious discussions to reconcile the differences
between us and Clearview, but refuses to do so until it has copies of the material Clearview forwarded to
the First Nations for review. Gleneden and CPCI have some ideas that you may find acceptable and will
provide them to you when that material is in hand.

In response to the above noted e-mail, this is to advise that the Township
wishes to listen to Glenden and CPCI’s ideas that the Township may find
acceptable.

To this end Mr. Don McNalty and the undersigned are available on
Wednesday @ 2:00 PM or Thursday @ 9:00 AM or Friday @ 9:00 AM to
meet with you at the Township Offices or the Ri Burnside Offices in
Collingwood.

Please note that the information with regards to the First Nation
Consultation (Correspondence, Key Plans, Project File Report etc) has been
forwarded to you by 94 Page Fax on July 16, 2009; that you confirmed that
you received on July 17, 2009 @ 10:02 AM. As the one page of the Project
File report was included with each letter sent to the First Nations to clarify
what was sent, the Township also forwarded one copy of the (entire)
Stayner Sewage EA Project File Report as per your request to your Drop Box
on Friday July 17, 2009 at 10:21 am. We do have confirmation that the
download was successful; please advise if it is not in your drop box. This is
all the information that the Township has with regards to First Nations
Consultation

Thank you and hopefully we can meet.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.



Director of Public Works
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Richard Spraggs

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, July 20, 2009 10:27 AM

To: Richard Spraggs

Cc: Thom Paterson; Bob Campbell; Mayor Ken Ferguson
Subject: RE: GPSC Nottawa Sewage EA -- Response to Terms of Reference

Please provide the resolution of Council authorizing you to make the statement in your e-mail below. Council
passed a resolution authorizing the undertaking of a Municipal Class Environmental Assessment. The only
mechanism available for Council to vary that resolution is by passing another resolution. The resolution passed
by Council did not provide the authority to “fulfill the general intent of the Terms of Reference while maintaining
flexibility during the Study” and indeed it is the position of Gleneden and CPCI that Ri Burnside did not do so.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: July 20, 2009 10:06 AM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIlwain, President
Cc: Don McNalty
Subject: GPSC Nottawa Sewage EA -- Response to Terms of Reference

Reference is made to your Fax dated June 22, 2009 that included the Council Resolution and the Terms of
Reference

The Township has already replied to your comments I concerns in the April 1 5th reply to your Wise Management
needed document as follows:

DIFFERS FROM OTHER UNDERTAKINGS

Paragraph Al (No. 1 to No. 7)

7.0 A Terms of Reference was developed for this Municipal Class EA Study that was used as a Guide by the
Township and R.J. Burnside and Associates. The Township is satisfied that R. J. Burnside has fulfilled
the general intent of the Terms of Reference; while maintaining flexibility during the Study

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(), and is
believed to be clean.
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FW: Further Discussion / Meeting on the Stayner Sewage Municipal Class EA
Richard Spraggs
to:
Steve Gendron
2009-07-27 09:34 AM
Show Details

For Stayner Sewage EA File

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: Monday, July 20, 2009 9:45 AM
To: ‘Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President’
Cc: Don McNalty
Subject: Further Discussion I Meeting on the Stayner Sewage Municipal Class EA

July 17, 2009

Township of Clearview and Ministry of the Environment
Delivered by e-mail

Richard Spraggs and Wesley Wright

Gleneden and CPCI object in the strongest possible terms to this cavalier and utterly inappropriate decision of Clearview
Township to publish a second notice of completion and urges you to reconsider. There has been no meaningful effort on
Clearview’s part to address or reconcile the differences between us. Its April statement is a mere recanting of its previous
inappropriate and unacceptable positions. Clearview was unavailable to meet for discussions last week. Clearview have
failed or neglected to provide copies of the material it has forwarded to the First Nations during its so-called consultations
with them. Gleneden and CPCI stand ready to enter into serious discussions to reconcile the differences between us and
Clearview, but refuses to do so until it has copies of the material Clearview forwarded to the First Nations for review.
Gleneden and CPCI have some ideas that you may find acceptable and will provide them to you when that material is in
hand.

In response to the above noted e-mail, this is to advise that the Township wishes to
listen to Glenden and CPCI’s ideas that the Township may find acceptable.

To this end Mr. Don McNalty and the undersigned are available on Wednesday @ 2:00
PM or Thursday @ 9:00 AM or Friday @ 9:00 AM to meet with you at the Township
Offices or the Ri Burnside Offices in Collingwood.

Please note that the information with regards to the First Nation Consultation
(Correspondence, Key Plans, Project File Report etc) has been forwarded to you by 94
Page Fax on July 16, 2009; that you confirmed that you received on July 17, 2009 @
10:02 AM. As the one page of the Project File report was included with each letter sent
to the First Nations to clarify what was sent, the Township also forwarded one copy of
the (entire) Stayner Sewage EA Project File Report as per your request to your Drop Box
on Friday July 17, 2009 at 10:21 am. We do have confirmation that the download was
successful; please advise if it is not in your drop box. This is all the information that the
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Township has with regards to First Nations Consultation

Thank you and hopefully we can meet.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works
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FW: Further Discussion / Meeting on the Nottawa Sewage Municipal Class EA
Richard Spraggs
to:
Steve Gendron
2009-07-27 09:34 AM
Show Details

For Nottawa Sewage EA File

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: Monday, July 20, 2009 9:51 AM
To: ‘Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President’
Cc: Don McNalty
Subject: Further Discussion / Meeting on the Nottawa Sewage Municipal Class EA

July 17, 2009

Township of Clearview and Ministry of the Environment
Delivered by e-mail

Richard Spraggs and Wesley Wright

Gleneden and CPCI object in the strongest possible terms to this cavalier and utterly inappropriate decision of Clearview
Township to publish a second notice of completion and urges you to reconsider. There has been no meaningful effort on
Clearview’s part to address or reconcile the differences between us. Its April statement is a mere recanting of its previous
inappropriate and unacceptable positions. Clearview was unavailable to meet for discussions last week. Clearview have
failed or neglected to provide copies of the material it has forwarded to the First Nations during its so-called consultations
with them. Gleneden and CPCI stand ready to enter into serious discussions to reconcile the differences between us and
Clearview, but refuses to do so until it has copies of the material Clearview forwarded to the First Nations for review.
Gleneden and CPCI have some ideas that you may find acceptable and will provide them to you when that material is in
hand.

In response to the above noted e-mail, this is to advise that the Township wishes to
listen to Glenden and CPCI’s ideas that the Township may find acceptable.

To this end Mr. Don McNalty and the undersigned are available on Wednesday @ 2:00
PM or Thursday @ 9:00 AM or Friday @ 9:00 AM to meet with you at the Township
Offices or the Ri Burnside Offices in Collingwood.

Please note that the information with regards to the First Nation Consultation
(Correspondence, Key Plans, Project File Report etc) has been forwarded to you by 94
Page Fax on July 16, 2009; that you confirmed that you received on July 17, 2009 @
10:02 AM. As the one page of the Project File report was included with each letter to
the First Nations to clarify what was sent, the Township also forwarded one copy of the
(entire) Nottawa Sewage EA Project File Report, as per your request to your Drop Box on
Friday July 17, 2009 at 2:38 pm. We do have confirmation that the download was
successful; please advise if it is not in your drop box. This is all the information that the
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Township has with regards to first Nations Consultation.

Thank you and Hopefully we can meet.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

file://C:\Documents and Settings\sgendron\Local Settings\Temp\notes9F68O 1\web6562.... 2009-07-28
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Richard Spraggs

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [clearplan@bellnet.cal
Sent: Monday, July 20, 2009 12:16 PM

To: Richard Spraggs; Don McNalty; Wesley Wright

Cc: Bob Campbell

Subject: Clearview MCEA - Offer to Meet to Resolve Differences

July 20, 2009

Clearview Township, RI Burnside and Ministry of the Environment
Delivered by e-mail
Richard Spraggs, Don McNalty and Wesley Wright
cc. Clerk of Clearview Township

The Minister ordered Clearview to withdraw the notice of completion with respect to its wastewater treatment
MCEA and to consult with First Nations and attempt to resolve its differences with Clearview Planning
Consortium Inc and Gleneden Property Service Corporation before publishing a second one. Gleneden/CPCI
have now received copies of the entire correspondence with the First Nations with the result it is possible to
begin the process of resolving the differences with Clearview.

With respect to the First Nations material, Gleneden/CPCI note the documents Clearview provided to the First
Nations appear to misrepresent that Collingwood’s wastewater existing wastewater treatment facility cannot
treat the wastewater Clearview proposes to pump to it for treatment without the major expansion that was
then and remains the subject of a separate MCEA by the Town of Collingwood, and notes further that a
substantial body of comment received by Clearview and Ri Burnside from Gleneden/CPCI is not included in the
Project File Report Clearview provided to the First Nations. Clearview’s transmittal letter to the First Nations
states: “The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town of Collingwood at their existing
Wastewater Treatment Plant” even though the plant lacks the capacity to treat it. The Project File Report fails
to include substantial comment from Gleneden/CPCI even though a bookmarked .pdf document containing it
was provided to Clearview before it distributed the material to the First Nations. The .pdf document is available
at https://backup.filesanvwhere.com/fs/v.aspx?v=8e716b8e6161b4b46eac.

With respect to attempting to resolve the differences between Gleneden/CPCI and Clearview as the Minister has
ordered, Gleneden/CPCI propose that Gleneden/CPCI meet Ri Burnside and Clearview Township by telephone
conference (Clearview originates the call to 416 805 9819) on three occasions this week (Wednesday at 2:00 PM,
Thursday 9:00 AM and Friday 9:00 AM) and allocate one hour for each of the meetings. Gleneden/CPCI will
provide a draft agenda for the first of these meetings later in the day. By the end of these discussions,
Gleneden/CPCI hope that we will have either resolved our differences or established that we are unable to do so
without assistance from the Minister.

Respectfully Submitted

Clearview Planning Coalition inc and
Gleneden Property Service Corporation
per
Art Mcllwain
President
cIearplanbellnet.ca

7/21/2009
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416 805 9819 M
Please consider the environment before printing this email.
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Glneden Property Service Corp - Art McIlwaln. President

To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: Wesley Wnght (WesIey.Wrightontario.ca); Cam Watson (wabon@watson.econ.ca)

ubject CPCI and Gleneden Ready to attempt resolution of Differences - Report changed Problem
chments: Council Authorized MCEA.pdf

June 22, 2009

Clearview Township, Ministry of Environment, and Watson A5sociates Economists
Bob Campbell, Clerk, Wesley Wright and Cam Watson
Delivered by e-mail and fax to 705 428 0288, 416 3,4 8452 and 905 272 3602

A5 Glenederi and Clearview Planning Coalition Inc assert in their Part II Order Request, the work done in the Municipal
Class Environmental Assessment differs in many important respects from the work authorized by Council at the outset.
The attachment is the 2004 resolution of Council authorizing that work.

Clearview P’anning Coalition Inc
per
Art McIlwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.
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CORPORATION OF THE TOWNSHIP OF CLEARVIEW

DATE Jn)y 1 Q, 2004

MOVED BY:

SECONDED BY:

RESOLVED that Clearview Township Council approve of the
recommendation that RI Burnside & Associates be retained to undertake the Clearview

Sanitary-Water Municipal Class EA as set out by the terms of reference;

AND THAT the Nottawa Residents that have signed a petition for municipal

water be notified in writing.
I, ROBERT CAMPBELL Gt.ERK OF THE
CORPORATION OF THE TOWNSHIP OF
CLEARVItW. DO CE
A TRUE COPY OFL0IS

/9/

CLERK
MOTION CARRID LJ

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

MOTION LOST

MAYOR

I



Draft Terms of Reference —

Municipal Class EA Water Supply and Sewage Treatment

Township of Clearview

The Township of Clearview is made up of a series of primary and secondary
settlement areas and a large rural component. With an Increased pressure for
growth and an increase of existing residents/ratepayers wishing to tie Into
municipal systems, there is a need to examine various solutions for future
municipal water and sewage servicing under the Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment process.

The areas requiring a review of seMcing options have been identified as:
1. Nottawa and Batteaux and the associated Oollingwood Regional

Airport Economic Development Area

2. Stayner and adjacent areas

3. New Lowell and Brentwood and adjacent areas
4. Recreation District in the north west area of the Township including the

Osler Bluff Area

A preliminary boundary for each community study area is outlined in the attached
maps.

Each of these study areas include residential, commercial and industrial land
uses for existing arid future growth areas.

The Municipality wishes to undertake a Municipal Class Environmental
Assessmentto identify, and evaluate alternative solutions that will address;

• current and future Water Supply, Treatment, Distribution and Storage
Issues associated with theses systems; and

• Current and future Sewage Treatment and effluent disposal systems.

The Municipal Class EA is a pre-approved planning process that allows projects
with predictable environmental impacts to proceed without being subjected to the
more onerous requirements of an individual environmental assessment while still
maIntaining compliance with the Environmental Assessment Act.

A Municipal Class EA, can include up to five phases depending on the
complexity of the problem and the nature of the solution. These steps are:
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• Phase I - Identification of a Problem or Opportunity
• Phase 2 - Identification and Evaluations of Alternatives Solutions to the

Problem or Opportunity
• Phase 3— Identification and Evaluation of Alternative Design Concepts for

the Preferred Solution
• Phase 4— Preparation of an Environmental Study Report
• Phase 5- Implementation

Schedule AD Activities are pre approved from the standpoint of complying with
the environmental assessment act and may proceed directly to construction.

Schedule B projects are required to complete Phases I and 2 of the process.

Schedule C projects are required to complete all five Phases.

The applicable schedule for a project is monitored throughout the process, and
the necessary steps taken. A key decision point comes at the end of Phase 2,
at which the project schedule must be confirmed before proceeding.

Proposed Scope of Work:

Phase I - Identification of a Problem or Opportunity

1. Meet with Municipal Staff to Identify and Refine the Problem Statement
2. Meet with Municipal Staff to Confirm Study Area
3. Meet with Municipal Staff to Establish a Consultation Plan - identIfying

who will be contacted, when they will be contacted, how they will be
contacted and what they will be contacted about.

4. Request relevant background studies
5. Receive requested background studies
6. Review Background Information
7. Summarize and OocuInent Background Review
8. Advertise for Discretionary Public Information Centre (PlC)
9. Prepare for PlC
to. Hold PlC
11. Document input from PlC
12. Meet with Staff to Review Input and Finalize Problem Statement
13. Document Problem Statement

Phase 2 - Identification and Evaluations of Alternatives Solutions to the
Problem or Opportunity

1. Meet with Municipal Staff to Identify Alternative Solutions to the Problem
Statement and confirm project schedule (A vs. B or C)

2. Inventory natural, social and economic environment in the study area
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3. Identify impact of proposed alternative solutions on the environmental
categories identified above — Identify net positive and negative effects, and
mitigating measures.

4. Evaluation of all reasonable alternative solutions
5. PrelIminary identification of a recommended solution
6. Meet with staff to review the preliminary recommended solution
7. First mandatory publIG contact: Notice of Public Comment Invited
8. Circulate to agencies
9. Prepare for PlC
10. Hold PlC
11. Document input from PlC and agencies
12. Meet with municipal staff to review agency and public review Input and

finalize selection of the preferred alternative solution, and confirm project
schedule

13. If Schedule ‘B’ advertise Notice of Completion (Second mandatory
notification)

14. If Schedule ‘B 30 day Review Period
15. Proceed to Design

It is anticipated that the alternative solutions for water supply systems will
indude:

• Do nothing
• Water Conservation
• Limit Community Growth with associated designation adjustments
• Expand the existing groundwater supply, treatment, distribution and

storage facilities
• Connect to an Alternate Source
• Establish a New Water Source

It is anticipated that the alternative solutions for waste water supply systems will
include:

• Do nothing
• Waste Reduction at Source (e.g. low flow fixture program)
• Limit Community Growth with associated designation adjustments
• Expand existing treatment facilities
• Add to or convert existing systems to different treatment technology.
• Establish a New Treatment Plant

These solutions for both water and sewage systems will be examined
Independently for each community as well as on the basis of servicing more than
one community and potentially all communities with one solution.

Expanding the existing facilities or connecting to an alternate source are
anticipated to be Schedule ‘B’ projects.
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The selection of a new surface water source, as the preferred solution would
result in a Schedule ‘C’ project.

A supplementary work program will need to be prepared should the preferred
solution be a Schedule ‘C’ project

While examining the alternatives the financial impacts will also be modeled to
Include:

• total capital cost of the solution;
• per capita cost of the solution based on three growth scenarios;
• annual operational cost of the solution;
• per capita annual operational cost of the solution; and,
• Lifespan and replacement cost of the solution.

These costs are also to be compared to the costs associated with the current
systems particularly in relation to annual operating costs per capita.

The work program will also establish;
• in detail the approvals requirements and associated timelines for the

various solutions; and,
• the growth management lmpllcationslconstralnts of each solution.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, July 20, 2009 4:35 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Don McNalty
Cc: Wesley Wright; Thom Paterson
Subject: Clearview MCEA - Minister Requested Attempt to Resolve Differences - Draft Agenda for Meeting 1

Agenda for Meeting 1 - draft for discussion

Meeting by Telephone Conference - 2:30 PM Wednesday July 22

Call Initiated by Clearview Township - Gleneden/CPCI at 416 777 1325

1. Authority to Settle
Has Council passed a resolution authorizing Mr. Spraggs and Mr. McNalty to settle the differences between
Clearview and Gleneden/CPCI? Do Mr. Spraggs and Mr. McNalty have the authority to enter into agreement with
Gleneden/Clearview to modify the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment in order to resolve the differences?

2. Prejudice attaching to Discussion
Are discussions without prejudice until agreement is reached? May discussions be referred to in subsequent
submittals to the Minister if agreement is reached? May discussions be referred to in subsequent submittals to the
Minister if agreement is not reached?

3. Terms of Reference
Council passed a June 2004 resolution authorizing the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment. Has Council
passed any resolution varying it?

The Terms of Reference require studies to be undertaken that have not been undertaken. Is Council prepared to
undertake them now? Specifically, is Council prepared to model total capital cost of the solution, the per capita cost
of the solution based on three growth scenarios, the annual operational cost of the solution, the per capita annual
operational cost of the solution, and the lifespan and replacement cost of the solution, and to compare these costs to
the costs associated with the current systems, particularly in relation to the annual operating costs per capita? Is
Council prepared to establish in detail the approvals requirements and associated timelines for the various solution
and the growth management implications for each solution?

4. Population for Infrastructure Planning
Is Council prepared to plan its infrastructure recognizing the primacy of the Provincial Growth Plan and the Official
Plan? Specifically, is Council prepare to plan infrastructure based on a population of 18,800 people by 2031? The
Provincial Growth Plan requires Clearview plan for growth to 18,800 people by 2031. The Official Plan contains a
deeming section that provides it is automatically amended to comply with the Provincial Growth Plan. The Official
Plan makes clear in its section 1.3 that it is based on a Background Report prepared by Ainley that plans for growth to
18,794 persons.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.
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FW: MCEA - attempt to resolve differences - waiting for your transmittal
Richard Spraggs
to:
Steve Gendron
2009-07-27 09:38 AM
Show Details

For Sewage Ea Files

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2009 10:5 1 AM
To: ‘Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President’
Subject: RE: MCEA - attempt to resolve differences - waiting for your transmittal

Has been sent and confirmed about 2 minutes ago,

If you have not received, please advise me on my CeII.705-446-7778

Thank you

Richard

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:gpsc)bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2009 10:21 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: Don McNalty
Subject: MCEA - attempt to resolve differences - waiting for your transmittal

July 23, 2009

Clearview Township
Delivered by e-mail to Richard Spraggs

Confirming our telephone meetings with you and R.J. Burnside of about 45 minutes yesterday and 20 minutes
this morning. I await your transmittal of the version of the executive summary you were reading from, and that
I will respond with a proposal later in the day for discussion at our scheduled telephone.

G P S C

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
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P 416 777 1325 M 416 805 9819
F 469 398 0926 E gpsc@bellnet.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
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Richard Spraggs

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2009 3:38 PM

To: Richard Spraggs; Don McNalty

Subject: MCEA Clearview - attempt to resolve outstanding concerns

July 23, 2009

Clearview Township and its expert advisor RI Burnside
Delivered by email to Richard Spraggs and Don McNalty

This confirms our discussion this morning. The Minister ordered Clearview make an effort to resolve
Gleneden/CPCI’s outstanding concerns before the Notice of Completion is reissued and Gleneden/CPCI and
Clearview have now begun collaborating in that effort. I will provide a proposal for your consideration and
discussion at our telephone meeting tomorrow morning and am hopeful it may be possible to find words that
will resolve outstanding concerns. The proposal will flow from these fundamental considerations.

Policy Provincially Led
The Planning Act35 is quite direct and categorical. It mandates a municipality in the exercise of its authority
affecting planning matters must do so consistently with the P1’S and conforming with the provincial plans and
not in conflict with them. The 0MB has said PL070651 Ju 2 2008 these provisions affirm the central and supreme
role of a provincial policy-led planning system. The system not only assumes but in fact requires all the players in
the system to march in step with policy-directions delineated in the P1’S and the various provincial plans crafted
and calibrated under the various legislative frameworks.

Growth Plan
The Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe is one such “provincial plan crafted and calibrated under
the various legislative frameworks.” It provides321infrastructure planning, land use planning, and
infrastructure investment be coordinated to implement the Growth Plan. It provides22’’population and
employment forecasts contained in Schedule 3 will be used for planning and managing growth and it
provides2212 the Minister will review the forecasts at least every five years and may revise the forecasts.
Clearview’s present allocation reference needed is 18,800 people.

Official Plan
Clearview’s present allocation of 18,800 people is virtually identical with its in-force Official Plan that is a plan
for growth to 18,794 people. Its Official Plan is based upon the findings of a comprehensive Background
Report (2001) that produced conclusions regarding the Township’s expected rate of growth, land need
requirements and environmental and servicing constraints and opportunities. The Background Report 6.3

allocates a total population of 18,794 people as to 6,771 people in rural areas and 12,031 to primary and
secondary settlement areas. There is presently no scheduled date for completion of a comprehensive review of
the in-force Official Plan.
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Purposive
Council wants Davidson 2009 01 08 to plan infrastructure for long timeframes, believing the build out of the
settlement areas of Clearview will take many generations and that it is intelligent and prudent engineering to
provide for the allowances now rather than piece meal it together every 20 years.

I I
i4 .Ii

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.
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MCEA Clearview - attempt to resolve outstanding concerns - proposed
language for MCEA for discussion at 9:00 AM meeting tomorrow

Ric
har
d
Spr

t ag
Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President a gs, 2009-07-23 04:51 PM
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July 23, 2009

Clearview Township and its expert advisor RJ Burnside
Delivered by email to Richard Spraggs and Don McNalty

The Greater Golden Horseshoe is one of the fastest growing regions in North America and by
2031 is forecast to be home to 11.5 million people of which 18,800 are presently allocated by the
Province to be accommodated within Clearview Townshia Clearview’s in-force Official Plan is a
plan for growth to 18,794 people and there is no presently scheduled completion date for a
comprehensive Official Plan amendment

Clearview is part of the Greater Golden Horseshoe and is subject to the Province’s Growth Plan
for the Greater Golden Horseshoe (the “Growth Plan”) The Growth Plan provides growth
management policy direction and its underlying legislation requires that Official Plans and all
decisions by planning authorities with respect to land use planning and infrastructure planning
conform to its policies and intent Growth in Clearview will be directed to the existing
settlement areas of New Lowell, Stayner, Nottawa and Creemore.

The need to review and possibly revise the Growth Plan forecast of 18,800 people may be
considered at least every five years by the Provincial Minister in consultation with the
municipalities. Clearview is planning its infrastructure for long timeframes believing the build
out of the settlement areas will take many generations and that it is intelligent and prudent
engineering to provide now for possible future revisions by the Provincial Minister to a maximum
of 65,000 people rather than piece meal it together every five years

Concurrent wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessments are underway in Stayner
New Lowell and Nottawa. The wastewater infrastructure considered in these Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment is planned on the basis thal together with the planned expansion of
the wastewater treatment system in Creemore and the private wastewater treatment systems
for Clearview’s 6,771 rural residents it will be possible to accommodate as many as 65,000
people if the Provincial Minister orders changes to its present allocation of 18,800 people in the
future. Clearview will operate the infrastructure to implement the Growth Plan and subject to the
availability of funds will build it in phases as required to provide the capacity for the population
allocated to it by the Minister from time to time.



Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art McUwain
President
416 805 9819 P
clearplan@bellnet.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.
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FW: MCEA Clearview - attempt to resolve outstanding concerns - proposed language for MCEA for
discussion at 9:00 AM meeting tomoffow
Richard Spraggs
to:
Steve Gendron
2009-07-27 09:3 1 AM
Show Details

For Sewage EA Files

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: Friday, July 24, 2009 9:04 AM
To: ‘Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President’
Subject: RE: MCEA Clearview - attempt to resolve outstanding concerns - proposed language for MCEA for
discussion at 9:00 AM meeting tomorrow

Thank you & Agree.
Just wanted to clarify with regards Agenda Item No.2 — Prejudice attaching discussions.
Richard

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplanbeIlnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, July 24, 2009 8:58 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: MCEA Clearview - attempt to resolve outstanding concerns - proposed language for MCEA for
discussion at 9:00 AM meeting tomorrow

All correspondence is required to be included in the project file report.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto:richardclearviewtwp.on.ca}
Sent: July 24, 2009 8:44 AM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Subject: RE: MCEA Clearview - attempt to resolve outstanding concerns - proposed language for MCEA for
discussion at 9:00 AM meeting tomorrow

Art

Prior to us discussing; are these e-mails and the fax sent yesterday, to be part of the EA Project Fuile Report.

Richard

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplancabellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2009 4:52 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Don McNalty
Subject: MCEA Clearview - attempt to resolve outstanding concerns - proposed language for MCEA for
discussion at 9:00 AM meeting tomorrow

July 23, 2009

Clearview Township and its expert advisor Ri Burnside
Delivered by email to Richard Spraggs and Don McNalty

The Greater Golden Horseshoe is one of the fastest growing regions in North America, and by 2031 is forecast to
be home to 11.5 million people of which 18,800 are presently allocated by the Province to be accommodated

file://C:\Documents and Settings\sgendron\Local Settings\Temp\notes9F68O 1\—web23 89.... 2009-07-28



Page 2 of 2

within Clearview Township. Clearview’s in-force Official Plan is a plan for growth to 18,794 people and there is
no presently scheduled completion date for a comprehensive Official Plan amendment.

Clearview is part of the Greater Golden Horseshoe and is subject to the Province’s Growth Plan for the Greater
Golden Horseshoe (the “Growth Plan”) The Growth Plan provides growth management policy direction and its
underlying legislation requires that Official Plans and all decisions by planning authorities with respect to land
use planning and infrastructure planning conform to its policies and intent. Growth in Clearview will be
directed to the existing settlement areas of New Lowell, Stayner, Nottawa and Creemore.

The need to review and possibly revise the Growth Plan forecast of 18,800 people may be considered at least
every five years by the Provincial Minister in consultation with the municipalities. Clearview is planning its
infrastructure for long timeframes, believing the build out of the settlement areas will take many generations
and that it is intelligent and prudent engineering to provide now for possible future revisions by the Provincial
Minister to a maximum of 65,000 people rather than piece meal it together every five years.

Concurrent wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessments are underway in Stayner, New Lowell and
Nottawa. The wastewater infrastructure considered in these Municipal Class Environmental Assessment is
planned on the basis that, together with the planned expansion of the wastewater treatment system in
Creemore and the private wastewater treatment systems for Clearview’s 6,771 rural residents it will be possible
to accommodate as many as 65,000 people if the Provincial Minister orders changes to its present allocation of
18,800 people in the future. Clearview will operate the infrastructure to implement the Growth Plan and
subject to the availability of funds will build it in phases as required to provide the capacity for the population
allocated to it by the Minister from time to time.

LogoCPCI

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
416 805 9819 P
clearplan@bellnet.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.
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FW: Sewage EA -- Nottawa and Stayner -- Notice of Completion
Richard Spraggs
to:
Steve Gendron
2009-07-27 09:26 AM
Show Details

For Sewage EA File(s)

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: Friday, July 24, 2009 4:21 PM
To: CLRTWP-Council; CLRTWP-Admin
Cc: Don McNalty
Subject: Sewage EA -- Nottawa and Stayner -- Notice of Completion

Please note that the Notice of Completion (2nd) after First Nation Consultation will be published dunng the week of
July 27, 2009 (next week).

The Preferred (Recommended) Solutions have not changed.

Please find attached a copy of the letter to the MOE for your information.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works
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Please find attached a letter with regards to the.above noted Project that is self
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www.clearview.ca

July 24, 2009 By Fax & Mail

Agatha Garcia-Wright, Director
Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch
Ministry of the Environment
2 St. Clair Avenue West
Toronto, Ontario
M4V 1LS

Dear Madam:

Re: EA File No. 03-03-03
Long Term Wastewater and Treatment for Nottawa and Stayner

Township of Clearview

Reference is made to your letter dated March 17, 2009 wherein you acknowledge that
Clearview Township has withdrawn its Notice of Completion for the Project dated December
1 7, 2008 in order to initiate First Nation engagement to meet the consultation requirements of
the Municipal Engineers Association’s Municipal Class Environment Assessment (Class EA).

This is to advise that Clearview Township has undertaken the First Nation’s engagement by
allowing First Nations an initial 30 day comment period and then extending their comment
period by an additional 30 days to May 30, 2009.

Over the past four months the Township along with its consultants, R.J. Burnside & Associates
have worked diligently to try and resolve the outstanding issues with the Requester including
three teleconferencing sessions over the past three days.

The Township is re-issuing the Notice of Completion for the above-noted Projects starting the
week of June 27, 2009.

Should you have any further questions, please contact Mr. Don McNalty, R.J. Burnside and
Associates at 705-446-0515 or the undersigned at 705-428-6230 ext. 243.

Yor

arJgt”P.n

cc: Sue McKenzie, CAD
Don McNalty, R.J. Burnside & Associates
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FW: Clearview MCEA - Minister Requested Attempt to Resolve Differences - Confirmation of Offer
and willingness to continue
Richard Spraggs
to:
Steve Gendron
2009-07-27 09:25 AM
Show Details

For Sewage EA File

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: Friday, July 24, 2009 4:23 PM
To: ‘Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President’; Don McNalty
Subject: RE: Clearview MCEA - Minister Requested Attempt to Resolve Differences - Confirmation of Offer and
willingness to continue

Acknowledge Receipt and Thank You.

The Township is satisfied that it has met the MCEA requirements with regards to First Nation Consultation.

The Township is satisfied that it has met the Financial Factors (economical environment) as set out in the
Municipal Engineers Association’s Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA). See Section 7.0
Evaluation of Planning Alternatives of the Project File Report.

With regards to the present Executive Summary, the Township is satisfied that it adequately summarizes the
Project. The Township is also of the opinion that the intent of your comments set out in your proposed Executive
Summary language have been addressed in the Executive Study and in Project File Report.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplan)bellnet.caj
Sent: Friday, July 24, 2009 2:02 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Don McNalty
Cc: Wesley Wright; Thom Paterson
Subject: Clearview MCEA - Minister Requested Attempt to Resolve Differences - Confirmation of Offer and
willingness to continue

Clearview Township and Ri Burnside
Delivered by e-mail to Richard Spraggs and Don McNalty

This confirms we had a 1.5 hour telephone meeting on Friday July 24th. Gleneden and CPCI found the meeting
to be helpful and are optimistic a resolution of our differences with Clearview can be found in the near future. I
am available to continue the discussion on Monday at 2:30 PM and Tuesday at 9:00 AM. Please confirm your
willingness to continue to attempt to resolve our differences and which of those times works for you. If neither,
please advise what time does work for you.

Gleneden/CPCI Offer
Clearview has for acceptance or proposed modification Gleneden/CPCI’s proposal that Clearview include specific
language in the Executive Summary and that Clearview undertake the additional work required to assess the
impact of the preferred solution on the economic environment as the resolution of our differences.
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Gleneden/CPCI have offered to provide their expert assistance in economic modelling without cost to assist in
the formulation of the assessment of the impact on the economic environment if that would be helpful.
Gleneden/CPCI have listened carefully to what Clearview’s representatives have said and are open to alternative
proposals. What is required now is for Clearview to respond at our next discussion.

Assessment of impact of preferred solution on economic environment
Council passed a June 2004 resolution authorizing the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment and has not
passed any resolution varying it. The Terms of Reference Council authorized accord with the requirements of
the MCEA parent document, and both require studies to be undertaken that have not been undertaken.
Specifically, Gleneden/CPCI will be content if Council through RI Burnside models total capital cost of the
preferred solution, the per capita cost of the solution based on three growth scenarios, the annual operational
cost of the solution, the per capita annual operational cost of the solution, and the lifespan and replacement
cost of the solution, and compare these costs to the costs associated with the current systems, particularly in
relation to the annual operating costs per capita.

Glen eden/CPCI proposed Executive Summary language

“The Greater Golden Horseshoe is one of the fastest growing regions in North America, and by 2031 is forecast
to be home to 11.5 million people of which 18,800 are presently allocated by the Province to be accommodated
within Clearview Township. Clearview’s in-force Official Plan is a plan for growth to 18,794 people and there is
no presently scheduled completion date for a comprehensive Official Plan amendment.

Clearview is part of the Greater Golden Horseshoe and is subject to the Province’s Growth Plan for the Greater
Golden Horseshoe (the “Growth Plan”) The Growth Plan provides growth management policy direction and its
underlying legislation requires that Official Plans and all decisions by planning authorities with respect to land
use planning and infrastructure planning conform to its policies and intent. Growth in Clearview will be
directed to the existing settlement areas of New Lowell, Stayner, Nottawa and Creemore.

The need to review and possibly revise the Growth Plan forecast of 18,800 people may be considered at least
every five years by the Provincial Minister in consultation with the municipalities. Clearview is planning its
infrastructure for long timeframes, believing the build out of the settlement areas will take many generations
and that it is intelligent and prudent engineering to provide now for possible future revisions by the Provincial
Minister to a maximum of 65,000 people rather than piece meal it together every five years.

Concurrent wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessments are underway in Stayner, New Lowell and
Nottawa. The wastewater infrastructure considered in these Municipal Class Environmental Assessment is
planned on the basis that, together with the planned expansion of the wastewater treatment system in
Creemore and the private wastewater treatment systems for Clearview’s 6,771 rural residents it will be possible
to accommodate as many as 65,000 people if the Provincial Minister orders changes to its present allocation of
18,800 people in the future. Clearview will operate the infrastructure to implement the Growth Plan and
subject to the availability of funds will build it in phases as required to provide the capacity for the population
allocated to it by the Minister from time to time.”

Gleneden/CPCI await Clearview’s reply.

Respectfully submitted
July 24, 2009

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
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per
Art Mcllwain
President
416 805 9819

cjpillic
Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(I’), and is
believed to be clean.
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RE: Clearview MCEA - Minister Requested Attempt to Resolve Differences - Draft Agenda for Meeting
3
Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President
to:
Richard Spraggs, Don McNalty
2009-07-24 08:56 AM
Cc:
“Wesley Wright”, “Thom Paterson”
Show Details

Agenda for Meeting 3— draft for discussion

Meeting by Telephone Conference — 9:00 AM Friday July 24

Call Initiated by Clearview Township — Gleneden/CPCI at 416 777 1325

1. Authority to Settle — Council has not passed any such resolution. Open issue as to
authority of McNalty and Spraggs

Has Council passed a resolution authorizing Mr. Spraggs and Mr. McNalty to settle the differences
between Clearview and Gleneden/CPCI? Do Mr. Spraggs and Mr. McNalty have the authority to enter
into agreement with Gleneden/Clearview to modify the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment in
order to resolve the differences?

2. Prejudice attaching to Discussion — Discussions may be referred to
Are discussions without prejudice until agreement is reached? May discussions be referred to in
subsequent submittals to the Minister if agreement is reached? May discussions be referred to in
subsequent submittals to the Minister if agreement is not reached?

3. Terms of Reference — open issue to be discussed at Meeting 3
Council passed a June 2004 resolution authorizing the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment.
Has Council passed any resolution varying it?

The Terms of Reference require studies to be undertaken that have not been undertaken. Is Council
prepared to undertake them now? Specifically, is Council prepared to model total capital cost of the
solution, the per capita cost of the solution based on three growth scenarios, the annual operational
cost of the solution, the per capita annual operational cost of the solution, and the lifespan and
replacement cost of the solution, and to compare these costs to the costs associated with the current
systems, particularly in relation to the annual operating costs per capita? Is Council prepared to
establish in detail the approvals requirements and associated timelines for the various solution and the
growth management implications for each solution?

4. Population for Infrastructure Planning — open issue to be discussed at Meeting 3.
Is Council prepared to plan its infrastructure recognizing the primacy of the Provincial Growth Plan and
the Official Plan? Specifically, is Council prepare to plan infrastructure based on a population of 18,800
people by 2031? The Provincial Growth Plan requires Clearview plan for growth to 18,800 people by
2031. The Official Plan contains a deeming section that provides it is automatically amended to comply
with the Provincial Growth Plan. The Official Plan makes clear in its section 1.3 that it is based on a
Background Report prepared by Ainley that plans for growth to 18,794 persons.
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Clearview MCEA - Minister Requested Attempt to Resolve Differences - Confirmation of Offer and
willingness to continue
Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
to:
Richard Spraggs, Don McNalty
2009-07-24 02:02 PM
Cc:
“Wesley Wright”, “Thom Paterson”
Show Details

Clearview Township and RJ Burnside
Delivered by e-mail to Richard Spraggs and Don McNalty

This confirms we had a 1.5 hour telephone meeting on Friday July 24th. Gleneden and CPCI found the
meeting to be helpful and are optimistic a resolution of our differences with Clearview can be found in
the near future. I am available to continue the discussion on Monday at 2:30 PM and Tuesday at 9:00
AM. Please confirm your willingness to continue to attempt to resolve our differences and which of
those times works for you. If neither, please advise what time does work for you.

GIenedenJCPCI Offer
Clearview has for acceptance or proposed modification Gleneden/CPCI’s proposal that Clearview
include specific language in the Executive Summary and that Clearview undertake the additional work
required to assess the impact of the preferred solution on the economic environment as the resolution
of our differences. Gleneden/CPCI have offered to provide their expert assistance in economic
modelling without cost to assist in the formulation of the assessment of the impact on the economic
environment if that would be helpful. Gleneden/CPCI have listened carefully to what Clearview’s
representatives have said and are open to alternative proposals. What is required now is for Clearview
to respond at our next discussion.

Assessment of impact of preferred solution on economic enviroiiment
Council passed a June 2004 resolution authorizing the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment and
has not passed any resolution varying it. The Terms of Reference CouncU authorized accord with the
requirements of the MCEA parent document, and both require studies to be undertaken that have not
been undertaken. Specifically, Gleneden/CPCI will be content if Council through RJ Burnside models
total capital cost of the preferred solution, the per capita cost of the solution based on three growth
scenarios, the annual operational cost of the solution, the per capita annual operational cost of the
solution, and the lifespan and replacement cost of the solution, and compare these costs to the costs
associated with the current systems, particularly in relation to the annual operating costs per capita.

GlenedenJCPCI proposed Executive Summary language

“The Greater Golden Horseshoe is one of the fastest growing regions in North America, and by 2031 is
forecast to be home to 11.5 million people of which 18,800 are presently allocated by the Province to
be accommodated within Clearview Township. Clearview’s in-force Official Plan is a plan for growth to
18,794 people and there is no presently scheduled completion date for a comprehensive Official Plan
amendment.

Clearview is part of the Greater Golden Horseshoe and is subject to the Province’s Growth Plan for the
Greater Golden Horseshoe (the “Growth Plan”) The Growth Plan provides growth management policy
direction and its underlying legislation requires that Official Plans and all decisions by planning
authorities with respect to land use planning and infrastructure planning conform to its policies and
intent. Growth in Clearview will be directed to the existing settlement areas of New Lowell, Stayner,
Nottawa and Creemore.
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The need to review and possibly revise the Growth Plan forecast of 18,800 people may be considered
at least every five years by the Provincial Minister in consultation with the municipalities. Clearview is
planning its infrastructure for long timeframes, believing the build out of the settlement areas will take
many generations and that it is intelligent and prudent engineering to provide now for possible future
revisions by the Provincial Minister to a maximum of 65,000 people rather than piece meal it together
every five years.

Concurrent wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessments are underway in Stayner, New
Lowell and Nottawa. The wastewater infrastructure considered in these Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment is planned on the basis that, together with the planned expansion of the wastewater
treatment system in Creemore and the private wastewater treatment systems for Clearview’s 6,771
rural residents it will be possible to accommodate as many as 65,000 people if the Provincial Minister
orders changes to its present allocation of 18,800 people in the future. Clearview will operate the
infrastructure to implement the Growth Plan and subject to the availability of funds will build it in phases
as required to provide the capacity for the population allocated to it by the Minister from time to time.”

Gleneden/CPCI await Clearview’s reply.

Respectfully submitted
July 24, 2009

Gleaaeden Property Service Corporation
Clearview Planning Coalition Inc

per
Art Mcllwain
President
416 805 9819
clearplan@bellnet.ca
U Please consider the environment before printing this email.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [gpsc@bellnet.ca]

Sent: Monday, July 27, 2009 9:35 AM

To: Richard Spraggs

Subject: Clearview MCEA - Minister Ordered Attempt to Resolve Differences - Request fQr Input - Second
Request

Township of Clearview
Delivered by fax and e-mail to
Clerk Bob Campbell, and to Mayor and Members of Council, and to Director of Public Works

Director of Public Works RicharclSpraggs

Background
In January Gleneden and CPCI wrote the Minister of the Environment requesting a Part II Order of an Individual
Environmental Assessment “because it provides the most effective, least costly and only effective means to
ensure the proponent provides adequately for the protection, conservation and wise management of the
environment.” The minister ordered Clearview to withdraw its notice of completion, and attempt to resolve its
differences with Gleneden/CPCI before publishing a second one. That process of began on last Wednesday.
Gleneden/CPCI wrote on Friday inviting your input.

Clearview Growth Potential
The Provincial Growth Plan currently allocates 18,800 people to Clearview Township. Clearview’s in-force
Official Plan is a plan for growth to 18,794 people. It is based on a Background Report that allocates population
for the Township’s urban settlement areas. Nottawa is allocated 948 people, Stayner 5,600 people, New Lowell
2,290 people and Creemore 2008 people and that excludes a reserve of 492 people to accommodate industrial
sewage flows. In addition the allocation to rural areas is 6,771 people.

Gleneden/CPCI Offer
Gleneden/CPCI’s offer is based on the only Council resolution dealing with the Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment and that would provide the public with the now-missing assessment of the preferred solution’s
effect on the economic environment. It would identify among other things the solution’s per capita initial cost
and ongoing operating cost and compare it with the per capita initial cost and ongoing operating cost of the
existing systems. Without that calculation the public can only speculate that the cost per capita will be
enormously higher than the existing system, both as to initial cost and ongoing operating cost. There should be
no need for speculation about this important matter. Council should not undertake this work without expert
advice that provides the information.

On the other hand, Director of Public Works Spraggs, you may have a point of view that will bring a different
perspective to this matter and Gleneden/CPCI are open to hearing it and reaching agreement before you publish
a second notice of completion. Gleneden/CPCI’s Offer is time limited. Your input is invited before the close of
business on Friday.

Respectfully submitted,
July 27, 2009

Gleneden Property Service Corporation and Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain

7/27/2009
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President
416 805 9819
clearplan@bellnet.ca
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Township of Clearview
Oeflve red by fax and e-mail to
Clerk Bob Campbell, arid to the Mayor nd Members of Council

Clerk Bob Campbell

IackgrouillnId
In January this year Clearview Planning Coalition Inc wrote to each member of Council seeking an
explanation as to why it is in the overall community interest to plan infrastructure for 65,000 people
when our in-force Official Plan and the Provincial Growth Plan require planning for far fewer. Helpful
responses were had from Councillor Davison and one or two others but regrettably no overall answer
emerged that satisfied the concerns that occasioned those letters. Gleneden Property Service
Corporation and Clearview Planning Coalition Inc wrote the Minister of the Environment requesting a
Part II Order of an Individual Environmental Assessment “because it provides the most effective, least
costly and only effective means to ensure the proponent provides adequately for the protection,
conservation and wise management of the environment.” The minister subsequently ordered Clearview
to withdraw its notice of completion, undertake consultation with First Nations related to its preferred
solution, and attempt to resolve its differences with Gleneden/CPCI before publishing a second notice of
completion. That process of resolving our differences began on Wednesday of this week with Clearview
represented by Richard Spraggs and Don McNalty.

Cirre.int Stalus
GlenedenfCPCl have found the discussions this week to be helpful and wishes to continue the work of
finding a resolution of our differences as the Minister has instructed. I am optimistic that resolution will
emerge in the nearfuture and am writing now to invite your comments and ideas, Clerk Campbell
whether to me or through Richard or Don. Glerieden/CPCI’s offer is set out below so you will be
informed about what we are currently discussing.

Gwkn/lCPi OiFIlèr
Clearview has for acceptance or proposed modification Gleneden/CPCI’s proposal that Clearview include
specific language in the Executive Summary of the new MCEA report, and that Clearview undertake the
additional work required to assess the impact of the preferred solution on the economic environment as
the resolution of our differences. Gleneden/CPCI have offered to provide their expert assistance in
economic modelling without cost to assist in the formulation of the assessment of the impact on the
economic environment if that would be helpful. Gleneden/CPCI have listened carefully to what
Clearview’s representatives have said and are open to alternative proposals. What is required now is for
Clearview to respond at our next discussion.

Assessirieiot of impact (pnid. i on e oooiinc nhiironrnlient
Council passed a June 2004 resolution authorizing the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment and
has not passed any resolution varying it. The Terms of Reference Council authorized accord with the
requirements of the MCEA parent document, and both require studies to be undertaken that have not
been undertaken. Specifically, Gleneden/CPCI will be content if Council through RJ Burnside models
total capital cost of the preferred solution, the per capita cost of the solution based on three growth
scenarios, the annual operational cost of the solution, the per capita annual operational cost of the
solution, and the lifespan and replacement cost of the solution, and compares these costs to the costs
associated with the current systems, particularly in relation to the annual operating costs per capita.



Gl[eoeen/CPIC[ pnposeii icitive Siimniay gte

“The Greater Golden Horseshoe is one of the fastest growing regions in North America, and by 2031 is
forecast to be home to 11.5 million people of which 18,800 are presently allocated by the Province to be
accommodated within Clearview Township. Clearview’s in-force Official Plan is a plan for growth to
18,794 people and there is no presently scheduled completion date for a comprehensive Official Plan
amendment.

Clearview is part of the Greater Golden Horseshoe and is subject to the Province’s Growth Plan for the
Greater Golden Horseshoe (the “Growth Plan”) The Growth Plan provides growth management policy
direction and its underlying legislation requires that Official Plans and all decisions by planning
authorities with respect to land use planning and infrastructure planning conform to its policies and
intent. Growth in Clearview will be directed to the existing settlement areas of New L.owell, Stayner,
Nottawa and Creem ore.

The need to review and possibly revise the Growth Plan forecast of 18,800 people may be considered at
(east every five years by the Provincial Minister in consultation with the municipalities. Clearview is
planning its infrastructure for long timeframes, believing the build out of the settlement areas will take
many generations and that it is intelligent and prudent engineering to provide now for possible future
revisions by the Provincial Minister to a maximum of 65,000 people rather than piece meal it together
every five years.

Concurrent wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessments are underway in Stayner, New
Lowell and Nottawa. The wastewater infrastructure considered in these Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment i5 planned on the basis that, together with the planned expansion of the wastewater
treatment system in Creemore and the private wastewater treatment systems for Clearview’s 6,771
rural residents it will be possible to accommodate as many as 65,000 people if the Provincial Minister
orders changes to its present allocation of 18,800 people in the future. Clearview will operate the
infrastructure to implement the Growth Plan and subject to the availability of funds will build it in
phases as required to provide the capacity for the population allocated to it by the Minister from time to
time.”

Gleneden/CPCI await Clearview’s reply.

Respectfully submitted
July 24, 2009

G]iedi Property Sari4ce Corporall1ot
cIew Pkrnnhg CoaWo lm

per
Art McI Iwain
President
416 805 9819
clearpln@bellnet.ca
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FW: Clearview MCEA - Minister Requested Attempt to Resolve Differences - Confirmation of Offer
and willingness to continue
Richard Spraggs
to:
Steve Gendron
2009-07-27 09:3 6 AM
Show Details

For Sewage Ea Files

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: Monday, July 27, 2009 8:57 AM
To: ‘Clearview Planning Coalition Inc. - Art Mcllwain, President’
Cc: Don McNalty
Subject: RE: Clearview MCEA - Minister Requested Attempt to Resolve Differences - Confirmation of Offer and
willingness to continue

Confirming receipt and thank you.

The Township will reply latter today.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc. - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplanbellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, July 24, 2009 10:40 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; McNalty, Don
Cc: Wesley Wright; Thom Paterson
Subject: RE: Clearview MCEA - Minister Requested Attempt to Resolve Differences - Confirmation of Offer and
willingness to continue

July 24, 2009

Clearview Township
Richard Spraggs by e-mail

Confirming receipt and thank you.

Gleneden/CPCI have no doubt that the Township is satisfied with its efforts Gleneden/CPCI are not. To the contrary, the
work you refer to has not implemented any reasonable assessment of the effect of your preferred solution on the economic
environment, and your so-called consultation with the First Nations has been based on a misrepresentation by Clearview of
the extent of the environmental impact of that preferred solution which you have failed or neglected to correct.

Clearview Township has a good faith offer of settlement that will resolve all of Gleneden/CPCI’s concerns. The
Minister has ordered you to attempt to resolve our differences before publishing a second Notice of
Completion. Please accept the offer Gleneden/CPCI have made, or in the alternate make a counter proposal and
we will consider it. I await your response to the invitation to continue our efforts to resolve our differences
through further discussion on Monday or Tuesday.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto:richardclearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: July-24-09 4:23 PM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President; Don McNalty
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Subject: RE: Clearview MCEA - Minister Requested Attempt to Resolve Differences - Confirmation of Offer and
willingness to continue

Acknowledge Receipt and Thank You.

The Township is satisfied that it has met the MCEA requirements with regards to First Nation Consultation.

The Township is satisfied that it has met the Financial Factors (economical environment) as set out in the
Municipal Engineers Association’s Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA). See Section 7.0
Evaluation of Planning Alternatives of the Project File Report.

With regards to the present Executive Summary, the Township is satisfied that it adequately summarizes the
Project. The Township is also of the opinion that the intent of your comments set out in your proposed Executive
Summary language have been addressed in the Executive Study and in Project File Report.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [maiIto:clearplanbellnet.caJ
Sent: Friday, July 24, 2009 2:02 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Don McNalty
Cc: Wesley Wright; Thom Paterson
Subject: Clearview MCEA - Minister Requested Attempt to Resolve Differences - Confirmation of Offer and
willingness to continue

Clearview Township and Ri Burnside
Delivered by e-mail to Richard Spraggs and Don McNalty

This confirms we had a 1.5 hour telephone meeting on Friday July 24th. Gleneden and CPCI found the meeting
to be helpful and are optimistic a resolution of our differences with Clearview can be found in the near future. I
am available to continue the discussion on Monday at 2:30 PM and Tuesday at 9:00 AM. Please confirm your
willingness to continue to attempt to resolve our differences and which of those times works for you. If neither,
please advise what time does work for you.

Gleneden/CPCI Offer
Clearview has for acceptance or proposed modification Gleneden/CPCI’s proposal that Clearview include specific
language in the Executive Summary and that Clearview undertake the additional work required to assess the
impact of the preferred solution on the economic environment as the resolution of our differences.
Gleneden/CPCI have offered to provide their expert assistance in economic modelling without cost to assist in
the formulation of the assessment of the impact on the economic environment if that would be helpful.
Gleneden/CPCI have listened carefully to what Clearview’s representatives have said and are open to alternative
proposals. What is required now is for Clearview to respond at our next discussion.

Assessment of impact of preferred solution on economic environment
Council passed a June 2004 resolution authorizing the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment and has not
passed any resolution varying it. The Terms of Reference Council authorized accord with the requirements of
the MCEA parent document, and both require studies to be undertaken that have not been undertaken.
Specifically, Gleneden/CPCI will be content if Council through Ri Burnside models total capital cost of the
preferred solution, the per capita cost of the solution based on three growth scenarios, the annual operational
cost of the solution, the per capita annual operational cost of the solution, and the lifespan and replacement
cost of the solution, and compare these costs to the costs associated with the current systems, particularly in
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relation to the annual operating costs per capita.

Gleneden/CPCI proposed Executive Summary language

“The Greater Golden Horseshoe is one of the fastest growing regions in North America, and by 2031 is forecast
to be home to 11.5 million people of which 18,800 are presently allocated by the Province to be accommodated
within Clearview Township. Clearview’s in-force Official Plan is a plan for growth to 18,794 people and there is
no presently scheduled completion date for a comprehensive Official Plan amendment.

Clearview is part of the Greater Golden Horseshoe and is subject to the Province’s Growth Plan for the Greater
Golden Horseshoe (the “Growth Plan”) The Growth Plan provides growth management policy direction and its
underlying legislation requires that Official Plans and all decisions by planning authorities with respect to land
use planning and infrastructure planning conform to its policies and intent. Growth in Clearview will be
directed to the existing settlement areas of New Lowell, Stayner, Nottawa and Creemore.

The need to review and possibly revise the Growth Plan forecast of 18,800 people may be considered at least
every five years by the Provincial Minister in consultation with the municipalities. Clearview is planning its
infrastructure for long timeframes, believing the build out of the settlement areas will take many generations
and that it is intelligent and prudent engineering to provide now for possible future revisions by the Provincial
Minister to a maximum of 65,000 people rather than piece meal it together every five years.

Concurrent wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessments are underway in Stayner, New Lowell and
Nottawa. The wastewater infrastructure considered in these Municipal Class Environmental Assessment is
planned on the basis that, together with the planned expansion of the wastewater treatment system in
Creemore and the private wastewater treatment systems for Clearview’s 6,771 rural residents it will be possible
to accommodate as many as 65,000 people if the Provincial Minister orders changes to its present allocation of
18,800 people in the future. Clearview will operate the infrastructure to implement the Growth Plan and
subject to the availability of funds will build it in phases as required to provide the capacity for the population
allocated to it by the Minister from time to time.”

Gleneden/CPCI await Clearview’s reply.

Respectfully submitted
July 24, 2009

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Clearview Planning Coalition Inc

per
Art Mcllwain
President
416 805 9819
eai@Ilnet.c

Please consider the environment before printing this email.
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: “Steve Gendron” <Steve.Gendron@ijbumside.com>,

Cc: “Don McNalty” <Don.McNaltyrjbumside.com>,

Bcc:

Subect
FW: Clearview MCEA - Ministry ordered attempt to resolve differences - Correspondence

referred to yesterday

From: “Richard Spraggs” <richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca> - Tuesday 2009-07-28 04:15 PM

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caj

Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2009 8:58 AM
To: Don McNalty
Cc: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Clearview MCEA - Ministry ordered attempt to resolve differences - Correspondence referred to
yesterday

Importance: High
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This is the note to Peggy that I referred to in our discussion yesterday. I look forward to continuing the
discussion when you call today.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
P416 777 1325 M416 805 9819
F 469 398 0926 E gpsc@bellnet.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.
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Richard Spraggs

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art MclIwaln, President [gpsc@bellnet.ca]

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2009 8:56 AM

To: Richard Spraggs; Don McNalty

Cc: Wesley Wright; Thom Paterson

Subject: RE: Clearview MCEA - Minister Requested Attempt to Resolve Differences - Draft Agenda for Meeting 3

Agenda for Meeting 3 - draft for discussion

Meeting by Telephone Conference - 9:00 AM Friday July 24

Call Initiated by Clearview Township - Gleneden/CPCI at 416 777 1325

1. Authority to Settle — Council has not passed any such resolution. Open issue as to authority of McNalty and

Spraggs
Has CouncIl passed a resolution authorizing Mr. Spraggs and Mr. McNalty to settle the differences between Clearview and

Glerieden/CPCI? Do Mr. Spraggs and Mr. McNalty have the authority to enter into agreement with Gleneden/Clearview to

modify the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment in order to resolve the differences?

2. Prejudice attaching to Discussion — Discussions may be referred to

Are discussions without prejudice until agreement Is reached? May discussions be referred to in subsequent submittals to

the Minister if agreement is reached? May discussions be referred to in subsequent submittals to the Minister if

agreement Is not reached?

3. Terms of Reference — open issue to be discussed at Meeting 3

Council passed a June 2004 resolutIon authorizing the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment. Has Council passed any

resolution varying It?

The Terms of Reference require studies to be undertaken that have not been undertaken. Is Council prepared to undertake

them now? Specifically, is Council prepared to model total capital cost of the solution, the per capita cost of the solution

based on three growth scenarios, the annual operational cost of the solution, the per capita annual operational cost of the

solution, and the lifespan and replacement cost of the solution, and to compare these costs to the costs associated with the

current systems, particularly in relation to the annual operating costs per capita? Is Council prepared to establish in detail

the approvals requirements and associated timelines for the various solution and the growth management implications for

each solution?

4. PopulatIon for Infrastructure Planning — open issue to be discussed at Meeting 3.

Is Council prepared to plan its infrastructure recognizing the primacy of the Provincial Growth Plan and the Official Plan?

Specifically4is Council prepare to plan infrastructure based on a population of 18,800 people by 2031? The Provincial

Growth Plan requires Clearview plan for growth to 18,800 people by 2031. The Official Plan contains a deeming section

that provides it is automatically amended to comply with the Provincial Growth Plan. The Official Plan makes clear In Its

section 1.3 that it is based on a Background Report prepared by Airiley that plans for growth to 18,794 persons.

This message has been scanned for viruses and

dangerous content by YiNetworks(l), and is
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Richard Spraggs

___ _______ ____ ______________

From: Richard Spraggs

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2009 9:04 AM

To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President’

Subject: RE: MCEA Clearview - attempt to resolve outstanding concerns - proposed language for MCEA for
discussion at 9:00 AM meeting tomorrow

Thank you & Agree.
Just wanted to clarify with regards Agenda Item No.2 — Prejudice attaching discussions.
Richard

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mallto:clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, July 24, 2009 8:58 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: MCEA Clearview - attempt to resolve outstanding concerns - proposed language for MCEA for
discussion at 9:00 AM meeting tomorrow

All correspondence is required to be included in the project file report.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto:richard@clearviewtwp.on.cal
Sent: July 24, 2009 8:44 AM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIlwaln, President
Subject: RE: MCEA Clearview - attempt to resolve outstanding concerns - proposed language for MCEA for
discussion at 9:00 AM meeting tomorrow

Art

Prior to us discussing; are these e-mails and the fax sent yesterday, to be part of the EA Project Fuile Report.

Richard

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplan©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2009 4:52 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Don McNalty
Subject MCEA Clearview - attempt to resolve outstanding concerns - proposed language for MCEA for
discussion at 9:00 AM meeting tomorrow

July 23, 2009

Clearview Township and its expert advisor RJ Burnside

Delivered by email to Richard Spraggs and Don McNalty

The Greater Golden Horseshoe Is one of the fastest growing regions in North America, and by 2031 is forecast to

be home to 11.5 million people of which 18,800 are presently allocated by the Province to be accommodated
within Clearview Township. Clearview’s in-force Official Plan Is a plan for growth to 18,794 people and there is
no presently scheduled completion date for a comprehensive Official Plan amendment.

Clearview is part of the Greater Golden Horseshoe and is subject to the Province’s Growth Plan for the Greater
Golden Horseshoe (the “Growth Plan”) The Growth Plan provides growth management policy direction and its

underlying legislation requires that Official Plans and all decisions by planning authorities with respect to land
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use planning and infrastructure planning conform to its policies and intent. Growth in Clearview will be

directed to the existing settlement areas of New Lowell, Stayner, Nottawa and Creemore.

The need to review and possibly revise the Growth Plan forecast of 18,800 people may be considered at least

every five years by the Provincial Minister in consultation with the municipalities. Clearview is planning its

infrastructure for long timeframes, believing the build out of the settlement areas will take many generations

and that it is intelligent and prudent engineering to provide now for possible future revisions by the Provincial

Minister to a maximum of 65,000 people rather than piece meal it together every five years.

Concurrent wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessments are underway in Stayner, New Lowell and

Nottawa. The wastewater infrastructure considered in these Municipal Class Environmental Assessment is

planned on the basis that, together with the planned expansion of the wastewater treatment system in

Creemore and the private wastewater treatment systems for Clearview’s 6,771 rural residents it will be possible

to accommodate as many as 65,000 people if the Provincial Minister orders changes to its present allocation of

18,800 people in the future. Clearview will operate the infrastructure to implement the Growth Plan and

subject to the availability of funds will build it in phases as required to provide the capacity for the population

allocated to it by the Minister from time to time.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
416 805 9819 P
clearplan@bellnet.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this ema,l.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by YiNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by YJ’Ne(works(l), and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

_______

From: Richard Spraggs

Sent: Thursday, July 23,2009 10:51 AM

To: ‘Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcliwain, President’

Subject: RE: MCEA - attempt to resolve differences - waiting for your transmittal

Has been sent and confirmed about 2 minutes ago,

If you have not received, please advise me on my Cell.705-446-7778

Thank you

Richard

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2009 10:21 AM
To: Richard Spragga
Cc Don McNalty
Subject: MCEA - attempt to resolve differences - waiting for your transmittal

July 23, 2009

Clearview Township
OeUvered by e-mail to Richard Spraggs

Confirming our telephone meetings with you and R.J. Burnside of about 45 mInutes yesterday and 20 minutes this

morning. I await your transmittal of the version of the executive summary you were reading from, and that I will respond

with a proposal later in the day for discussion at our scheduled telephone.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation

Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58

Toronto ON M5K 1E7

P416 777 1325 M 416805 9819

F 469 398 0926 E gpsc@bellnet.ca

Please consider the environment before prInting this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworkaLl), and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spragga

From; Richard Spraggs

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2009 4:23 PM

To: ‘Clearvlew Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President’; Don McNalty

Subject: RE: Clearview MCEA - Minister Requested Attempt to Resolve Differences - Confirmation of Offer
and willingness to continue

Acknowledge Receipt arid Thank You.

The Township is satisfied that it has met the MCEA requirements with regards to First Nation Consuftation.

The Township is satisfied that it has met the Financial Factors (economical environment) as set out in the
Municipal Engineers Association’s Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA). See Section 7O
Evaluation of Planning Alternatives of the Project File Report.

With regards to the present Executive Summary, the Township is satisfied that it adequately summarizes the
Project. The Township is also of the opinion that the intent of your comments set out In your proposed Executive
Summary language have been addressed in the Executive Study and in Project File Report.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [maifto:clearplan@bellnet.ca)
Sent: FrIday, July 24, 2009 2:02 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Don McNalty
Cc: Wesley Wright; Thom Paterson
Subject: Clearview MCEA - Minister Requested Attempt to Resolve Differences - Confirmation of Offer and
willingness to continue

Clearview Township and Ri Burnslde
Delivered by e-mail to Richard Spraggs and Don McNalty

This confirms we had a 1.5 hour telephone meeting on Friday July 24th. Gleneden and CPCI found the meeting
to be helpful and are optimistic a resolution of our differences with Clearview can be found in the near future. I
am available to continue the discussion on Monday at 2:30 PM and Tuesday at 9:00 AM. Please confirm your
willingness to continue to attempt to resolve our differences and which of those times works for you. If neither,
please advise what time does work for you.

Gleneden/CPCI Offer
Clearview has for acceptance or proposed modification Gleneden/CPCI’s proposal that Clearview include specific
language in the Executive Summary and that Clearview undertake the additional work required to assess the
impact of the preferred solution on the economic environment as the resolution of our differences.
Gleneden/CPCI have offered to provide their expert assistance in economic modelling without cost to assist in
the formulation of the assessment of the impact on the economic environment if that would be helpful.
GlenedenfCPCl have listened carefully to what Clearview’s representatives have said and are open to alternative
proposals. What i5 required now is for Clearview to respond at our next discussion.

Assessment of impact of preferred solution on economic environment
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Council passed a June 2004 resolution authorizing the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment and has not
passed any resolution varyIng it. The Terms of Reference Council authorized accord with the requirements of
the MCEA parent document, and both require studies to be undertaken that have not been undertaken.
Specifically, Gleneden/CPCI will be content if Council through RJ Burnside models total capital cost of the
preferred solution, the per capita cost of the solution based on three growth scenarios, the annual operational
cost of the solution, the per capita annual operational cost of the solution, and the lifespan and replacement
cost of the solution, and compare these costs to the costs associated with the current systems, particularly in
relation to the annual operating costs per capita.

Gleneden/CPCI proposed Executive Summary language

“The Greater Golden Horseshoe is one of the fastest growing regions in North America, and by 2031 is forecast
to be home to 11.5 million people of which 18,800 are presently allocated by the Province to be accommodated
within Clearview Township. Clearview’s in-force Official Plan is a plan for growth to 18,794 people and there is
no presently scheduled completion date for a comprehensive Official Plan amendment.

Clearview is part of the Greater Golden Horseshoe and is subject to the Province’s Growth Plan for the Greater
Golden Horseshoe (the “Growth Plan”) The Growth Plan provides growth management policy direction and its
underlying legislation requires that Official Plans and all decisions by planning authorities with respect to land
use planning and infrastructure planning conform to its policies and intent. Growth in Clearview will be
directed to the existing settlement areas of New Lowell, Stayner, Nottawa and Creemore.

The need to review and possibly revise the Growth Plan forecast of 18,800 people may be considered at least
every five years by the Provincial Minister in consultation with the municipalities. Clearview is planning its
infrastructure for long timeframes, believing the build Out of the settlement areas will take many generations
and that it is intelligent and prudent engineering to provide now for possible future revisions by the Provincial
Minister to a maximum of 65,000 people rather than piece meal it together every five years.

Concurrent wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessments are underway in Stayner, New Lowell and
Nottawa. The wastewater infrastructure considered in these Municipal Class Environmental Assessment is
planned on the basis that, together with the planned expansion of the wastewater treatment system in
Creemore and the private wastewater treatment systems for Clearview’s 6,771 rural residents it will be possible
to accommodate as many as 65,000 people if the Provincial Minister orders changes to its present allocation of
18,800 people in the future. Clearview will operate the infrastructure to implement the Growth Plan and
subject to the availability of funds will build it in phases as required to provide the capacity for the population
allocated to it by the Minister from time to time.”

Gleneden/CPCI await Clearview’s reply.

Respectfully submitted
July 24, 2009

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Clearview Planning Coalition Inc

per
Art Mcllwain
President
416 805 9819
clearplan@bellnet.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.
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Richard Spraggs

___ ____________________ _____ ______________

From: Richard Spraggs

Sent: Monday, July 27, 2009 8:57 AM

To: ‘Clearview Planning Coalition Inc. - Art Mcliwain, President’

Cc: Don McNally

Subject; RE: Clearview MCEA - Minister Requested Attempt to Resolve Differences - Confirmation of Offer
and willingness to continue

Confirming receipt and thank you.

The Township will reply latter today.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc. - Art Mcllwain, President (mailto:clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, July 24, 2009 10:40 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; McNalty, Don
Cc: Wesley Wright; Thom Paterson
Subject: RE: Clearview MCEA - Minister Requested Attempt to Resolve Differences - Confirmation of Offer and
willingness to continue

July 24, 2009

Clearview Township
Richard Spraggs by e-mail

Confirming receipt and thank you.

Gleneden/CPCI have no doubt that the Township is satisfied with its efforts Gleneden/CPCI are not. To the
contrary, the work you refer to has not implemented any reasonable assessment of the effect of your preferred

solution on the economic environment, and your so-called consultation with the First Nations has been based on

a misrepresentation by Clearview of the extent of the environmental impact of that preferred solution which

you have failed or neglected to correct.

Clearview Township has a good faith offer of settlement that will resolve all of GlenedenfCPCl’s concerns. The
Minister has ordered you to attempt to resolve our differences before publishing a second Notice of
Completion. Please accept the offer Gleneden/CPCI have made, or in the alternate make a counter proposal arid
we will consider it. I await your response to the invitation to continue our efforts to resolve our differences
through further discussion on Monday or Tuesday.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto:rlchard@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Sent: July-24-09 4:23 PM
To: Clearview Planning CoalitIon Inc - Art Mcllwain, President; Don McNalty
Subject: RE: Clearview MCEA - Minister Requested Attempt to Resolve Differences - Confirmation of Offer and
willingness to continue

Acknowledge Receipt and Thank You.
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The Township Is satisfied that it has met the MCEA requirements with regards to First Nation Consultation.

The Township is satisfied that it has met the Financial Factors (economical environment) as set out In the
Municipal Engineers Association’s Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA). See Section 7.0
Evaluation of Planning Alternatives of the Project Pile Report.

With regards to the present Executive Summary, the Township is satisfied that it adequately summarizes the
Project. The Township is also of the opinion that the intent of your comments set out in your proposed Executive
Summary language have been addressed in the Executive Study and in Project File Report.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIlwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bellriet.ca]
Sent: Friday, July 24, 2009 2:02 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Don McNalty
Cc: Wesley Wright; Thom Paterson
Subject: Clearview MCEA - Minister Requested Attempt to Resolve Differences - Confirmation of Offer and
willingness to continue

Clearview Township and Ri Burnside
Delivered by e-mail to Richard Spraggs and Don McNalty

This confirms we had a 1.5 hour telephone meeting on Friday July 24th. Gleneden and CPCI found the meeting
to be helpful and are optimistic a resolution of our differences with Clearview can be found in the near future. I
am available to continue the discussion on Monday at 2:30 PM and Tuesday at 9:00 AM. Please confirm your
willingness to continue to attempt to resolve our differences and which of those times works for you. If neither,
please advise what time does work for you.

Gleneden/CPCI Offer
Clearview has for acceptance or proposed modification Gleneden/CPCI’s proposal that Clearview include specific
language in the Executive Summary and that Clearview undertake the additional work required to assess the
impact of the preferred solution on the economic environment as the resolution of our differences.
Gleneden/CPCI have offered to provide their expert assistance in economic modelling without cost to assist in
the formulation of the assessment of the impact on the economic environment if that would be helpful.
Gleneden/CPCI have listened carefully to what Clearview’s representatives have said and are open to alternative
proposals. What is required now is for Clearview to respond at our next discussion.

Assessment of impact of preferred solution on economic environment
Council passed a June 2004 resolution authorizing the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment and has not
passed any resolution varying it. The Terms of Reference Council authorized accord with the requirements of
the MCEA parent document, and both require studies to be undertaken that have not been undertaken.
Specifically, Gleneden/CPCI will be content if Council through RI Burnside models total capital cost of the
preferred solution, the per capita cost of the solution based on three growth scenarios, the annual operational
cost of the solution, the per capita annual operational cost of the solution, and the lifespan and replacement
cost of the solution, and compare these costs to the costs associated with the current systems, particularly in
relation to the annual operating costs per capita.

Gleneden/CPCI proposed Executive Summary language
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“The Greater Golden Horseshoe is one of the fastest growing regions in North America, and by 2031 is forecast

to be home to 11.5 million people of which 18,800 are presently allocated by the Province to be accommodated

within Clearview Township. Clearview’s in-force Official Plan is a plan for growth to 18,794 people and there is

no presently scheduled completion date for a comprehensive Official Plan amendment.

Clearview is part of the Greater Golden Horseshoe and is subject to the Province’s Growth Plan for the Greater

Golden Horseshoe (the “Growth Plan”) The Growth Plan provides growth management policy direction and its

underlying legislation requires that Official Plans and all decisions by planning authorities with respect to land

use planning and infrastructure planning conform to its policies and intent. Growth in Clearview will be

directed to the existing settlement areas of New Lowell, Stayner, Nottawa and Creemore.

The need to review and possibly revise the Growth Plan forecast of 18,800 people may be considered at least

every five years by the Provincial Minister in consultation with the municipalities. Clearview is planning its

infrastructure for long timeframes, believing the build out of the settlement areas will take many generations

and that it is intelligent and prudent engineering to provide now for possible future revisions by the Provincial

Minister to a maximum of 65,000 people rather than piece meal it together every five years.

Concurrent wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessments are underway in Stayner, New Lowell and

Nottawa. The wastewater infrastructure considered in these Municipal Class Environmental Assessment is

planned on the basis that, together with the planned expansion of the wastewater treatment system in

Creemore and the private wastewater treatment systems for Clearview’s 6,771 rural residents it will be possible

to accommodate as many as 65,000 people if the Provincial Minister orders changes to its present allocation of

18,800 people in the future. Clearview will operate the infrastructure to implement the Growth Plan and

subject to the availability of funds will build it in phases as required to provide the capacity for the population

allocated to it by the Minister from time to time.”

Gleneden/CPCI await Clearvlew’s reply.

Respectfully submitted
July 24, 2009

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Clearview Planning Coalition Inc

per
Art Mcllwain
President
416 805 9819
clearplan@bellnet.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by PNetworks(1, and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spragga

________ _____________ ___________

- ......—..K-., —

Prom: Richard Spraggs ‘7fg )4 .4hSo £siv
Sent: Monday, July 27, 2009 4:18 PM ./q,y4
To: ‘Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcilwain, President’ @ 8 .57 .4’1
Cc: ‘Don McNalty’

Subject: RE: Clearview MCEA - Minister Ordered Attempt to Resolve Differences - Request for Input -

Second Request

Thank you for your e-mail dated July 27, 2009 @ 9:35 am.

With regards to growth potential, the Executive Summary and the previously identified Sections of the Project
File Report adequately cover your concern. Also all your correspondence with regards to this matter will be
included as part of the Municipal Class EA Project File Report.

With regards to the Economic Environment, Mr. McNalty and the undersigned discussed this matter after our
Teleconference Call on Friday July 24, 2009, and have confirmed that the amount of review for a Schedule B
Project is adequate. The Schedule B Project (Phase 1 & 2) preferred solution is now the construction of a Sewage
Pumping Station and Forcemain. At the start-up of this Project the possible solutions included the construction
of an Individual Sewage Treatment Plant. if any preferred solution required proceeding with the Municipal Class
EA Phases 3 & 4 (Schedule C) a more detailed financial analysis would be required that you have stated in your
e-mail.

Further as per our Tele Conference of last week, Council has been fully informed throughout this process, in
addition, the detailed costs will be known by Council and the Public prior to any decision on construction being
made. Also the Residents have requested the Township to make every effort to acquire funding from Senior
Levels of Government — Federal, Provincial.

The Township is re-issuing the Notice of Completion this week. However as you have indicated in your e-mail,
that the Township and Gleneden & CPCI are close to resolving your issues, I believe that any other issues can be
resolved during the 30 day Comment Period.

Richard J. Spraggs, P.Eng.
Director of Public Works

From; Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, July 27, 2009 9:35 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Clearview MCEA - Minister Ordered Attempt to Resolve Differences - Request for Input - Second
Request

Township of Clearvlew
Delivered by fax and e-mail to
Clerk Bob Campbell, and to Mayor and Members of Council, and to Director of Public Works

Director of Public Works RichardSpraggs

Background

‘7/’) 2flflhlO
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In January Gleneden and CPCI wrote the Minister of the Environment requesting a Part II Order of an Individual
Environmental Assessment “because it provides the most effective, least costly and only effective means to

ensure the proponent provides adequately for the protection, conservation and wise management of the

environment.” The minister ordered Clearview to withdraw its notice of completion, and attempt to resolve its

differences with Gleneden/CPCI before publishing a second one. That process of began on last Wednesday.

Gleneden/CPCI wrote on Friday inviting your input.

Clearview Growth Potential
The Provincial Growth Plan currently allocates 18,800 people to Clearview Township. Clearview’s in-force

Official Plan is a plan for growth to 18,794 people. It is based on a Background Report that allocates population
for the Township’s urban settlement areas. Nottawa is allocated 948 people, Stayner 5,600 people, New Lowell
2,290 people and Creemore 2008 people and that excludes a reserve of 492 people to accommodate industrial
sewage flows. In addition the allocation to rural areas is 6,771 people.

Gleneden/CPCI Offer
Gleneden/CPCI’s offer is based on the only Council resolution dealing with the Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment and that would provide the public with the now-missing assessment of the preferred solution’s

effect on the economic environment. It would identify among other things the solution’s per capita initial cost

and ongoing operating cost and compare it with the per capita initial cost and ongoing operating cost of the

existing systems. Without that calculation the public can only speculate that the cost per capita will be

enormously higher than the existing system, both as to initial cost and ongoing operating cost. There should be

no need for speculation about this important matter. Council should not undertake this work without expert

advice that provides the information.

On the other hand, Director of Public Works Spraggs, you may have a point of view that will bring a different

perspective to this matter and Gleneden/CPCI are open to hearing it and reaching agreement before you publish

a second notice of completion. Gleneden/CPCI’s Offer Is time limited. Your input is invited before the close of

business on Friday.

Respectfully submitted,
July 27, 2009

Gleneden Property Service Corporation and Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
416 805 9819
ear.@JLnL

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by Lejwpric(fl, and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

______
____ ____

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [clearplan@bellnet.ca]

Sent: Monday July 27, 2009 5:56 PM

To: Richard Spraggs; Don McNalty

Cc: Wesley Wright; Thom Paterson

Subject: RE: Clearview MCEA - Minister Requested Attempt to Resolve Differences - Confirmation of Offer
and willingness to continue

July 27, 2009

Confirming no reply from you to this request made on July 24th:

This confirms we had a 1.5 hour telephone meeting on Friday July 24th. Gleneden and CPCI found the meeting

to be helpful and are optimistIc a resolution of our differences with Clearview can be found in the near future. I

am available to continue the discussion on Monday at 2:30 PM and Tuesday at 9:00 AM. Please confirm your

willingness to continue to attempt to resolve our differences and which of those times works for you. If neither.

olease advise what time does work for you.

Confirming Gleneden/CPCI has made a proposal to settle the differences between us and that Clearview neither

accepted it nor made any proposal to settle the differences between us.

Confirming that even though Gleneden/CPCI was available at 2:30 PM today for a further telephone conference

Clearview made no call for such a meeting.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by YPcti’orJcsLiJ, and is
believed to be clean.
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Richard Spraggs

_____

From: Richard Spraggs

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2009 3:35 PM

To: ‘Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcliwain, President

Cc: ‘Don McNalty’

Subject: RE: Clearview MCEA - Minister Ordered Attempt to Resolve Differences - Request for Input -

Second Request

The intent of my previous e-mail (below) was to be helpful; I do not have any new / further information to provide
at this time.

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcliwain, President [mallto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, July 27, 2009 5:00 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson; Councillor Orville Brown;
Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray; Councillor Shawn Davidson; Thom Paterson; Marc Royal
Subject: Ciearview MCEA - MinIster Ordered Attempt to Resolve Differences - Request for Input - Second
Request

Confirming receipt and thank you. Your response is not helpful. It does not bring a different perspective to the

matter, merely restates your prior position that “everything is fine.” If everything was fine, the Minister would

not have ordered Clearview to attempt to resolve our differences before you publish a second notice of

completion. To his point you have not made a single proposal to do that. It is time you began.

Gleneden/CPCI respectfully request you defer publishing your second Notice of Completion until the Mayor and

Members of Council have an opportunity to share their thoughts as requested in the separate e-mail and fax

requests delivered to them and the Clerk on Friday and today. It would be disrespectful not to do that.

Finally, Gleneden/CPCI do not agree we are close to resolving our differences. How could we be when Clearview

has not made a single proposal to do so. Neither will be possible to resolve our differences if you fail to comply

with the order of the Minister to attempt to do so before you publish a second notice of completion.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto: rlchard@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: July 27, 2009 4:18 PM
To: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art McIlwain, President
Cc: Don McNalty
Subject RE: Clearview MCEA - Minister Ordered Attempt to Resolve Differences - Request for Input - Second
Request

Thank you for your e-mail dated July 27, 2009 @ 9:35 am.

With regards to growth potential, the Executive Summary and the previously identified Sections of the Project

File Report adequately cover your concern. Also all your correspondence with regards to this matter will be

included as part of the Municipal Class FA Project File Report.

With regards to the Economic Environment, Mr. McNalty and the undersigned discussed this matter after our
Teleconference Call on Friday July 24, 2009, and have confirmed that the amount of review for a Schedule B

-lflQ/,,nno
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Project is adequate. The Schedule B Project (Phase 1 & 2) preferred solution is now the construction of a Sewage
Pumping Station and Forcemain. At the start-up of this Project the possible solutions included the construction
of an Individual Sewage Treatment Plant. If any preferred solution required proceeding with the Municipal Class
EA Phases 3 & 4 (Schedule C) a more detailed financial analysis would be required that you have stated in your
e-mail.

Further as per our Tele Conference of last week, Council has been fully informed throughout this process, in

addition, the detailed costs will be known by Council and the Public prior to any decision on construction being

made. Also the Residents have requested the Township to make every effort to acquire funding from Senior

Levels of Government — Federal, Provincial.

The Township is re-issuing the Notice of Completion this week. However as you have indicated in your e-mail,
that the Township and Gleneden & CPCI are close to resolving your issues, I believe that any other issues can be
resolved during the 30 day Comment Period.

Richard J. Spraggs, P.Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, July 27, 2009 9:35 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Clearview MCEA - Minister Ordered Attempt to Resolve Differences - Request for Input - Second
Request

Township of Clearview
Delivered by fax and e-mail to
Clerk Bob Campbell, and to Mayor and Members of Council, and to Director of Public Works

Director of Public Works Richard Spraggs

Background
In January Gleneden and CPCI wrote the Minister of the Environment requesting a Part II Order of an Individual

Environmental Assessment “because it provides the most effective, least costly and only effective means to

ensure the proponent provides adequately for the protection, conservation and wise management of the

environment.” The minister ordered Clearview to withdraw its notice of completion, and attempt to resolve its

differences with Gleneden/CPCI before publishing a second one. That process of began on last Wednesday.

Gleneden/CPCI wrote on Friday inviting your input.

Clearview Growth Potential
The Provincial Growth Plan currently allocates 18,800 people to Clearview Township. Clearview’s in-force

Official Plan is a plan for growth to 18,794 people. It is based on a Background Report that allocates population

for the Township’s urban settlement areas. Nottawa is allocated 948 people, Stayner 5,600 people, New Lowell

2,290 people and Creemore 2008 people and that excludes a reserve of 492 people to accommodate industrial

sewage flows. In addition the allocation to rural areas is 6,771 people.

Gleneden/CPCI Offer
Gleneden/CPCI’S offer is based on the only Council resolution dealing with the Municipal Class Environmental

Assessment and that would provide the public with the now-missing assessment of the preferred solution’s

effect on the economic environment. It would identify among other things the solution’s per capita initial cost

and ongoing operating cost and compare it with the per capita initial cost and ongoing operating cost of the

existing Sy5temS. Without that calculation the public can only speculate that the cost per capita will be
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enormously higher than the existing system, both as to initial cost and ongoing operating cost. There should be
no need for speculation about this Important matter. Council should not undertake this work without expert
advice that provides the information.

On the other hand, Director of Public Works Spraggs, you may have a point of view that will bring a different
perspective to this matter and Gleneden/CPCI are open to hearing it and reaching agreement before you publish
a second notice of completion. Gleneden/CPCI’s Offer is time limited. Your input is invited before the close of
business on Friday.

Respectfully submitted,
July 27, 2009

Gleneden Property Service Corporation and Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
4168059819

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by V tpricsfl), and is
believed to be clean.
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Re: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Effect on Economic
Environment - Request to Implement Terms of Reference MGE 08394 L
Don McNalty to: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, 200907-28 03:48 PM

Cc• rspraggs, Sue McKenzie, Steve Gendron, Bob Mayberry, File
Collingwood

Although Gleneden/CPCI appear to have no disagreement with the preferred solutions for long term
sewage treatment for Stayner and Nottawa respectfully as set out in the Project File Report, we continue
to receive questions and comments from GlenedenfCPCl which are extremely repetitive and which have
been responded to both verbally and in writing through our teleconference calls and email
correspondence from Richard Spraggs, Director of Public Works for the Township of Clearview.

The content of your attached email was responded to in an email from Richard Spraggs to Gleneden/CPCI
sent on July 27, 2009 at 4:18 pm. We reiterate that the level of review of the economic environment meets
the requirements of a Schedule B Project (Phase 1 & 2) anticipated by the Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment process. We have previously directed you to the applicable sections of the Project File
Report. A more detailed inventory would only be anticipated to occur if the project advanced to Phase 3
(Schedule C).

We also reiterate that Council has been fully informed throughout the process, understand the analysis of
the solutions considered and support the preferred solutions. We believe Council have a strong desire to
have the EA’s for Nottawa and Stayner completed.

We have been directed by the Township to publish the Notice of Completion and this has been
coordinated and will happen immediately.

We will be available to continue to resolve your concerns through the mandatory notice period at the
discretion of our client.

Don

Don McNalty, P.Eng.
R. J. Burnside & Associates Ltd
3 Ronell Cresent, Collingwood
Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Phone: 705-446-0515
Fax: 705-446-2399

“Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President” 2009-07-28 10:15:35 AM

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President” <gpsc@bellnet.ca>
To: <don_mcnaltyrjburnside.com>
Date: 2009-07-28 10:15 AM
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Effect on Economic Environment - Request to

Implement Terms of Reference

Clearview Township and RI Burnside



Delivered by e-mail to
Director of Public Works and RI Bunside and Watson Associates
Clerk Campbell and Mayor Ferguson and each Member of Council

Vice President Don McNalty

In 2004 Clearview Council resolved to undertake the Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment, adopting RJ Burnside’s advice in the Terms of Reference that “Expanding
the existing facilities or connecting to an alternate source are anticipated to be
Schedule ‘B’ projects and a supplementary work program will need to be prepared
should the preferred solution be a Schedule ‘C’ projecf’ adopting its advice that the
work needed to assess the effect on the Economic Environment is:

“While examining the alternatives the financial impacts will also be modeled to include:
• total capital cost of the solution;
• per capita cost of the solution based on three growth scenarios;
• annual operational cost of the solution;
• per capita annual operational cost of the solution; and,
• Lifespan and replacement cost of the solution.

These costs are also to be compared to the costs associated with the current systems
particularly in relation to annual operating costs per capita.”

Responding to Gleneden/CPCI’s proposal that Clearview do just that in order to resolve
the differences between us as the Minister has ordered, the Director of Public Works
now cites agreement with RJ Burnside that “With regards to the Economic
Environment, Mr. McNalty and the undersigned discussed this matter after our
Teleconference Call on Friday July 24, 2009, and have confirmed that the amount of
review for a Schedule B Project is adequate” — even though the review does not include
the modeling the very same RJ Burnside said was required for a Schedule B project at
the outset.

This smacks of sharp practice and disregard for the requirement to provide an
assessment of the impact of the preferred solution on the economic environment and
GlenedenlCPCl strongly encourage Clearview to voluntarily undertake this important
aspect of the work and agree to do so before publishing a second notice of completion.

If you have a different explanation Don, please provide it.

Respectfully submitted
July 28, 2009

Gleneden Property Service Corporation and Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
Per
Art Mdllwain, President
clearølan @ bellnet.ca



CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

This electronic transmission and any accompanying attachments may contain privileged or confidential information intended only
for the use of the individual or organization named above. Any distribution, copying or action taken in reliance on the contents of
this communication by anyone other than the intended recipient(s) is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

If you have received this communication in error please notify the sender at the above email address and delete this email
immediately.

Thank you.



Township of Clearview
Nottawa - Wastewater Treatment System

Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (EA)
Notice of Completion

The Township of Clearview has completed its study of wastewater servicing and
treatment options for the community of Nottawa. The previously published Notice of
Completion was withdrawn to allow for expanded First Nations consultation. The
Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of a gravity
sewer collection system and a pump station and forcemain to deliver the wastewater to
the Collingwood wastewater collection system for treatment by the Town of
Collingwood. The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town
of Collingwood for this proposed solution. A detailed agreement will be negotiated
between the Township and the Town of Collingwood subsequent to this EA. The
estimated cost of this proposed solution, as per the project file, is $12.4 M (2007 $).

The project file report is available for review on the Township’s website and at the
following location.

Township of Clearview Municipal Office
Box 200, 217 Gideon Street
Stayner, Ontario LOM iSO

Mon-Fri: 9:00 am — 4:30 pm
Telephone 705-428-6230

This project is being planned as a Schedule ‘B’ project under the Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment, an approval process under the Ontario Environmental
Assessment Act for all municipal projects of this nature. Subject to comments received as
a result of this Notice and the receipt of necessary approvals, the Township intends to
proceed with design and construction of this project in phases.

Interested persons should provide written comment on the proposal to the Township’s
Director of Public Works within 30 calendar days from the date of this Notice. Questions
may be directed to the Township’s Director of Public Works, or the Consulting Engineer
at the addresses outlined below:

Mr. Richard Spraggs, P.Eng. Mr. Robert Mayberry, P.Eng.
Director of Public Works Project Manager
Township of Clearview R.J. Bumside & Associates Ltd.
Box 200, 217 Gideon Street 3 Ronell Crescent
Stayner, Ontario LOM iSO Collingwood, ON L9Y 436
Tel: 705-428-6230 x 243 Tel: 705-446-0515 x 389
Fax: 705-428-0288 Fax: 705-446-2399
Email: rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca Email: bob.mayberry@rjburnside.com

If concerns arise regarding the project which cannot be resolved in discussion with the
municipality, a person or party may request that the Minister of Environment make an
order for the project to comply with Part II of the Environmental Assessment Act (Part II
Order), which addresses individual environmental assessments. Requests must be
received by the Minister at the address identified below within 30 calendar days of this
Notice. A copy of the request must also be sent to the Township’s Director of Public
Works. If there is no such request received by August 31, 2009, these projects may
proceed to design and construction as presented in the planning documentation.

Minister of the Environment, 135 St. Clair Avenue, 12th Floor, Toronto ON M4V 1P5

This notice posted July 30, 2009.

Mr. Richard Spraggs, P.Eng. - Director of Public Works, Township of Clearview
090529 Notice of Completion 2 - Nottawa 2009-07-21 9:20 AM

[CLEARVIEW TOWNSHIP
EstablIshed 1994
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Richard Spraggs

From: Wright, Wesley (EN E) [Wesley.Wright@ontario.ca]

Sent: Thursday, March 19, 2009 11:46 AM

To: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art Mcllwain, President

Cc: Richard Spraggs

Subject: RE: Clearview EA Part II Order Request - Gleneden and CPCI - Document Book

Mr. Mcllwain, thank you for your March 11, 2009 e-mail in which you provide additional information and
supplementary e-mail correspondence concerning Clearview Township’s proposed Long Term Wastewater
Collection and Treatment for Stayner and Nottawa (Project).

Please contact me should you have any further concerns or questions about this project.

Sincerely,

Wesley Wright
Project Evaluator, Project Review Unit
Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch

Please consider the environment before pr nting this email.

From: Gleneden Property Service Corp - Art McIlwain, President [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: March 11, 2009 1:06 PM
To: Wright, Wesley (ENE)
Cc: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Clearview EA Part II Order Request - Gleneden and CPCI - Document Book

March 11, 2009

Ministry of Environment
Delivered by e-mail

Wesley Wright, Project Evaluator

http:j/filesa nywhere.com/fs/v. asp?y=896d62885b656fa b72a2 is a link that will allow you to
download a .pdf document containing the submittals provided to the municipality and its response.
You will see that the .pdf file is of extensive e-mail correspondence. Where the e-mail indicates an
attachment, it is included as an embedded file. Clicking on the attachment name will open the file.

I look forward to discussing this matter with you when you are ready.

Clearview Planning Coalition nc
Glenden Property Service Corporation
per
Art Mcllwain
President
416 777 1325 P

7/20/2009
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clearplan@bellnet.ca
Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.
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Fro,n GIe,eden - Art Mcllwain
To: Rid,ard Sooas: Pccw SaIrr;
Subject Clearview Planning - Class EA Long-Term Water
Date: Mardi 17, 2006 2:24: 10 PM
Attechments Clearview Water FA 060317.pdf

Good day.

Your March 10 letter advises you are at the stage of a Class Environmental Assessment where “preliminary
alternative solutions for water servicing to each area have been identified and evaluated, and recommended
solutions identified” and that the Class EA is studying water.eervicing solutions for Osler Recreational Lands,
Nottawa/Batteaux, Airport Lands, Stayner and New LowelVBrentwood because “In each case the existing [waterl
supply is not capable of meeting the needs of the anticipated growth.” I remind you that on Nov 8 2004 after a
thorough study prepared for it with expert engineering and planning advice, Council approved its plan to meet the
needs of the anticipated growth, which it defined as 2,718 people - 1,200 in each of Creemore and Stayner, and 318
elsewhere. Council has not approved any different growth assumption. What “anticipated growth” are you planning
“water4ervicing solutions” for?

The letter attached responds to yours. Please read the letter and provide your reply promptly.

Thank you.

Regards,

Art Mcllwain
3480 Lavender Hill Road
Creemore
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
epsc@bellnet.ca

Mailing Address:
c/o Gleneden
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
P0 Box 58, Toronto ON
M5K 1E7

attach: Clearview Water EA 0603i7.pdf

Confidentiality Warning: This message and any attachments are intended only for the use of the intended recipient
(s), are confidential, and may be privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
review, retransmission, conversion to hard copy, copying, circulation or other use of this message and any
attachments Is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately by
return e-mail, and delete this message and any attachments from your system. Thank you.



From: Gleneden - Art McIlwain
To: R.H. Mayberry; Bob Campbell;

Richard Sprapas;
Subject: New Lowell Class Environmental Assessment
Date: November 30, 2006 2:40:33 PM
Attachments: clip_imapeOO2.pif

CLASS ENV!RONYvIENTAL ASSESS11ENT
NEWWWBi ET9 SYSTEM

NflEOFOMWEMENT . StUDY
- PUC WUT QUESTED

Ths Towns?ip 01 Sf has td1aed S tid ne1 for tewater treatment
seMeesinlhe easting . 01NLMpotntiaIneedfor
wastaijjfreinenwvlcasto rritibe :. Of wiLwe to the e4ent
eni&oned in the Olfictal P?i. These services would sails pronckal pdky
statents rncnmendiflq ftmw (drfcw fotwe i and ntensH1cation
of edsttng tuban ‘ 17w Tcplnterito and evaluate feasible
options for pro’i6dlnØ $ds The iciVwifl be completed
in conjunction with assodatad atues to be ptetod for other settlement areas
within the Township, and may share soRtlons with these other areas andlor
neIghbour rntsIdpaflhIas.

The Thwnslp wishes to enstre that this asseeanient wU consider all fea&bie
ftj$ PUblIC hut and ‘ 1510 the piaiflQ cithe study. 8utect to bi.,:: ::.‘:. 1dd)5 ;b: !‘ ecesejrovatsme
TcwrisNp 01 CeaMew kiten to prved with the conceptuat design of this project
with completion by late OT.

The orolect IS . :.: ,tanned In ‘ With iheSe5 1 and 2 of the Municipal
C135$ EhVifOPflIQfl r .- wish to conineni on die study or
obtain additlonsi lnomWilon please iaderslgned.

This Notice Issued Nwember 27 ‘‘;.

Mr. R J. Sjraggs DlrecnwofPubhbzb R. £ Bnmside &Asocetes Ltd
Tc!wew

___

17decnStreet
St3. Qr
Lf ISO ri it a 1zvbeiw P Eg.
I4: 705-42S-6230 7d O5-4M5
F 705-425-0258 F8 705-446.2399

Iixi

I refer to the advertisement above. Please put me on the list for distribution of public
materials in connection with this Class Environmental Assessment Please provide me
with all materials that are public information at the present time. In particular, please
provide me with a copy of the resolution Council passed authorizing this work be
undertaken. In addition, please advise the extent of the potential need for wastewater
treatment services in the existing community ofNew Lowell, as well as the potential need
for wastewater treatment services to permit the development of New Lowell to the extent
envisioned in the Official Plan. What is the “extent envisioned in the Official Plan to
which you refer?

The information I have from the municipality to date is that there is no sufficient growth
contemplated by the Official Plan that would necessitate the expenditure of taxpayer
dollars on this Class Environmental Assessment.



Regards,
Art Mcllwain
3480 Lavender Hill Road
Creemore
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gDsc@bellnet.ca



From: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain
To: R.H. Mayberry; Bob Campbell;

Richard Spragcjs;
Subject: Nottawa Class Environmental Assessment
Date: November 30, 2006 2:45:06 PM
Attachments: clii imacie002jpcj

NOflAWA-WAS1TRETMENT SYSTEM
NGflCE CWGOMMENGEMENT OFSTUDY

- PUBL1C INPUT REQUESTEU
The TOwnSh of Cfeannew haS identified poteaL nedW provide wastewat’e
treatment in the eist1iç community of NoIta as weil as a potntat .ned ftw
wastewater t eath ntseivces to peniiit th dee[opmet of Nottawa to the extent
stabhshed in theOfflcraI PIThesesvices will satisfy provtnaal pdicy statements
rcommesflngfdI municipal servlang for lUture growth and Intensification olexisting
urban 4evetopment The Townsh mtends to identifyand eafuat feaj1*optons
for providmg th wastawatr treahTent capability Tie stLIdy nli becvmplete6 in
cmiUnct[on witfrassoclateci studies to b eomprete for other settlement areas
within the 1wnshJp, and may share solutions with Ihese other areas andlor
néighbguriflg rninrcipaiitres.

The Township wishes to ensure that this asseSsnent wilt consider ati feasible
solutions PLrbftc ipi4 and cmmettare ted tor incoipaatR,n in the plannihg
of the study Subject to commentsiecewed and the receipt of necessaryprovais
the Toivnship of Cteaew infend to ptp. with the cnceptraI 4estqn of this
project with completion by late 2007
The projct is being Øanned acofdance. with PhaSes I and 2 of the Muflcipel
Class Envwoflrnentat Assessment process It u wish ip comment on the studrOrottain addtionat infannatn, please cofltaCt the undersiqned,

Ths Notice issued Noyember 27.. 2008

MrA £ Spni Dãect QtPibiicikg U. uniside kAucitesLtd
ñngs

217 cMmSwee Collingwoo4 Ontaio
Siauei, Qubuip 19’f4J6
L0M1Sl AHryRE
Tet 75-42623O Tel’ 74-Ot3
Fax; 75$28-O28S 7054W399’
rpagdeviewt9Loiica 1nayy4I,miccm.

I refer to the advertisement above. Please put me on the list for distribution of
public materials in connection with this Class Environmental Assessment. Please
provide me with all materials that are public information at the present time. In
particular, please provide me with a copy of the resolution Council passed
authorizing this work be undertaken. In addition, please advise the extent of the
potential need for wastewater treatment services in the existing community of



Nottawa, as well as the potential need for wastewater treatment services to permit
the development ofNottawa to the extent envisioned in the Official Plan. What is
the “extent envisioned in the Official Plan to which you refer?

The information I have from the municipality to date is that there is no sufficient
growth contemplated by the Official Plan that would necessitate the expenditure
of taxpayer dollars on this Class Environmental Assessment.

Regards,
Art McI Iwairi
3480 Lavender Hill Road
Creemore
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca



From: Gleneden - Art McIiwain
To: Gleneden - Art McIIwain; R.H. Mayberry; Bob Campbell;

Richard Spracias;
Subject: Stayner Class Environmental Assessment
Date: November 30, 2006 2:55:42 PM
Attachments: cliii imaaeOO2.ipci

A A
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cacitp in’ the. ommunity of StayCr to meet service demands on the existinq
thfrauchirekon pwiectedgOwthteddevelopment areaowdaiy.
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dcapatitr orthe Staynar tewateF Trealnient Fant. The study will 1* completed in
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I refer to the advertisement above. Please put me on the list for distribution of
public materials in connection with this Class Environmental Assessment. Please
provide me with all materials that are public information at the present time. In
particular, please provide me with a copy of the resolution Council passed
authorizing this work be undertaken. In addition, please advise the extent of the
“need for increased wastewater treatment capacity in the community of Stayner to
meet service demands on the existing infrastructure from projected growth within



the designated development area boundary” to which you refer, and the extent of
the “projected growth” itself.

The information I have from the municipality to date is that there is no sufficient
growth contemplated by the Official Plan that would necessitate the expenditure
of taxpayer dollars on this Class Environmental Assessment.

Regards,
Art Mcllwain
3480 Lavender Hill Road
Creemore
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc(bellnet. ca



From: Gleneden - Art McIlwain
To: R.H. Mayberry; Bob Campbell; Richard Spraggs;
Subject: New Lowell, Nottawa, Stayner Class Environmental Assessments
Date: November 30, 2006 3:00:54 PM

I wrote requesting information about the New Lowell, Nottawa, and Stayner Class
Environmental Assessments. My preference is to receive it by e-mail as a .pdf
attachment, or by fax. If you decide to mail it. my contact particulars are below:

Regards
Art Mcllwain
416 777 1325 Phone
416 777 1329 Fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street West, PC Box 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7



From: Richard Spracips
To: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain; R.H. Mayberry; Bob Campbell;
Subject: RE: New Lowell, Nottawa, Stayner Class Environmental Assessments
Date: December 7, 2006 8:20:54 AM
Attachments: Clearview EA Resolution.pdf

Council resolution as requested
Richard Spraggs

From: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, November 30, 2006 3:01 PM
To: R.H. Mayberry; Bob Campbell; Richard Spraggs
Subject: New Lowell, Nottawa, Stayner Class Environmental Assessments

I wrote requesting information about the New Lowell, Nottawa, and Stayner
Class Environmental Assessments. My preference is to receive it by e-mail
as a .pdf attachment, or by fax. If you decide to mail it, my contact
particulars are below:

Regards
Art Mdllwain
416 777 1325 Phone
416 777 1329 Fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street West, P0 Box 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content byVPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain
To: Richard Spraggs;
Subject: Re: New Lowell, Nottawa, Stayner Class Environmental Assessments
Date: December 7, 2006 10:31:23 AM

Thanks, Richard. Please send a copy of the Terms of Reference the Resolution
mentions.

Original Message
!1i :

:‘.‘+

To: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain; R.H. Mayberrv; Bob Campbell
Sent: Thursday, December 07, 2006 8:21 AM
Subject: RE: New Lowell, Nottawa, Stayner Class Environmental Assessments

Council resolution as requested
Richard Spraggs

From: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, November 30, 2006 3:01 PM
To: R.H. Mayberry; Bob Campbell; Richard Spraggs
Subject: New Lowell, Nottawa, Stayner Class Environmental Assessments

I wrote requesting information about the New Lowell, Nottawa, and
Stayner Class Environmental Assessments. My preference is to receive it
by e-mail as a .pdf attachment, or by fax. If you decide to mail it, my
contact particulars are below:

Regards
Art Mcllwain
416 777 1325 Phone
416777 1329 Fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street West, P0 Box 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7



This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content byVPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: Gleneden - Art McIlwaln
To: Bob Campbell Clerk Clearview Township;

Richard Spracicis;
Subject: Sewage and Water Class Environmental Assessments
Date: January 5, 2007 1:43:3 1 PM

I write again asking for the approved Terms of Reference for these Class
Environmental Assessments and for an open declaration about what growth these
Assessments are planning for. Nearly two years ago in March 2005 Council’s
Planning Committee held a statutory Public Meeting. The Director of Planning
and Development proposed Official Plan amendments to expand settlement areas
for Stayner, New Lowell, Brentwood, Nottawa, Bateaux, and the Collingwood
airport. He reported in writing to Council that “The proposed amendments were
initiated under the former Provincial Policy Statement and, as such, are not subject
to the March 2005 Provincial Policy Statement.” That was untrue, of course, as
the transition regulations make clear. Of particular concern now is the further
statement that I did not then understand: “The proposed amendments are
consistent with the approved Terms of Reference for an ongoing Class
Environmental Assessment Sewage and Water Servicing Study.”

Can it possibly be the case that the Township of Clearview is even now engaged
in an expensive (press reports indicate in excess of $100,000 dollars) Municipal
Class Environmental Assessment process to provide sewage and water treatment
infrastructure for these benighted expanded settlement areas? Not only does PPS
2005 apply to this matter, but it clearly forbids the expansion of these settlement
areas, particularly into prime agricultural land. No good planning principle is
being applied here if that is what the Township of Clearview is engaged in.

Please provide me with the information I have repeatedly requested.

The Planning report is attached.

Regards
Gleneden PropertyService Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per

Art Mcllwain
Designated Broker
416 777 1325 Phone
416 777 1329 Fax
spsc@beIlnet.ca



Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street West P0 Box 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7



From: Richard Spracicis
To: Glenederi - Art Mcllwain;
Subject: RE: New Lowell, Notawa, Stayner Class Environmental Assessments
Date: January 5, 2007 1:43:52 PM
Attachments: Terms of Ref Clearview EA.pdf

As requested

From: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, December 07, 2006 10:31 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Re: New Lowell, Nottawa, Stayner Class Environmental Assessments

Thanks, Richard. Please send a copy of the Terms of Reference the Resolution
mentions.

Original Message

_____________

? --; 4,

To: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain ; R.H. Mayberry; Bob Campbell
Sent: Thursday, December 07, 2006 8:21 AM
Subject: RE: New Lowell, Nottawa, Stayner Class Environmental Assessments

Council resolution as requested
Richard Spraggs

From: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, November 30, 2006 3:01 PM
To: R.H. Mayberry; Bob Campbell; Richard Spraggs
Subject: New Lowell, Nottawa, Stayner Class Environmental Assessments

I wrote requesting information about the New Lowell, Nottawa, and
Stayner Class Environmental Assessments. My preference is to receive it
by e-mail as a .pdf attachment, or by fax. If you decide to mail it, my
contact particulars are below:

Regards
Art Mcllwain
416 777 1325 Phone



416 777 1329 Fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street West, P0 Box 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content byVPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell;
Subject: Sewage and Water Class Environmental Assessments
Date: January 5, 2007 1:45:22 PM
Attachments: Settlement Areas. pdf

Attachment missing from original attached to this one.

Original Message
From: Gleneden - Art MclIwain
To: Bob Campbell Clerk Clearview Township; Richard SDraggs
Sent: Friday, January 05, 2007 1:43 PM
Subject: Sewage and Water Class Environmental Assessments

I write again asking for the approved Terms of Reference for these Class
Environmental Assessments and for an open declaration about what growth these
Assessments are planning for. Nearly two years ago in March 2005 Council’s
Planning Committee held a statutory Public Meeting. The Director of Planning
and Development proposed Official Plan amendments to expand settlement areas
for Stayner, New Lowell, Brentwood, Nottawa, Bateaux, and the Collingwood
airport. He reported in writing to Council that “The proposed amendments were
initiated under the former Provincial Policy Statement and, as such, are not subject
to the March 2005 Provincial Policy Statement.” That was untrue, of course, as
the transition regulations make clear. Of particular concern now is the further
statement that I did not then understand: “The proposed amendments are
consistent with the approved Terms of Reference for an ongoing Class
Environmental Assessment Sewage and Water Servicing Study.”

Can it possibly be the case that the Township of Clearview is even now engaged
in an expensive (press reports indicate in excess of $100,000 dollars) Municipal
Class Environmental Assessment process to provide sewage and water treatment
infrastructure for these benighted expanded settlement areas? Not only does PPS
2005 apply to this matter, but it clearly forbids the expansion of these settlement
areas, particularly into prime agricultural land. No good planning principle is
being applied here if that is what the Township of Clearview is engaged in.

Please provide me with the information I have repeatedly requested.

The Planning report is attached.

Regards



Gleneden PropertyService Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per

Art McI Iwain
Designated Broker
416 777 1325 Phone
416 777 1329 Fax
gDsc@bellnet.ca
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street West, P0 Box 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7



From: Gleneden - Art Mcliwain
To: Richard Spraggs;
Subject: Re: New Lowell, Nottawa, Stayner Class Environmental Assessments
Date: January 5, 2007 1:47:34 PM

Hi Richard.

I got this a heartbeat after I sent my renewed request. Thank you for it.

Art

Original Message
FromRic ard Spracicis
To: Gleneden - Art McI Iwain
Sent: Friday, January 05, 2007 1:45 PM
Subject: RE: New Lowell, Nottawa, Stayner Class Environmental Assessments

As requested

From: Glerieden - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, December 07, 2006 10:31 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Re: New Lowell, Nottawa, Stayner Class Environmental Assessments

Thanks. Richard. Please send a copy of the Terms of Reference the Resolution
mentions.

Original Message
From: Richard Siqs’
To: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain ; R.H. Mayberrv; Bob Campbell
Sent: Thursday, December 07, 2006 8:21 AM
Subject: RE: New Lowell, Nottawa, Stayner Class Environmental
Assessments

Council resolution as requested
Richard Spraggs

From: Gleneden - Art McIlwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, November 30, 2006 3:01 PM
To: R.H. Mayberry; Bob Campbell; Richard Spraggs



Subject: New Lowell, Nottawa, Stayner Class Environmental Assessments

I wrote requesting information about the New Lowell, Nottawa, and
Stayner Class Environmental Assessments. My preference is to receive
it by e-mail as a .pdf attachment, or by fax. If you decide to mail it, my
contact particulars are below:

Regards
Art Mcllwain
416 777 1325 Phone
416 777 1329 Fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street West, P0 Box 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content byVPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: Richard Spracips
To: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain; Bob Campbell;
Subject: RE: Sewage and Water Class Environmental Assessments
Date: January 5, 2007 1:48:55 PM

Terms of reference has just been sent — great mind must think alike as the Terms of
Reference was e-mailed seconds before getting your e-mail; thought that I sent the
terms of reference not only to you but also to me.

Richard J. Spraggs, P.Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Gleneden - Art Mdlwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, January 05, 2007 1:44 PM
To: Bob Campbell; Richard Spraggs
Subject: Sewage and Water Class Environmental Assessments

I write again asking for the approved Terms of Reference for these Class
Environmental Assessments and for an open declaration about what growth
these Assessments are planning for. Nearly two years ago in March 2005
Council’s Planning Committee held a statutory Public Meeting. The
Director of Planning and Development proposed Official Plan amendments
to expand settlement areas for Stayner, New Lowell, Brentwood, Nottawa,
Bateaux, and the Collingwood airport. He reported in writing to Council that
“The proposed amendments were initiated under the former Provincial
Policy Statement and, as such, are not subject to the March 2005 Provincial
Policy Statement.” That was untrue, of course, as the transition regulations
make clear. Of particular concern now is the further statement that I did not
then understand: “The proposed amendments are consistent with the
approved Terms of Reference for an ongoing Class Environmental
Assessment Sewage and Water Servicing Study.”

Can it possibly be the case that the Township of Clearview is even now
engaged in an expensive (press reports indicate in excess of $100,000
dollars) Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process to provide
sewage and water treatment infrastructure for these benighted expanded
settlement areas? Not only does PPS 2005 apply to this matter, but it clearly
forbids the expansion of these settlement areas, particularly into prime
agricultural land. No good planning principle is being applied here if that is
what the Township of Clearview is engaged in.



Please provide me with the information I have repeatedly requested.

The Planning report is attached.

Regards
Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per

Art Mcllwain
Designated Broker
416 777 1325 Phone
416 777 1329 Fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street West, P0 Box 58
Toronto ON MSK 1E7

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: Richard SprapQs
To: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain;

Bob Campbell;
cc: Peciay Salma;
Subject: RE: Clearview Water EA
Date: February 2, 2007 4: 13:39 PM

The Consultant is updating CouncU on the EA progress at the meeting this Monday
Evening FEB 5, 2007.
Richard Spraggs

From: Gleneden - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2007 8:57 AM
To: Bob Campbell
Cc: Richard Spraggs; Peggy Sal ma
Subject: Clearview Water EA

Good day Mr. Clerk.

306 days ago I wrote this in the attached letter dealing with a Class
Environmental Assessment for the long-term water supply in Clearview
Township:

“I would like to begin with the statement in your letter: “In each case,
the existing [water] supply is not capable of meeting the needs of the
anticipated growth.” Because that conclusion is the foundation for all
your work, tell me what “anticipated growth” you are planning for.

Council approved a 10-year growth plan on November 8, 2004. It
provides for anticipated growth of 2,718 people — 1,200 in each of
Stayner and Creemore, and 318 elsewhere. Details follow”

Despite several subsequent requests, I have no reply. Rumour has it this
matter may have been discussed at Council on Monday night. I wonder if a
report was tabled that did not make its way on to the Township Web page. If
the rumour is true and there was such a report tabled, please fax it to me.
Regards,

Art Mcllwain
3480 Lavender Hill Road
Cre em ore
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax



psc@beIInetca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain
To: Richard Spraggs;
cc: Bob Campbell;

Pegav Salma;
Subject: Cleaiview Water EA
Date: February 2, 2007 4:43:27 PM

Thank you for the “heads up” Richard. I will not be able to attend the meeting, but
would appreciate receiving copies of any handout materials or visual aids used in the
update. Byway of input for your meeting with Council, and the Environmental Class
Assessment itself, I understand the Official Plan sets out Council’s growth plan for
Clearview Township and there is no authority from Council to prepare a Class
Environmental Assessment otherwise than in accordance with its provisions.

The Official Plan makes clear in its section 1.3 that it is based on a Background
Report. The Background Report was prepared by Ainley. It plans for growth to
18,794 persons by 2021.

It allocates population growth of 892 people to Creemore, 1,500 to New Lowell,
2,500 to Stayner, 14 to Avening, 21 to Batteaux, 75 to Brentwood, 33 to Dunedin,
55 to Duntroon, 15 to Glen Huron, 276 to Nottawa, 35 to Old Sunnidale, and 66 to
Singhampton - a total of 5,482 persons. In addition, it allocates 492 person-
equivalents to accommodate industrial sewage flows in Creemore. If the Class
Environmental Assessment is being prepared on any different basis from this, it is my
position that it is being done without the authority of Council. It is quite difficult to
understand why any Class Environmental Assessment is required for the population
growth allocations that the Official Plan is based on, given the Ainley analysis that
there is sufficient infrastructure in place to accommodate all of this growth to 2021.

Please include this e-mail in the record of comments for the Class Environmental
Assessment.

Please provide a copy of this document to the members of Council so that it will
inform their consideration of this matter on Monday.

Have a pleasant weekend.

I still await the information I requested.

Regards,

Art MclIwain
3480 Lavender Hill Road
Creemore



416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

Original Message
From: Richard Spraggs
To: Glenederi - Art Mcllwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Pegiy Salma
Sent: Friday, February 02, 2007 4:13 PM
Subject: RE: Clearview Water EA

The Consultant is updating Council on the EA progress at the meeting this
Monday Evening FEB 5, 2007.
Richard Spraggs

From: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2007 8:57 AM
To: Bob Campbell
Cc: Richard Spraggs; Peggy Salma
Subject: Clearview Water EA

Good day Mr. Clerk.

306 days ago I wrote this in the attached letter dealing with a Class
Environmental Assessment for the long-term water supply in Clearview
Township:

“I would like to begin with the statement in your letter: “In each
case, the existing [water] supply is not capable of meeting the needs
of the anticipated growth.” Because that conclusion is the
foundation for all your work, tell me what “anticipated growth” you
are planning for.

Council approved a 10-year growth plan on November 8, 2004. It
provides for anticipated growth of 2,718 people — 1,200 in each of
Stayner and Creemore, and 318 elsewhere. Details follow”

Despite several subsequent requests, I have no reply. Rumour has it this
matter may have been discussed at Council on Monday night. I wonder if
a report was tabled that did not make its way on to the Township Web
page. If the rumour is true and there was such a report tabled, please fax it



to me.

Regards,

Art Mcllwain
3480 Lavender Hill Road
Cre em ore
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: Richard Spracicis
To: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain;
cc: Bob Campbell; Peçicw Salma;
Subject: RE: Clearview Water EA
Date: February 5, 2007 1:59: 17 PM
Attachments: Popu Ainley Official Plan RJS.pdf

Mr. Mcllwain

Thank you for your position with regards to the populations per the Official Plan and
that if these populations are not followed then the EA is being done without the
authority of Council. These populations that you have quoted are per the Official
Plan and the Ainley Report. Please find attached a graph that the undersigned did
that illustrates the Ainley populations went to 2016 and the Township’s Official plan
went to 2021. All populations when extended to 2021 are very close to each other.

Council approved the Terms of Reference for the EA Study, Council members have
also been at attendance at our Water EA Public Information Centres and are well
aware of this EA Study. Township Staff and the Consultant Engineers have
provided periodic updates to Council on the status of the EA. There is also an
update tonight.

The Official Plan states in Section 3.7 Municipal Services the following:

3.7.1 Goals
1. It is the municipal services goal of this Official Plan to provide adequate and safe
systems of water supply, sanitary sewage disposal and storm water management to
all areas of development.

3.7.2 Objectives
4. To upgrade and improve existing municipal services to meet future growth
requirements of the Township.

The Official Plan also states Section 2.3.2 Population I Land Need Projections
wherein the Total Population Target is 18,794. This section further states:
‘population forecasts as a basis for the calculation’
these populations/housing statistics and projections provide a useful guideline’
‘the Township’s real growth potential is difficult to precisely quantity
‘recognizing these factors, the housing/population forecasts that have been
developed for this plan are considered conservative and could be exceeded.’
‘It, therefore, is Council’s broader intent that Clearview Growth Rate be monitored
and Official Plan be subject to periodic review’
Therefore in reviewing the forgoing the population is a ‘target’ to be met or not to be
met.



Please note that the Township and its Consultant are working to determine what the
overall need is to service the entire Settlement Area; for instance the need to
service Stayner with sanitary services for instance. In determining the overall need
which may be built out in 30 to 40 to 50 years, then a solution on the intermediate
needs (to 2021) can be adequately analyzed in the overall picture.

It is my opinion that your position is too short sighted (too short a time frame) with
the overall goal of providing future servicing. Using Stayner, as an example again,
from our allocation Reports, there is only 558 units — sewage and 625 units — water.

Please note that I will include your e-mail and my response for Council’s information
in next week’s package and both will also be placed in the record of the Class EA
file, It should be noted that tonight’s presentation is to update Council only on the
status of the EA to date. It is my understanding that there is no actual place in the
EA Process for Council to approve / disapprove the findings of the Class EA.
However Staff will make a presentation of the FINAL EA Study/Findings/Preferred
Solutions and ask for Council’s endorsement.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, February 02, 2007 4:43 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: Bob Campbell; Peggy Salma
Subject: Clearview Water EA

Thank you for the “heads up” Richard. I will not be able to attend the meeting, but
would appreciate receiving copies of any handout materials or visual aids used in the
update. By way of input for your meeting with Council, and the Environmental Class
Assessment itself. I understand the Official Plan sets out Council’s growth plan for
Clearview Township and there is no authorityfrom Council to prepare a Class
Environmental Assessment otherwise than in accordance with its provisions.

The Official Plan makes clear in its section 1.3 that it is based on a Background Report.
The Background Report was prepared byAinley. It plans for growth to 18,794 persons
by2021.

It allocates population growth of 892 people to Creemore. 1,500 to New Lowell, 2,500
to Stayner, 14 to Avening. 21 to Batteaux, 75 to Brentwood, 33 to Dunedin, 55 to
Duntroon, 15 to Glen Huron, 276 to Nottawa, 35 to Old Sunnidale, and 66 to



Singhampton - a total of 5,482 persons. In addition, it allocates 492 person-equivalents
to accommodate industrial sewage flows in Creemore. If the Class Environmental
Assessment is being prepared on any different basis from this, it is my position that it is
being done without the authority of Council. It is quite difficult to understand why any
Class Environmental Assessment is required for the population growth allocations that
the Official Plan is based on, given the Ainley analysis that there is sufficient
infrastructure in place to accommodate all of this growth to 2021.

Please include this e-mail in the record of comments for the Class Environmental
Assessment.

Please provide a copy of this documentto the members of Council so that it will inform
their consideration of this matter on Monday.

Have a pleasant weekend.

I still await the information I requested.

Regards,

Art Mcllwain
3480 Lavender Hill Road
Cre e more
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

Original Message
• . . v-... -.

FromrRichardS.ra
To: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain ; Bob Campbell
Cc: Peiqy Salma
Sent: Friday, February 02, 2007 4:13 PM
Subject: RE: Clearview Water EA

The Consultant is updating Council on the EA progress at the meeting this
Monday Evening FEB 5, 2007.
Richard Spraggs

From: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2007 8:57 AM
To: Bob Campbell



Cc: Richard Spraggs; Peggy Sal ma
Subject: Clearview Water EA

Good day Mr. Clerk.

306 days ago I wrote this in the attached letter dealing with a Class
Environmental Assessment for the long-term water supply in Clearview
Township:

“I would like to begin with the statement in your letter: CJ each
case, the existing [water] supply is not capable of meeting the needs
of the anticipated growth.” Because that conclusion is the
foundation for all your work, tell me what “anticipated growth” you
are planning for.

Council approved a 10-year growth plan on November 8, 2004. It
provides for anticipated growth of 2,718 people — 1,200 in each of
Stayner and Creemore, and 318 elsewhere. Details follow”

Despite several subsequent requests, I have no reply. Rumour has it this
matter may have been discussed at Council on Monday night. I wonder if
a report was tabled that did not make its way on to the Township Web
page. If the rumour is true and there was such a report tabled, please fax it
to me.

Regards,

Art Moliwain
3480 Lavender Hill Road
Cre em ore
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is



believed to be clean.



From: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain
To: Richard Spraggs;
cc: Peggy Salma;

Bob Campbell;
Subject: Re: Clearview Water EA
Date: February 5, 2007 4:06:25 PM

H Richard. I expect our conversations about this matter will continue, and I find your
response below helpful in understanding what you are thinking. I re-read the
Background Report after reading your statement that the Ainley populations went to
2021. I have the Official Plan Background ReportthatAinley wrote in front of me
now as I did when I wrote to you. The Ainley population growth allocations I quoted
went to 2021, not 2016. The numbers are in Figure 4.

I repeat, Council has a growth plan that extends to 2021. It results in a total
population of 18,794 people, allocated in the way I describe in my Friday e-mail.

I appreciate you putting this matter before Council tonight, It sounds like we will
have time to get to the bottom of this before the Class EA is finished. Please put this
reply in front of Council this evening, and in the record of the Class EA.

Regards,

Art Mcllwain
3480 Lavender Hill Road
Creemore
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
sc@ bell net. ca

Original Message

From. Richard Spraq
To: Gleneden - Art McI Iwain
Cc: Bob Campbell; Peciy Salma
Sent: Monday, February 05, 2007 1:59 PM
Subject: RE: Clearview Water EA

Mr. Mcllwain

Thank you for your position with regards to the populations per the Official Plan
and that if these populations are not followed then the EA is being done without
the authority of Council. These populations that you have quoted are per the



Official Plan and the Ainley Report. Please find attached a graph that the
undersigned did that illustrates the Ainley populations went to 2016 and the
Township’s Official plan went to 2021. All populations when extended to 2021 are
very close to each other.

Council approved the Terms of Reference for the EA Study, Council members
have also been at attendance at our Water EA Public Information Centres and
are well aware of this EA Study. Township Staff and the Consultant Engineers
have provided periodic updates to Council on the status of the EA. There is also
an update tonight.

The Official Plan states in Section 3.7 Municipal Services the following:

3.7.1 Goals
1. It is the municipal services goal of this Official Plan to provide adequate and
safe systems of water supply, sanitary sewage disposal and storm water
management to all areas of development.

3.7.2 Objectives
4. To upgrade and improve existing municipal services to meet future growth
requirements of the Township.

The Official Plan also states Section 2.3.2 Population / Land Need Projections
wherein the Total Population Target is 18,794. This section further states:
‘population forecasts as a basis for the calculation’
‘these populations/housing statistics and projections provide a useful guideline’
‘the Township’s real growth potential is difficult to precisely quantify
‘recognizing these factors, the housing/population forecasts that have been
developed for this plan are considered conservative and could be exceeded.’
‘It, therefore, is Council’s broader intent that Clearview Growth Rate be
monitored and Official Plan be subject to periodic review’
Therefore in reviewing the forgoing the population is a ‘target’ to be met or not to
be met.

Please note that the Township and its Consultant are working to determine what
the overall need is to service the entire Settlement Area; for instance the need to
service Stayner with sanitary services for instance. In determining the overall
need which may be built out in 30 to 40 to 50 years, then a solution on the
intermediate needs (to 2021) can be adequately analyzed in the overall picture.

It is my opinion that your position is too short sighted (too short a time frame) with
the overall goal of providing future servicing. Using Stayrier, as an example again,
from our allocation Reports, there is only 558 units — sewage and 625 units —

water.



Please note that I will include your e-mail and my response for Council’s
information in next week’s package and both will also be placed in the record of
the Class EA file, It should be noted that tonight’s presentation is to update
Council only on the status of the EA to date. It is my understanding that there is
no actual place in the EA Process for Council to approve I disapprove the findings
of the Class EA. However Staff will make a presentation of the FINAL EA Study/
Findings/Preferred Solutions and ask for Council’s endorsement.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, February 02, 2007 4:43 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: Bob Campbell; Peggy Salma
Subject: Clearview Water EA

Thank you for the “heads up” Richard. I will not be able to attend the meeting, but
would appreciate receiving copies of any handout materials or visual aids used in the
update. By way of input for your meeting with Council, and the Environmental Class
Assessment itself, I understand the Official Plan sets out Council’s growth plan for
Clearview Township and there is no authorilyfrom Council to prepare a Class
Environmental Assessment otherwise than in accordance with its provisions.

The Official Plan makes clear in its section 1.3 that it is based on a Background
Report. The Background Report was prepared byAinley. It plans for growth to
18,794 persons by 2021.

It allocates population growth of 892 people to Creemore, 1,500 to New Lowell,
2,500 to Stayner, 14 to Avening, 21 to Batteaux, 75 to Brentwood, 33 to Dunedin, 55
to Duntroon, 15 to Glen Huron, 276 to Nottawa, 35 to Old Sunnidale, and 66 to
Singhampton - a total of 5,482 persons. In addition, it allocates 492 person-
equivalents to accommodate industrial sewage flows in Creemore. If the Class
Environmental Assessment is being prepared on any different basis from this, it is my
position that it is being done without the authorilyof Council. It is quite difficuitto
understand why any Class Environmental Assessment is required for the population
growth allocations that the Official Plan is based on, given the Ainley analysis that
there is sufficient infrastructure in place to accommodate all of this growth to 2021.

Please include this e-mail in the record of comments for the Class Environmental



Assessme nt.

Please provide a copy of this document to the members of Council so that it will
inform their consideration of this matter on Monday.

Have a pleasant weekend.

I still await the information I requested.

Regards,

Art Mcllwain
3480 Lavender Hill Road
Cre em ore
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

Original Message
From: Richard Spraqis
To: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain ; Bob Campbell
Cc: Peggy Salma
Sent: Friday, February 02, 2007 4:13 PM
Subject: RE: Clearview Water EA

The Consultant is updating Council on the EA progress at the meeting this
Monday Evening FEB 5, 2007.
Richard Spraggs

From: Gleneden - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.caj
Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2007 8:57 AM
To: Bob Campbell
Cc: Richard Spraggs; Peggy Salma
Subject: Clearview Water EA

Good day Mr. Clerk.

306 days ago I wrote this in the attached letter dealing with a Class
Environmental Assessment for the long-term water supply in Clearview
Township:

“I would like to begin with the statement in your letter: In each



case, the existing [waterl supply is not capable of meeting the
needs of the anticipated growth.” Because that conclusion is the
foundation for all your work, tell me what “anticipated growth”
you are planning for.

Council approved a 10-year growth plan on November 8, 2004. It
provides for anticipated growth of 2,718 people — 1,200 in each of
Stayner and Creemore, and 318 elsewhere. Details follow”

Despite several subsequent requests, I have no reply. Rumour has it this
matter may have been discussed at Council on Monday night. I wonder
if a report was tabled that did not make its way on to the Township Web
page. If the rumour is true and there was such a report tabled, please fax
ittome.

Regards,

Art Mcllwain
3480 Lavender Hill Road
Creemore
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: Richard Spracicis
To: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain;
Subject: RE: Clearview Water EA
Date: February 6, 2007 11:26:23 AM

I will forward this Feb 5, 2007 4:06 PM e-mail and the other e-mails attached to
Council in their Council Envelope. This will be also added to the Municipal Class EA
File.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Gleneden - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 05, 2007 4:06 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: Peggy Salma; Bob Campbell
Subject: Re: Clearview Water EA

Hi Richard. I expect our conversations about this matter will continue, and I find your
response below helpful in understanding whatyou are thinking. I re-read the
Background Report after reading your statement that the Ainley populations went to
2021. I have the Official Plan Background ReportthatAinleywrote in front of me now
as I did when I wrote to you. The Ainley population growth allocations I quoted went to
2021, not 2016. The numbers are in Figure 4.

I repeat, Council has a growth plan that extends to 2021. It results in a total population
of 18,794 people, allocated in the wayl describe in myFridaye-mail.

I appreciate you putting this matter before Council tonight. It sounds like we will have
time to get to the bottom of this before the Class EA is finished. Please put this reply in
front of Council this evening, and in the record of the Class EA.

Regards,

Art Mcllwain
3480 Lavender Hill Road
Cre em ore
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gnsc@bellnet.ca

Original Message



From: Richard Sraqis
To: Gleneden - Art McI Iwain
Cc: Bob Campbell ; Peciy Salma
Sent: Monday, February 05, 2007 1:59 PM
Subject: RE: Clearview Water EA

Mr. Mcllwain

Thank you for your position with regards to the populations per the Official Plan
and that if these populations are not followed then the EA is being done without
the authority of Council. These populations that you have quoted are per the
Official Plan and the Ainley Report. Please find attached a graph that the
undersigned did that illustrates the Ainley populations went to 2016 and the
Township’s Official plan went to 2021. All populations when extended to 2021 are
very close to each other.

Council approved the Terms of Reference for the EA Study, Council members
have also been at attendance at our Water EA Public Information Centres and
are well aware of this EA Study. Township Staff and the Consultant Engineers
have provided periodic updates to Council on the status of the EA. There is also
an update tonight.

The Official Plan states in Section 3.7 Municipal Services the following:

3.7.1 Goals
1. It is the municipal services goal of this Official Plan to provide adequate and
safe systems of water supply, sanitary sewage disposal and storm water
management to all areas of development.

3.7.2 Objectives
4. To upgrade and improve existing municipal services to meet future growth
requirements of the Township.

The Official Plan also states Section 2.3.2 Population / Land Need Projections
wherein the Total Population Target is 18,794. This section further states:
‘population forecasts as a basis for the calculation’
‘these populations/housing statistics and projections provide a useful guideline’
‘the Township’s real growth potential is difficult to precisely quantify
‘recognizing these factors, the housing/population forecasts that have been
developed for this plan are considered conservative and could be exceeded.’
‘It, therefore, is Council’s broader intent that Clearview Growth Rate be
monitored and Official Plan be subject to periodic review’
Therefore in reviewing the forgoing the population is a ‘target’ to be met or not to



be met.

Please note that the Township and its Consultant are working to determine what
the overall need is to service the entire Settlement Area; for instance the need to
service Stayner with sanitary services for instance. In determining the overall
need which may be built out in 30 to 40 to 50 years, then a solution on the
intermediate needs (to 2021) can be adequately analyzed in the overall picture.

It is my opinion that your position is too short sighted (too short a time frame) with
the overall goal of providing future servicing. Using Stayner, as an example again,
from our allocation Reports, there is only 558 units — sewage and 625 units —

water.

Please note that I will include your e-mail and my response for Council’s
information in next week’s package and both will also be placed in the record of
the Class EA file. It should be noted that tonight’s presentation is to update
Council only on the status of the EA to date, It is my understanding that there is
no actual place in the EA Process for Council to approve / disapprove the findings
of the Class EA. However Staff will make a presentation of the FINAL EA Study?
Findings/Preferred Solutions and ask for Council’s endorsement.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Gleneden - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, February 02, 2007 4:43 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: Bob Campbell; Peggy Salma
Subject: Clearview Water EA

Thank you for the “heads up” Richard. I will not be able to attend the meeting, but
would appreciate receiving copies of any handout materials or visual aids used in the
update. By way of input for your meeting with Council, and the Environmental Class
Assessment itself, I understand the Official Plan sets out Council’s growth plan for
Clearview Township and there is no authorityfrom Council to prepare a Class
Environmental Assessment otherwise than in accordance with its provisions.

The Official Plan makes clear in its section 1.3 that it is based on a Background
Report. The Background Report was prepared by Ainley. It plans for growth to
18,794 persons by 2021.

It allocates population growth of 892 people to Creemore, 1,500 to New Lowell,



2,500 to Stayner, 14 to Avening, 21 to Batteaux. 75 to Brentwood, 33 to Dunedin, 55
to Duntroon. 15 to Glen Huron, 276 to Nottawa, 35 to Old Sunnidale, and 66 to
Singhampton - a total of 5.482 persons. In addition, it allocates 492 person-
equivalents to accommodate industrial sewageflows in Creemore. If the Class
Environmental Assessment is being prepared on any different basis from this, it is my
position that it is being done without the authority of Council. It is quite difficult to
understand why any Class Environmental Assessment is required for the population
growth allocations that the Official Plan is based on. given the Ainley analysis that
there is sufficient infrastructure in place to accommodate all of this growth to 2021.

Please include this e-mail in the record of comments for the Class Environmental
Assessment.

Please provide a copy of this document to the members of Council so that it will
inform their consideration of this matter on Monday.

Have a pleasant weekend.

I still await the information I requested.

Regards.

Art Mcllwain
3480 Lavender Hill Road
Cre em ore
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
spsc@beIInet.ca

Original Message
From: Richard S ra s
To: Gleneden - Art McIIwain ; Bob Campbell
Cc: Pecigy Salma
Sent: Friday, February 02, 2007 4:13 PM
Subject: RE: Clearview Water EA

The Consultant is updating Council on the EA progress at the meeting this
Monday Evening FEB 5, 2007.
Richard Spraggs

From: Glerieden - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]



Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2007 8:57 AM
To: Bob Campbell
Cc: Richard Spraggs; Peggy Salma
Subject: Clearview Water EA

Good day Mr. Clerk.

306 days ago I wrote this in the attached letter dealing with a Class
Environmental Assessment for the long-term water supply in Clearview
Township:

“I would like to begin with the statement in your letter: “In each
case, the existing [water] supply is not capable of meeting the
needs of the anticipated growth.” Because that conclusion is the
foundation for all your work, tell me what “anticipated growth”
you are planning for.

Council approved a 10-year growth plan on November 8, 2004. It
provides for anticipated growth of 2,718 people — 1,200 in each of
Stayner and Creemore, and 318 elsewhere. Details follow”

Despite several subsequent requests, I have no reply. Rumour has it this
matter may have been discussed at Council on Monday night. I wonder
if a report was tabled that did not make its way on to the Township Web
page. If the rumour is true and there was such a report tabled, please fax
it to me.

Regards,

Art Mcllwain
3480 Lavender Hill Road
Creemore
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gesc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.
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From: Richard SDragcJs
To: Gleneden - Art McIIwain;
Subject: Presentation to Council -- Feb 5, 2007
Date: February 6, 2007 12:21:19 PM
Attachments: 070131 EA Update Clearview MG 03 4662 MGE 08394 1 (2.pdf



From: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain
To: Richard Sprapgs;
Subject: Re: Clearview Water EA
Date: February 6, 2007 2:59:18 PM

Thanks, Richard

Original Message
From: Richar Spraggs

To: Gleneden - Art MclJwain

Sent: Tuesday, February 06, 2007 11:26 AM
Subject: RE: Clearview Water EA

I will forward this Feb 5, 2007 4:06 PM e-mail and the other e-mails aftached to
Council in their Council Envelope. This will be also added to the Municipal Class
EA File.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 05, 2007 4:06 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: Peggy Salma; Bob Campbell
Subject: Re: Clearview Water EA

Hi Richard. I expect our conversations about this matter will continue, and I find your
response below helpful in understanding whatyou are thinking. I re-read the
Background Report after reading your statement that the Ainley populations went to
2021. I have the Official Plan Background ReportthatAinleywrote in front of me now
as I did when I wrote to you. The Ainley population growth allocations I quoted went to
2021, not 2016. The numbers are in Figure 4.

I repeat, Council has a growth plan that extends to 2021. It results in a total
population of 18,794 people, allocated in the way I describe in my Friday e-mail.

I appreciate you putting this matter before Council tonight. It sounds like we will have
timetogettothe bottom ofthis beforethe Class EAisfinished. Please putthis reply
in front of Council this evening, and in the record of the Class EA.

Regards,



Art McIIwain
3480 Lavender Hill Road
Creemore
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

Original Message

From: Richard Spragqs
To: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain
Cc: Bob Campbell; Peggy Salma
Sent: Monday, February 05, 2007 1:59 PM
Subject: RE: Clearview Water EA

Mr. Mcllwain

Thank you for your position with regards to the populations per the Official Plan
and that if these populations are not followed then the EA is being done without
the authority of Council. These populations that you have quoted are per the
Official Plan and the Ainley Report. Please find attached a graph that the
undersigned did that illustrates the Ainley populations went to 2016 and the
Township’s Official plan went to 2021. All populations when extended to 2021
are very close to each other.

Council approved the Terms of Reference for the EA Study, Council members
have also been at attendance at our Water EA Public Information Centres and
are well aware of this EA Study. Township Staff and the Consultant Engineers
have provided periodic updates to Council on the status of the EA. There is
also an update tonight.

The Official Plan states in Section 3.7 Municipal Services the following:

3.7.1 Goals
1. It is the municipal services goal of this Official Plan to provide adequate and
safe systems of water supply, sanitary sewage disposal and storm water
management to all areas of development.

3.7.2 Objectives
4. To upgrade and improve existing municipal services to meet future growth
requirements of the Township.

The Official Plan also states Section 2.3.2 Population I Land Need Projections
wherein the Total Population Target is 18,794. This section further states:



‘population forecasts as a basis for the calculation’
‘these populations/housing statistics and projections provide a useful guideline’
‘the Township’s real growth potential is difficult to precisely quantify
‘recognizing these factors, the housing/population forecasts that have been
developed for this plan are considered conservative and could be exceeded.’
‘It, therefore, is Council’s broader intent that Clearview Growth Rate be
monitored and Official Plan be subject to periodic review’
Therefore in reviewing the forgoing the population is a ‘target’ to be met or not
to be met.

Please note that the Township and its Consultant are working to determine
what the overall need is to service the entire Settlement Area; for instance the
need to service Stayner with sanitary services for instance. In determining the
overall need which may be built out in 30 to 40 to 50 years, then a solution on
the intermediate needs (to 2021) can be adequately analyzed in the overall
picture.

It is my opinion that your position is too short sighted (too short a time frame)
with the overall goal of providing future servicing. Using Stayner, as an example
again, from our allocation Reports, there is only 558 units — sewage and 625
units — water.

Please note that I will include your e-mail and my response for Counàil’s
information in next week’s package and both will also be placed in the record of
the Class EA file. It should be noted that tonight’s presentation is to update
Council only on the status of the EA to date, It is my understanding that there is
noactüal plaãe in the EA Proces&for Council to approve / disapprove the
findings of the class EA. However Staff will make a presentation of the FINAL
EA Study/Findins/Preferred Solutions and ask for Council’é endorsement.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Gleneden - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, February 02, 2007 4:43 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: Bob Campbell; Peggy Sal ma
Subject: Clearview Water EA

Thank you for the “heads up” Richard. I will not be able to attend the meeting, but
would appreciate receiving copies of any handout materials or visual aids used in
the update. By way of input for your meeting with Council, and the Environmental



Class Assessment itself, I understand the Official Plan sets out Councils growth
plan for Clearview Township and there is no authority from Council to prepare a
Class Environmental Assessment otherwise than in accordance with its provisions.

The Official Plan makes clear in its section 1.3 that it is based on a Background
Report. The Background Report was prepared byAinley. It plans for growth to
18,794 persons by 2021.

It allocates population growth of 892 people to Creemore. 1,500 to New Lowell,
2,500 to Stayner, 14 to Avening, 21 to Batteaux, 75 to Brentwood, 33 to Dunedin,
55 to Duntroon, 15 to Glen Huron, 276 to Nottawa, 35 to Old Sunnidale, and 66 to
Singhampton - a total of 5,482 persons. In addition, it allocates 492 person-
equivalents to accommodate industrial sewage flows in Creemore. If the Class
Environmental Assessment is being prepared on any different basis from this, it is
my position that it is being done without the authority of Council. It is quite difficult
to understand why any Class Environmental Assessment is required for the
population growth allocations that the Official Plan is based on, given the Ainley
analysis that there is sufficient infrastructure in place to accommodate all of this
growth to 2021.

Please include this e-mail in the record of comments for the Class Environmental
Assessment.

Please provide a copyof this documentto the members of Council so that itwill
inform their consideration of this matter on Monday.

Have a pleasant weekend.

I still await the information I requested.

Regards,

Art Mcllwain
3480 Lavender Hill Road
Cre em ore
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
ppsc@bellnet.ca

Original Message
Prom: Richard Spraqis ,1

To: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain; Bob Campbell



Cc: Peiciy Salma
Sent: Friday, Febwary 02, 2007 4:13 PM
Subject: RE: Clearview Water EA

The Consultant is updating Council on the EA progress at the meeting this
Monday Evening FEB 5, 2007.
Richard Spraggs

From: Gleneden - Art McIlwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2007 8:57 AM
To: Bob Campbell
Cc: Richard Spraggs; Peggy Sal ma
Subject: Clearview Water EA

Good day Mr. Clerk.

306 days ago I wrote this in the attached letter dealing with a Class
Environmental Assessment for the long-term water supply in
Clearview Township:

“I would like to begin with the statement in your letter: “In each
case, the existing [water] supply is not capable of meeting the
needs of the anticipated growth.” Because that conclusion is the
foundation for all your work, tell me what “anticipated growth”
you are planning for.

Council approved a 10-year growth plan on November 8, 2004.
It provides for anticipated growth of 2,718 people — 1,200 in
each of Stayner and Creemore, and 318 elsewhere. Details
follow”

Despite several subsequent requests, I have no reply. Rumour has it
this matter may have been discussed at Council on Monday night. I
wonder if a report was tabled that did not make its way on to the
Township Web page. If the rumour is true and there was such a report
tabled, please fax it to me.

Regards,

Art Mcllwairi
3480 Lavender Hill Road
Creemore
416 777 1325 phone



416 777 1329 fax
ppsc@beIInet.ca
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From: Gleneden - Art McIIwain
To: Richard SpraciQs;
cc: Clerk Campbell;
Subject: Municipal Class Environmenl Assessments
Date: March 9, 2007 4:53:15 PM
Attachments: clIp imape004.ipci

March 9, 2007

Richard Spraggs
Township of Clearview

This is about the water and wastewater treatment Municipal
Class Environmental Assessments. You provided the slides for

the Feb 5th RJ. Burnside presentation. Slide 22 says the

assessment is proceeding as a Schedule B project. The

preliminary solutions all involve construction or major expansions
and high environmental impact.

I obtained a copy of Municipal Class Environmental Assessment

from Municipal Engineers Association. At page A4 it makes clear
such works are properly a Schedule C project. Section A.i.2.3 on
page A5 makes clear failure to follow the process is a breach of
the EA approval under which the parent Class EA was authorized
and therefore places the municipality in breach of the
Environmental Assessment Act.

I encourage you to bring these expensive Environmental
Assessment projects into compliance with the law, or better still
abandon them because the municipality cannot afford the cost of
the infrastructure and the people do not want it.

Yours truly,
Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Per



Art Mcllwain
Broker ofRecord



From: Richard Spraacis
To: Gleneden - Art McIiwaln;
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments
Date: March 15, 2007 2: 10:38 PM
Attachments: imapeooljpq

lB plc 2 sch a b c.pdf

Mr. Mcllwain

Reference is made to the Attachment; this explains the various schedules and the
process that the Township is proceeding with under the Municipal Class EA. This
formed part of the hand out — Information Bulletin at the second PlC. This
adequately describes the Schedule B and Schedule C interaction. You may also
wish to reference the Flow Chart within the Municipal Class Environmental
Assessments Document. The Schedule B is the first two columns and Schedule C
activities are in the last 3 columns.

Please note that the Public Information Centre I & 2 was well attended by the
Public and there was interest shown by the Public for these projects to continue.

Richard J, Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, March 09, 2007 4:53 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: Bob Campbell
Subject: Municipal Class Environ mental Assessments

March 9, 2007

Richard Spraggs
Township of Clearview

This is about the water and wastewater treatment Municipal

Class Environmental Assessments. You provided the slides



for the Feb 5th RJ. Burnside presentation. Slide 22 says the

assessment is proceeding as a Schedule B project. The

preliminary solutions all involve construction or major
expansions and high environmental impact.

I obtained a copy of Municipal Class Environmental

Assessment from Municipal Engineers Association. At page

A4 it makes clear such works are properly a Schedule C

project. Section A.i.2.3 on page A5 makes clear failure to
follow the process is a breach of the EA approval under
which the parent Class EA was authorized and therefore

places the municipality in breach of the Environmental

Assessment Act.

I encourage you to bring these expensive Environmental
Assessment projects into compliance with the law, or better
still abandon them because the municipality cannot afford
the cost of the infrastructure and the people do not want it.

Yours truly,

Gleneden Property Service Corporation

Per

Art Mcllwam

Broker of Record
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From: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain
To: Richard Spracps;
Subject: Re: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments
Date: Marth 15, 2007 7:56:04 PM
Attachments: clip imapeO02.pif

imacie001.ia

Preliminary Solutions: Combined

Stayner, Nottawa and Osler

Satisfies Study Envfroiunent Costs
Objectives rnzpacts

Connec t the Col1i2gweod?ew / Medraie t Capital $ 43i 24
TthPipelisa(C-NT) Pichase $J95M

Total $3DM

Ei5hNewceWSup5rand Capital $ 2424
Ttntftcihy V

The chart above is from Bumside’s presentation to Council. Please read it together with Page
1-18 of Appendix ito the MEA June 2000 Municipal Class Environmental Assessment which
provides at items 2 and 3 that “The following Schedule C activities shall follow the planning
procedure outlined in this document: 2. Construct a new water Irealment plant.. . and 3.
Establish an new surface water source.”

I submit the conclusion is irrefutable — A Schedule C environmental assessment is required.
You are carrying out a Schedule B assessment.

Regards

—--- Original Message
From Richard Spraqas

To: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain
Sent: Thursday, March 15, 2007 2:10 PM
Subject RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments

Mr. Mcllwain

Reference is made to the Attachment; this explains the various schedules and the process that the
Township is proceeding with under the Municipal Class EA. This formed part of the hand out —



Information Bulletin at the second PlC. This adequately describes the Schedule B and Schedule C
interaction. You may also wish to reference the Flow Chart within the Municipal Class Environmental
Assessments Document. The Schedule B is the first two columns and Schedule C activities are in
the last 3 columns.

Please note that the Public Information Centre I & 2 was well attended by the Public and there was
interest shown by the Public for these projects to continue.

Richard J, Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Gieneden - Art McIlwain [mailto:gpsc@beltnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, March 09, 2007 4:53 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: Bob Campbell
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments

March 9, 2007

Richard Spraggs
Township of Clearview

This is about the water and wastewater treatment Municipal Class

Environmental Assessments. You provided the slides for the Feb 5th R.J.
Bumside presentation. Slide 22 says the assessment is proceeding as a
Schedule B project. The preliminary solutions all involve construction or
major expansions and high environmental impact.

I obtained a copy of Municipal Class EnvironmentalAssessment from
Municipal Engineers Association. At page A4 it makes clear such works are
properly a Schedule C project. Section A.i.2.3 on page A5 makes clear
failure to follow the process is a breach of the EA approval under which the
parent Class EA was authorized and therefore places the municipality in
breach of the Environmental Assessment Act.

I encourage you to bring these expensive Environmental Assessment
projects into compliance with the law, or better still abandon them because
the municipality cannot afford the cost of the infrastructure and the people



do not want it.

Yours truly,

Gleneden Property Service Corporation

Per

Art Mcllwain

Broker of Record

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be dean.



From: Richard Spracics
To: Gleneden - Aft Mcllwain;
Subject: Municipal Class EA — Schedule B or Schedule C
Date: March 29, 2007 12:36:34 PM

With regards to your latest e-mail please note that for the Water EA, there were
alternate solutions that were Schedule B and Schedule C.

If you review the Flow Chart, the flow chart allows for Schedule B to flow into a
Schedule C EA. Schedule B is Phase I and II, Schedule C is Phase Ill and IV. By
starting at the Schedule C ‘solutions’ we would be presupposing the Municipal
Class EA Process.

Please note that upon completion of the Schedule B process, and if the solution
was deemed to be under the Schedule C activity, it would be my attention to notify
the Public that the Township would be carrying on the process into a Schedule C
Study.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works



From: Gleneden - Art MclIwain
To: Richard Spracjcjs;
Subject: Municipal Class EA — Schedule B or Schedule C
Date: March 29, 2007 2:02:37 PM

This is what you wrote by e-mail today, and I thank you for it:

With regards to your latest e-mail please note that for the Water EA, there were
alternate solutions that were Schedule B and Schedule C.

If you review the Flow Chart, the flow chart allows for Schedule B to flow into a
Schedule C EA. Schedule B is Phase I and II, Schedule C is Phase Ill and IV. By
starting at the Schedule C solutions’ we would be presupposing the Municipal Class
EA Process.

Please note that upon completion of the Schedule B process, and if the solution was
deemed to be under the Schedule C activity, it would be my attention to notify the
Public that the Township would be carrying on the process into a Schedule C Study.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

This is my reply.

The parent Municipal Class Environmental Assessment enables the planning of
municipal infrastructure to be undertaken in accordance with an approved
procedure designed to protect the environment. The Class EA approach has been
proven to provide an effective way of complying with the Environmental
Assessment Act. It provides a consistent, streamlined and easily understood
process for planning and implementing infrastructure projects and it provides the
flexibility to tailor the planning process to a specific project taking into account
the environmental setting, local public interests and unique project requirements.

That is what the municipality is engaged in — planning and then implementing an
infrastructure project. On the basis of the Burnside presentation it will be vastly
expensive and involve the addition of infrastructure beyond the rated capacity of
the existing water treatment facility. The infrastructure being planned is described
in the Bumside report. There is no doubt it is the type of infrastructre the parent
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment intends to be treated as a Schedule C
matter. It is not possible to identify the design of the infrastructure being planned
as the preferred alternative without following the Schedule C process. There
would be no need for any environmental class assessment at all if the planning
was for infrastructure at the growth levels set out in our Official Plan, because it is



a plan for growth that would not need such infrastructure. It is based on
a background report prepared by a professional engineering organization that
confirms that. I remind you that the the parent Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment makes clear that a wide range of routine upgrades and improvements
are preapproved.

For that reason, I find your statement troublesome. It might mean the
municipality would have concluded what the preferred solution is without first
doing the work, (including the hard work of increased communication with
and listening to public) that a Schedule C matter demands. That would not be
acceptable because of the inherent bias it would bring to the analysis.

There is reason for some hope in your words, though because they likely prevent
the municipality from implementing any infrastructure that involves increasing the
capacity of the existing water system or building new water treatment facilities, or
creating a new source of supply, based solely on Schedule B work, and that is
reassuring. Your words might mean the municipality is not actually planning an
infrastructure project it will implement at all, but merely engaging in feasibility
studies to settle on what infrastructure might look like in a number of different
growth scenarios. If that is the case you could call it engineering studies and I
would have no concern. Engineers do such studies all the time, and they are good
at doing that kind of work. So long as the municipality persists in calling it a
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment, however, it is bound by the law to
follow the rules of the parent Municipal Class Environmental Assessment and in
this case that means following the Schedule C protocols from the outset.

Finally for now, I remind you that the requirement of the Greater Golden
Horseshoe Growth Plan is that municipalities plan on the basis of the growth
provided for in it. Clearly the growth that Burnside is planning for has no regard
for that requirement. That is unacceptable as well.

Respectfully submitted
Arthur Mcllwain
Creemore
416 777 1325 phone
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail



From: Richard Sprapcis
To: Gleneden - Art Mcltwain;
Subject: RE: Municipal Class EA -- Schedule B or Schedule C
Date: March 30, 2007 1:20:51 PM

Thank you for your comments; they are self explanatory; I will forward them to the
Consultant Engineer, who will review them within the context of the Municipal Class
EA work that they are doing, if the Consultant Engineer has any questions or need
clarification on any of your comments they will contact you directly.

Also by this e-mail; I am asking them to place your e-mail and the previous e-mail
(March 9, March 15) into the EA File.

Thank you again for your comments.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2007 2:03 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Municipal Class EA -- Schedule B or Schedule C

This is whatyou wrote by e-mail today, and lthankyou for it

With regards to your latest e-mail please note that for the Water EA, there were
alternate solutions that were Schedule B and Schedule C.

If you review the Flow Chart, the flow chart allows for Schedule B to flow into a Schedule
C EA. Schedule B is Phase I and II, Schedule C is Phase Ill and IV. By starting at the
Schedule C ‘solutions we would be presupposing the Municipal Class EA Process.

Please note that upon completion of the Schedule B process, and if the solution was
deemed to be under the Schedule C activity, it would be my attention to notify the Public
that the Township would be carrying on the process into a Schedule C Study.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

This is my reply.

The parent Municipal Class Environmental Assessment enables the planning
of municipal infrastructure to be undertaken in accordance with an approved



procedure designed to protect the environment. The Class EA approach has
been proven to provide an effective way of complying with the
Environmental Assessment Act. It provides a consistent, streamlined and
easily understood process for planning and implementing infrastructure
projects and it provides the flexibility to tailor the planning process to a
specific project taking into account the environmental setting, local public
interests and unique project requirements.

That is what the municipality is engaged in — planning and then
implementing an infrastructure project. On the basis of the Burnside
presentation it will be vastly expensive and involve the addition of
infrastructure beyond the rated capacity of the existing water treatment
facility. The infrastructure being planned is described in the Bumside
report. There is no doubt it is the type of infrastructre the parent Municipal
Class Environmental Assessment intends to be treated as a Schedule C
matter. It is not possible to identify the design of the infrastructure being
planned as the preferred alternative without following the Schedule C
process. There would be no need for any environmental class assessment at
all if the planning was for infrastructure at the growth levels set out in our
Official Plan, because it is a plan for growth that would not need such
infrastructure. It is based on a background report prepared by a professional
engineering organization that confirms that. I remind you that the the parent
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment makes clear that a wide range of
routine upgrades and improvements are preapproved.

For that reason, I find your statement troublesome. It might mean the
municipality would have concluded what the preferred solution is without
first doing the work, (including the hard work of increased communication
with and listening to public) that a Schedule C matter demands. That would
not be acceptable because of the inherent bias it would bring to the analysis.

There is reason for some hope in your words, though because they likely
prevent the municipality from implementing any infrastructure that involves
increasing the capacity of the existing water system or building new water
treatment facilities, or creating a new source of supply, based solely on
Schedule B work, and that is reassuring. Your words might mean the
municipality is not actually planning an infrastructure project it will
implement at all, but merely engaging in feasibility studies to settle on what



infrastructure might look like in a number of different growth scenarios. If
that is the case you could call it engineering studies and I would have no
concern. Engineers do such studies all the time, and they are good at doing
that kind of work. So long as the municipality persists in calling it a
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment, however, it is bound by the law
to follow the rules of the parent Municipal Class Environmental Assessment
and in this case that means following the Schedule C protocols from the
outset.

Finally for now, I remind you that the requirement of the Greater Golden
Horseshoe Growth Plan is that municipalities plan on the basis of the growth
provided for in it. Clearly the growth that Bumside is planning for has no
regard for that requirement. That is unacceptable as well.

Respectfully submitted
Arthur Mcllwain
Creemore
416 777 1325 phone
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1’), and is
believed to be clean.



From: Gleneden - Art McIlwain
To: Richard Spraggs;
Subject: Municipal Class EA -- Schedule B or Schedule C
Date: March 30, 2007 2: 16:04 PM

Thanks for this Richard. It is a pleasure to work with you.

Original Message
i3: kSprãäa

- -- ‘—. -
- - .- - ..-,..-:.. - -•4•

To: Gleneden -Art Mcllwain
Sent: Friday,’March 30, 2007 1:20 PM
Subject: RE: Municipal Class EA -- Söhedule B or Schedule C

Thank you for your comments; they are self explanatory; I will forward them to the
Consultant Engineer, who will review them within the context of the Municipal
Class EA work that they are doing, if the Consultant Engineer has any questions
or need clarification on any of your comments they will contact you directly.

Also by this e-mail; I am asking them to place your e-mail and the previous e-mail
(March 9, March 15) into the EA File.

Thank you again for your comments.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2007 2:03 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Municipal Class EA -- Schedule B or Schedule C

This is what you wrote by e-mail today, and I thank you for it

With regards to your latest e-mail please note that for the Water EA, there were
alternate solutions that were Schedule B and Schedule C.

If you reviewthe Flow Chart, the flow chartallows for Schedule Bto flow into a
Schedule C EA. Schedule B is Phase I and II, Schedule C is Phase Ill and IV. By starting
at the Schedule C ‘solutions’ we would be presupposing the Municipal Class EA
Process.



Please note that upon completion of the Schedule B process, and if the solution was
deemed to be under the Schedule C activity, it would be my attention to notify the
Public that the Township would be carrying on the process into a Schedule C Study.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

This is my reply.

The parent Municipal Class Environmental Assessment enables the
planning of municipal infrastructure to be undertaken in accordance with
an approved procedure designed to protect the environment. The Class EA
approach has been proven to provide an effective way of complying with
the Environmental Assessment Act. It provides a consistent, streamlined
and easily understood process for planning and implementing
infrastructure projects and it provides the flexibility to tailor the planning
process to a specific project taking into account the environmental setting,
local public interests and unique project requirements.

That is what the municipality is engaged in — planning and then
implementing an infrastructure project. On the basis of the Bumside
presentation it will be vastly expensive and involve the addition of
infrastructure beyond the rated capacity of the existing water treatment
facility. The infrastructure being planned is described in the Bumside
report. There is no doubt it is the type of infrastructre the parent Municipal
Class Environmental Assessment intends to be treated as a Schedule C
matter. It is not possible to identify the design of the infrastructure being
planned as the preferred alternative without following the Schedule C
process. There would be no need for any environmental class assessment
at all if the planning was for infrastructure at the growth levels set out in
our Official Plan, because it is a plan for growth that would not need such
infrastructure. It is based on a background report prepared by a
professional engineering organization that confirms that. I remind you that
the the parent Municipal Class Environmental Assessment makes clear that
a wide range of routine upgrades and improvements are preapproved.

For that reason, I find your statement troublesome. It might mean the
municipality would have concluded what the preferred solution is without
first doing the work, (including the hard work of increased communication



with and listening to public) that a Schedule C matter demands. That
would not be acceptable because of the inherent bias it would bring to the
analysis.

There is reason for some hope in your words, though because they likely
prevent the municipality from implementing any infrastructure that
involves increasing the capacity of the existing water system or building
new water treatment facilities, or creating a new source of supply, based
solely on Schedule B work, and that is reassuring. Your words might
mean the municipality is not actually planning an infrastructure project it
will implement at all, but merely engaging in feasibility studies to settle on
what infrastructure might look like in a number of different growth
scenarios. If that is the case you could call it engineering studies and I
would have no concern. Engineers do such studies all the time, and they
are good at doing that kind of work. So long as the municipality persists in
calling it a Municipal Class Environmental Assessment, however, it is
bound by the law to follow the rules of the parent Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment and in this case that means following the
Schedule C protocols from the outset.

Finally for now, I remind you that the requirement of the Greater Golden
Horseshoe Growth Plan is that municipalities plan on the basis of the
growth provided for in it. Clearly the growth that Bumside is planning for
has no regard for that requirement. That is unacceptable as well.

Respectfully submitted
Arthur Mdllwain
Creemore
416 777 1325 phone
gpsc@belJnet.ca e-mail

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(li, and is



From: GPSC - Art McIIwaIn
To: Robert Mayberry (bmayberry@dbumside.com);
cc: Richard Spracicis (rsrapgs©clearviewtwp.on .ca;
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Burnside File MGE 08394
Date: September 26, 2007 12:03:00 PM

September 25, 2007

RJ. Burnside & Associates Limited
Robert H Mayberry, P. Eng.
Delivered by e-mail to bmayberrv@rjburnside.com copy to

Richard Spraggs by e-mail to rs ra s clearviewtw .on.ca

Please advise the status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments for the
water and wastewater services in Stayner, New Lowell, and Nottawa.

Thank you.

Art McI Iwa in
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail



From: GPSC - Art McIIwaIn
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on .ca);

Bob CamDbeil (bcampbeil@clearviewtwp.on.ca);
cc: Alicia Savage (asavape@clearviewtwp.on.ca);

Doug Measures (dmeasures@clearviewwn.on.ca; “Ken Ferguson”;
Orville Brown (obrown@clearviewtwp.on.ca); “Robert Walker”;
Roger McGIllvray (rmcgillvray@ciearviewtwp.on.ca);
Shawn Davidson (sdavidson©clearviewtwp.on.ca);

Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Inftasbiicture
Date: December 7, 2007 5:32:00 PM

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the
status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that in camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public
work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any purpose that does
not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a
target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted population growth so as to avoid the requirement for any new water
or wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London v RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all
municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply
to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that
way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Cree more matter of
Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are
subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matter to be



considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,
with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the
Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with
respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the
municipality of the City of London broke the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy available
to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the deal Council
made in secret, and that application may be made any time before April 2008 in
connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to
increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty under the law and pleading for it to conduct itself in a way that will increase
public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open
and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for
Monday’s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of



Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art Mcllwain
gpsc@bellnet.ca



From: Richard Spraugs
To: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain;
cc: Councillor Thom Paterson; John Crispo; Sue McKenzie; Don McNalty;

Councillor Doug Measures; Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker;
Councillor Roger McGillvray; Councillor Shawn Davidson;
Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Mayor Ken Ferguson;

Subject: RE: Sewage Environmental Class Assessment - Public InformatIon Centre this week
Date: December 10, 2007 8: 13:48 AM

With regards to your Friday December 7th e-mail, my following response of May 8th is
still valid.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works.

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: Tuesday, May 08, 2007 8:26 AM
To: ‘Gleneden - Art Mcllwain’
Cc: Councillor Thom Paterson; John Crispo; Sue McKenzie; Don McNalty; Councillor
Doug Measures; Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger
McGillvray; Councillor Shawn Davidson; Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Mayor Ken
Ferguson
Subject: RE: Sewage Environmental Class Assessment - Public Information Centre this
week

Thank you for your comments; however we will agree to disagree on this issue. It makes
Engineering Sense to look at the entire requirements of the Settlement Area when you
look at possible large infrastructure improvements. To do any thing less would not be
good engineering planning.

To reiterate my previous comments, at our previous Water EA Public Information
Centers, there were Members of the Public that wanted to have municipal water. I have
also been contacted by people who own properties in the various Settlements Areas who
have an expectation that eventually their properties will be serviced by municipal water
and sewer services and want to know when.

The great thing about the Municipal Class EA process is that any individual once the
Completion of the Study is done, can request a Part II Order (previously called a ‘Bump
Up”); wherein the Minister of the Environment will review the Municipal Class EA File and
can (or not) direct that additional works/studies be done. You recently indicated that you
acquired a copy of the Municipal Class EA Manual; the Part II procedure is detailed
there.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works



From: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caJ
Sent: Monday, May 07, 2007 5:29 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: Councillor Thom Paterson; John Crispo
Subject: Sewage Environmental Class Assesment - Public Information Centre this week

May 7 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs by e-mail

Thanks for your e-mail below, Richard.

I had faxed the letter to the correct fax number. 1100k forward to receiving the handouts and
copies of the boards. They will be helpful.

The question is not what areas the Environmental Assessments are planning for, but rather it
is what growth in population and jobs. The Official Plan background study is part of the
Official Plan. It provides a clear indication of the population and job growth the Official Plan
plans for. It makes clear there is adequate sewage treatment capacity for that growth. There
is no need for more capacity if the Official Plan growth plan is implemented. I am
participating in the process by my letters and extensive research that underlies them.
r

IGAP does have considerable importance. Its findings accord closely with the Official Plan’s
growth plan. All the municipalities in Simcoe County, including Clearview Township,
participated in its preparation. It was presented to all the municipalities in Simcoe County
(including the Township of Clearview who was represented at the presentation by
then Deputy Mayor Ferguson and others).

The very heart of the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe is that population and
employment forecasts contained in Schedule 3 for all upper and single-tier
municipalities will be used for planning and managing growth in the GGH.
Schedule 3 allocates growth to a total population of 667,000 people in 2031 in all
of Simcoe County, - including Barne and Orilhia, up from 394,000 people in
2001. IGAP concerned itselfwith a meticulous planning and enginering based
analysis of where that growth will be directed m Simcoe County. Its conclusions
for Clearview accord veiy closely with those in the Official Plan Background
Study. The Background Study allocated about the same amount of populatiàn
growth to the various sefflement areas within Clearview Township on the basis of
the capacity of the sewage treatment facilities to accommodate the growth
WITHOUT ANY INCREASE IN CAPACITY. A further test of the validity of
the Official Plan’s growth plan is what the people want. Councillor Crispo put



that question to the people in his campaign. He campaigned on growth in
population that respects the Official Plan targets. No candidate campaigned on
the basis of growth that exceeds the Official Plan’s growth plan. Councilor
Crispo received a very large percentage of the popular vote and a mandate from
the people to respect the Official Plan’s growth plan.

To repeat, the growth contemplated by the Official Plan requires no increase in
sewage treatment capacity.

Please provide this reply to the folks at R.J. Burnside as a further communication
from me with respect to the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments now
underway.

As always, Richard, it is a pleasure doing business with you.

Regards,
Art Mcllwain
416 777 1325 phone
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail.

Original Message
- -. -. ;;-
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To: Gleneden - Art Mcllwain
Sent: Monday, May 07, 2007 11:13 AM
Subject: Sewage PlC

Please note that Mr. Mayberry fax no. is 446-2399, not 466. I will fax him a copy of
your letter.

Please note that we can send you the PlC information to you; however please realize
that the Display Boards are short scenarios of information that are intended to cause
dialogue to occur between the Public, Town Staff and the Consultants. Therefore you
should attend the PlC.

Please note that the Township Consultant has been directed to determine the
requirements for servicing the lands within the existing Settlement Areas. This
settlement area is identified in the Official plan. This information has been provided to
the previous Council and more recently been provided to the present Council.

The spirit of the EA process is to have the Public participate in the process with the



Council being at arm’s length. The Consultant will take all pertinent information
(whether it is the Ainley Report, the Official Plan, Golden Horseshoe Plan etc).

However, hopefully you realize that IGAP has no formal status; it is a Study that was
commissioned by the Province and then presented/given to Simcoe County, Barrie
and Orillia for their use. Simcoe County views this document, whether in whole or
parts, as information that they can use for their growth management study.

In discussion with Mr. Armstrong of MOE — London he has advised the Township that
the MOE Staff have been given ‘no instruction’ on IGAP, therefore the MOE Head
Office has not given IGAP any status to date.

Please note that a copy of your May 4, 2007, will be placed in the file.

Richard Spraggs, P. Erig.
Director of Public Works

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be dean.



From: Richard Spracicis
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain; Bob Campbell;
cc Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures;

Mayor Ken Ferguson; Councillor Orville Brown; Councilior Robert Walker;
Councilior Roger McGiilvray; Councilior Shawn Davidson;

Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrasfructure
Date: December 10, 2007 8:33: 21 AM

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this
evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on the Township’s Web
Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If you can not download this
report from the Agenda, please advise and the undersigned will e-mail a copy to
you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their review,
to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I have
previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Aft McIlwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robeft Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the
status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that in camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public



work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any purpose that does
not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a
target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted population growth so as to avoid the requirement for any new water
or wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London v RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all
municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply
to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that
way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemore matter of
Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are
subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matter to be
considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,
with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the
Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with
respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the
municipality of the City of London broke the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy available



to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the deal Council
made in secret, and that application may be made any time before April 2008 in
connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to
increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty under the law and pleading for it to conduct itself in a way that will increase
public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open
and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for
Monday’s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of
Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art Mcllwain
gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: GPSC - Art McIIwain
To: “Richard Spraggs”;
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrasbuctire
Date: December 10, 2007 10:15:00 AM
Attachments: Report 071210.pdf

Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the attachment is the
Public Works Report you refer to.

Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this
evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on the Township’s Web
Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If you can not download this
report from the Agenda, please advise and the undersigned will e-mail a copy to
you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their review,
to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I have
previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure



December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the
status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that in camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public
work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any purpose that does
not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a
target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted population growth so as to avoid the requirement for any new water
or wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London v RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all
municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply
to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that
way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemore matter of
Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are
subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matter to be
considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,
with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the
Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with



respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the
municipality of the City of London broke the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy available
to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the deal Council
made in secret, and that application may be made any time before April 2008 in
connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to
increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty under the law and pleading for it to conduct itself in a way that will increase
public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open
and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for
Monday’s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of
Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art Mcllwain
gpsc@bellnet.ca



This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: Richard Sprapos
To: GPSC - Art McItwain;
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrasb’ucture
Date: December 10, 2007 10:44:31 AM

Yes

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the attachment is the
Public Works Report you refer to.

Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this
evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on the Township’s Web
Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If you can not download this
report from the Agenda, please advise and the undersigned will e-mail a copy to
you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their review,
to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I have
previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

. I.



Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the
status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that in camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public
work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any purpose that does
not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a
target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted population growth so as to avoid the requirement for any new water
or wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London v RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all
municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply
to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that
way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemore matter of
Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are
subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matterto be
considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,



with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the
Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with
respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the
municipality of the City of London broke the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains .at para 34 the remedy available
to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the dealCouncil
made in secret, and that application may be made any time before April 2008 in
connection with the Creemore matter and willarise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement. is to
increase public confidence in thejntegrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty under the law and pleading for itto conduct itself in a way that will increase
public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open
and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for
Monday’s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of
Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.



Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art Mcllwain
gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: GPSC - Art McIlwain
To: “Richard Spraggs”;
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrasbucture
Date: December 10, 2007 10:45:00 AM

Thanks

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .caj
Sent: December 10, 2007 10:38 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Yes

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the attachment is the
Public Works Report you refer to.

Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this
evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on the Township’s Web
Site there is a Public Works Report on thIs matter. If you can not download this
report from the Agenda, please advise and the undersigned will e-mail a copy to
you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their review,
to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.



Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I have
previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caj
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the
status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that in camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public
work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be. passed for:any purpose that does
not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a
target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted popuIaion growth so as toavoid the requirement for any new water
or wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no. other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved. .

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London v RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all
municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply
to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that
way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemore matter of



Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are
subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipalityto pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matter to be
considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,
with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the
Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with
respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the
municipality of the City of London broke the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy available
to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the deal Council
made in secret, and that application may be made any time before April 2008 in
connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to
increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty under the law and pleading for it to conduct itself in a way that will increase
public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open
and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for



Monday’s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of
Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art McI Iwain
gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: GPSC - Art McIlwaIn
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca);
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrasbuctire
Date: December 18, 2007 4:22:00 PM

Confirming no receipt of the promised PowerPoint presentation as yet.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI twain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
TorontoONM5KlE7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the attachment is the
Public Works Report you refer to.

Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .caj
Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure



Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this
evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on the Township’s Web
Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If you can not download this
report from the Agenda, please advise and the undersigned will e-mail a copy to
you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their review,
to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I have
previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.caJ
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the
status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that in camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public
work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any purpose that does
not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a
target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted population growth so as to avoid the requirement for any new water
or wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved.



I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London v RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all
municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply
to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that
way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemore matter of
Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are
subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matterto be
considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,
with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the
Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with
respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the
municipality of the City of London broke the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy available
to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the deal Council
made in secret, and that application may be made any time before April 2008 in
connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to
increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.



That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty under the law and pleading for it to conduct itself in a way that will increase
public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open
and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for
Monday’s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of
Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art McI Iwa in
gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: Richard Spracicjs
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain;
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrasfructjre
Date: January 2, 2008 10:21:10 AM

Testing your e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2007 4:22 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Confirming no receipt of the promised PowerPoint presentation as yet.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the attachment is the
Public Works Report you refer to.

Art



From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .caJ
Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this
evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on the Township’s Web
Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If you can not download this
report from the Agenda, please advise and the undersigned will e-mail a copy to
you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their review,
to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I have
previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the
status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that in camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public



work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any purpose that does
not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a
target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted population growth so as to avoid the requirement fbr any new water
or wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London v RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all
municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply
to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that
way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemore matter of
Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are
subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matterto be
considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,
with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the
Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with
respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the
municipality of the City of London broke the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy available



to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the deal Council
made in secret, and that application may be made any time before April 2008 in
connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to
increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty under the law and pleading for it to conduct itself in a way that will increase
public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open
and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for
Monday’s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of
Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art Mcllwain
gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: GPSC - Art McIlwain
To: “Richard Spragcs”;
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructire
Date: January 2, 2008 10:53:00 AM

Hi Richard, and Happy New Year to you.

I have downloaded all the e-mails from my server, so it should work for your
delivery now. If it bounces again, I will send you a filesanywhere link that you can
upload it to. My server gets grouchy at about 5 mb, even though it is supposed to
accept up to 10 mb.

Have a nice day.

p

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwa in
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: January 2, 2008 10:21 AM
To:GPSC-ArtMcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Testing your e-mail

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2007 4:22 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure



Confirming no receipt of the promised PowerPoint presentation as yet.

“- w

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI lwairi
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: GPSC - Art McIlwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the attachment is the
Public Works Report you refer to.

Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this
evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on the Township’s Web
Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If you can not download this
report from the Agenda, please advise and the undersigned will e-mail a copy to
you.



Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their review,
to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I have
previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the
status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that in camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public
work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any purpose that does
not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a
target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted population growth so as to avoid the requirement for any new water
or wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London v RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all



municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply
to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that
way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemore matter of
Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are
subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matterto be
considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,
with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the
Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with
respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the
municipality of the City of London broke the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy available
to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the deal Council
made in secret, and that application may be made any time before April 2008 in
connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to
increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty under the law and pleading for it to conduct itself in a way that will increase





public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open
and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for
Monday’s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of
Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art Mcllwain
gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.





From: Richard Spracips
To: GPSC - Art Mc!lwain;
Subject: EW: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrasbucture
Date: January 2, 2008 11:06:38 AM
Attachments: Water EA Presentation Council DecO7.ppt

This one is well under 10 MB

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2008 11:0 1 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain’
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Happy New Year !!!
Okay should have Sewage Presentation and the Water Presentation.
Richard

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2008 10:54 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and Happy New Year to you.

I have downloaded all the e-mails from my server, so it should work for your
delivery now. If it bounces again, I will send you a filesanywhere link that you can
upload it to. My server gets grouchy at about 5 mb, even though it is supposed to
accept up to 10 mb.

Have a nice day.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI lwain
Broker of Record



Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 2, 2008 10:21 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Testing your e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2007 4:22 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Confirming no receipt of the promised PowerPoint presentation as yet.

P

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwa in
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: GPSC - Art McIlwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure



Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the attachment is the
Public Works Report you referto.

Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Art McIlwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this
evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on the Township’s Web
Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If you can not download this
report from the Agenda, please advise and the undersigned will e-mail a copy to
you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their review,
to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I have
previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the



status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that in camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public
work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any purpose that does
not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a
target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted population growth so as to avoid the requirement for any new water
or wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London V RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all
municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply
to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that
way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemore matter of
Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are
subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matterto be
considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,
with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the
Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with
respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the
municipality of the City of London broke the law.



Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy available
to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the deal Council
made in secret, and that application may be made any time before April 2008 in
connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to
increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty under the law and pleading for itto conduct itself in a way that will increase
public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open
and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for
Monday’s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of
Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art McI Iwain
gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: Richard SDracjcis
To: Richard Spraggs; GPSC - Art Mcllwain;
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrasfructire
Date: January 2, 2008 11:08:59 AM

This bounced back; so I have sent the Water separately and the Wastewater
separately
Richard

From: Richard Spraggs
Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2008 11:01 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain’
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Happy New Year !!!
Okay should have Sewage Presentation and the Water Presentation.
Richard

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2008 10:54 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and Happy New Year to you.

I have downloaded all the e-mails from my server, so it should work for your
delivery now. If it bounces again, I will send you a filesanywhere link that you can
upload it to. My server gets grouchy at about 5 mb, even though it is supposed to
accept up to 10 mb.

Have a nice day.

[.)

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per



Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .caj
Sent: January 2, 2008 10:21 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Testing your e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2007 4:22 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Confirming no receipt of the promised PowerPoint presentation as yet.

S

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: GPSC - Art McIIwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’



Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the attachment is the
Public Works Report you refer to.

Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this
evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on the Township’s Web
Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If you can not download this
report from the Agenda, please advise and the undersigned will e-mail a copy to
you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their review,
to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I have
previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art McIIwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell



I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the
status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that in camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public
work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any purpose that does
not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a
target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted population growth so as to avoid the requirement for any new water
orwastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London v RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all
municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply
to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that
way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemore matter of
Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are
subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matter to be
considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,
with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the
Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with
respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the



municipality of the City of London broke the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy available
to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the deal Council
made in secret, and that application may be made any time before April 2008 in
connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to
increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty under the law and pleading for it to conduct itself in a way that will increase
public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open
and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for
Monday’s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of
Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art McI lwa in
gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is



believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2, and is
believed to be clean.



From: GPSC - Art McIlwain
To: Richard Spracjgs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure
Date: February 11, 2008 11:59:00 AM

Hi Richard. I have the paper versions of the Council presentations. Please advise
the status of the matter now.

Art

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.caj
Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2008 10:54 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and Happy New Year to you.

I have downloaded all the e-mails from my server, so it should work for your
delivery now. If it bounces again, I will send you a filesanywhere link that you can
upload it to. My server gets grouchy at about 5 mb, even though it is supposed to
accept up to 10 mb.

Have a nice day.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwa in
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P058
TorontoONM5KlE7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]



Sent: January 2, 2008 10:21 AM
To:GPSC-ArtMcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Testing your e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mallto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2007 4:22 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Confirming no receipt of the promised PowerPoint presentation as yet.

(4 C

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caj
Sent: December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the attachment is the
Public Works Report you refer to.

Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rspraggs@clearviewtwpon .ca]



Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this
evening (DecI 0, 2007) by RJ Bumside. Please note that on the Township’s Web
Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If you can not download this
report from the Agenda, please advise and the undersigned will e-mail a copy to
you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their review,
to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I have
previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the
status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that In camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public
work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any purpose that does



not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a
target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted population growth so as to avoid the requirement for any new water
or wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London V RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all
municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply
to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that
way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemore matter of
Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are
subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matterto be
considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,
with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the
Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with
respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the
municipality of the City of London broke the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy available
to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the deal Council



made in secret, and that application may be made any time before April 2008 in
connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to
increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty underthe law and pleading for itto conduct itself in a way that will increase
public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open
and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for
Monday’s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of
Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art McI Iwain
gpsc@bellnet.ca
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From: Richard Si,racicis
To: GPSC - Art McTh,ain;
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastucture
Date: February 11, 2008 12:16:51 PM
Attachments: Water EA 08 Notice of Completion.pdf

Please note that we are advertising the Notice of Completion for the Water EA this
week in the various area newspapers. The Ad has the preferred solutions for each
area.
See Attachment.

With regards to the Sewage EA, we are finalizing discussions with Collingwood and
Wasaga Beach to determine if Nottawa and Stayner sewage, respectively, can be
accommodated at their sewage treatment plants. When this discussion are
completed, then we will advertise the Sewage EA.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:01 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard. I have the paper versions of the Council presentations. Please advise
the status of the matter now.

Art

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca}
Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2008 10:54 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Concerns abt Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and Happy New Yearto you.

I have downloaded all the e-mails from my server, so it should work for your
delivery now. If it bounces again, I will send you a filesanywhere link that you can
upload it to. My server gets grouchy at about 5 mb, even though it is supposed to
accept up to 10 mb.

Have a nice day.



Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 2, 2008 10:21 AM
To: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Testing your e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.caj
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2007 4:22 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Confirming no receipt of the promised PowerPoint presentation as yet.

(4

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record



Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the attachment is the
Public Works Report you refer to.

Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this
evening (DecI 0, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on the Township’s Web
Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If you can not download this
report from the Agenda, please advise and the undersigned will e-mail a copy to
you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their review,
to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I have
previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM



To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the
status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that in camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public
work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any purpose that does
not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a
target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted population growth so as to avoid the requirement for any new water
or wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London v RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all
municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply
to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that
way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemore matter of
Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are
subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matter to be
considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,
with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the



Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with
respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the
municipality of the City of London broke the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy available
to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the deal Council
made in secret, and that application may be made any time before April 2008 in
connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to
increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty under the law and pleading for it to conduct itself in a way that will increase
public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open
and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for
Monday’s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of
Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.



Regards,
Art McI Iwa in
gpsc@bellnet.ca
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From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
To: “Richard Spraggs”;
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrasthcture
Date: February 11, 2008 12:57:00 PM

Thank you for your prompt reply, Richard.

My concerns remain that these planned works do not comply with the
requirements of the Class Environmental Assessment approved by the Minister of
the Environment and neither do they comply with the requirements of the
Planning Act. The planned works are all major expansions to existing facilities that
require Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental Assessments. Clearview
Township has a plan for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully
calibrated so that none of these works are required. That plan for growth is
consistent with the one required by the Province in the Greater Golden Horseshoe
Growth Plan.

I would be most pleased to discuss my concerns with representatives of the
municipality or your professional engineering consultants.

Please provide me notice of completion of the Sewage EA when it is available.

Regards

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 12:17 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that we are advertising the Notice of Completion for the Water EA this
week in the various area newspapers. The Ad has the preferred solutions for each
area.
See Attachment.

Wth regards to the Sewage EA, we are finalizing discussions with Collingwood and
Wasaga Beach to determine if Nottawa and Stayner sewage, respectively, can be
accommodated at their sewage treatment plants. When this discussion are
completed, then we will advertise the Sewage EA.



From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:01 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard. I have the paper versions of the Council presentations. Please advise
the status of the matter now.

Art

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2008 10:54 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Concerns abt Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and Happy New Year to you.

I have downloaded all the e-mails from my server, so it should work for your
delivery now. If it bounces again, I will send you a filesanywhere link that you can
upload it to. My server gets grouchy at about 5 mb, even though it is supposed to
accept up to 10 mb.

Have a nice day.

P

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on.ca]



Sent: January 2, 2008 10:21 AM
To: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Testing your e-mail

From: GPSC - Art McIlwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2007 4:22 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Confirming no receipt of the promised PowerPoint presentation as yet.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwa in
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the attachment is the
Public Works Report you refer to.

Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]



Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Art McIlwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this
evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on the Township’s Web
Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If you can not download this
report from the Agenda, please advise and the undersigned will e-mail a copy to
you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their review,
to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I have
previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the
status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that in camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public
work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any purpose that does



not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a
target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted population growth so as to avoid the requirement for any new water
or wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London v RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all
municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply
to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that
way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemore matter of
Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are
subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matter to be
considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,
with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the
Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with
respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the
municipality of the City of London broke the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy available
to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the deal Council



made in secret, and that application may be made any time before April 2008 in
connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to
increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty under the law and pleading for it to conduct itself in a way that will increase
public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open
and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for
Monday’s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of
Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art McI lwain
gpsc@bellnet.ca
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From: Richard SDragqs
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain;
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrasfructure
Date: February 11, 2008 2: 13:13 PM

Please note that you will be meeting with me, no need for the Engineering
Consultants at this point in time.

To help our discussions; you may wish to bring those Sections of the Municipal
Class EA that you believe that the Township did not comply with. Also the relevant
Sections of the Planning Act that you believe that were not complied with.

Can you also provide the background information for your statement “.... has a plan
for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully calibrated so none of these
works are required.” I have seen no information to support or not support this
calibration.

Please note that I am on vacation from Feb 25 to Feb 29, 2008, therefore if you
wish we can meet next week or the first two weeks in March 2008. March 14th is the
date in which submissions for Part two Request are to be in to the Minister

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:58 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thank you for your prompt reply, Richard.

My concerns remain that these planned works do not comply with the
requirements of the Class Environmental Assessment approved by the Minister of
the Environment and neither do they comply with the requirements of the
Planning Act. The planned works are all major expansions to existing facilities that
require Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental Assessments. Clearview
Township has a plan for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully
calibrated so that none of these works are required. That plan for growth is
consistent with the one required by the Province in the Greater Golden Horseshoe
Growth Plan.

I would be most pleased to discuss my concerns with representatives of the
municipality or your professional engineering consultants.

Please provide me notice of completion of the Sewage EA when it is available.



Regards

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .caj
Sent: February 11, 2008 12:17 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that we are advertising the Notice of Completion for the Water EA this
week in the various area newspapers. The Ad has the preferred solutions for each
area.
See Attachment.

With regards to the Sewage EA, we are finalizing discussions with Collingwood and
Wasaga Beach to determine if Nottawa and Stayner sewage, respectively, can be
accommodated at their sewage treatment plants. When this discussion are
completed, then we will advertise the Sewage EA.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:01 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard. I have the paper versions of the Council presentations. Please advise
the status of the matter now.

Art

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2008 10:54 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Concerns abt Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and Happy New Year to you.

I have downloaded all the e-mails from my server, so it should work for your
delivery now. If it bounces again, I will send you a filesanywhere link that you can
upload it to. My server gets grouchy at about 5 mb, even though it is supposed to
accept upto 10 mb.



Have a nice day.

S

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 2, 2008 10:21 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Testing your e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.caj
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2007 4:22 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Confirming no receipt of the promised PowerPoint presentation as yet.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per



Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the attachment is the
Public Works Report you refer to.

Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this
evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on the Township’s Web
Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If you can not download this
report from the Agenda, please advise and the undersigned will e-mail a copy to
you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their review,
to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I have
previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works



From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the
status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that in camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public
work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any purpose that does
not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a
target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted population growth so as to avoid the requirement for any new water
or wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London V RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all
municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply
to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that
way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemore matter of
Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are
subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matter to be
considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the



law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,
with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the
Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with
respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the
municipality of the City of London broke the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy available
to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the deal Council
made in secret, and that application may be made any time before April 2008 in
connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to
increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty under the law and pleading for itto conduct itself in a way that will increase
public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open
and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for
Monday’s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of
Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.



Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art McI Iwain
gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(21, and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2L and is
believed to be clean.



From: GPSC - Art McIIwain
To: “Richard Spragps”;
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrasfrucbre
Date: February 1.1, 2008 2:38:00 PM

Thanks for agreeing to talk, Richard. I have flagged this note for action later in the
week, and will be in touch with a couple of suggestions for dates at that time.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:13 PM
To: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that you will be meeting with me, no need for the Engineering
Consultants at this point in time.

To help our discussions; you may wish to bring those Sections of the Municipal
Class EA that you believe that the Township did not comply with. Also the relevant
Sections of the Planning Act that you believe that were not complied with.

Can you also provide the background information for your statement “.... has a plan
for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully calibrated so none of these
works are required.” I have seen no information to support or not support this
calibration.

Please note that I am on vacation from Feb 25 to Feb 29, 2008, therefore if you
wish we can meet next week or the first two weeks in March 2008. March 14th is the
date in which submissions for Part two Request are to be in to the Minister

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpscbellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:58 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thank you for your prompt reply, Richard.

My concerns remain that these planned works do not comply with the
requirements of the Class Environmental Assessment approved by the Minister of
the Environment and neither do they comply with the requirements of the
Planning Act. The planned works are all major expansions to existing facilities that
require Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental Assessments. Clearview
Township has a plan for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully
calibrated so that none of these works are required. That plan for growth is



consistent with the one required by the Province in the Greater Golden Horseshoe
Growth Plan.

I would be most pleased to discuss my concerns with representatives of the
municipality or your professional engineering consultants.

Please provide me notice of completion of the Sewage EA when it is available.

Regards

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 12:17 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that we are advertising the Notice of Completion for the Water EA this
week in the various area newspapers. The Ad has the preferred solutions for each
area.
See Attachment.

With regards to the Sewage EA, we are finalizing discussions with Collingwood and
Wasaga Beach to determine if Nottawa and Stayner sewage, respectively, can be
accommodated at their sewage treatment plants. When this discussion are
completed, then we will advertise the Sewage EA.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:01 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard. I have the paper versions of the Council presentations. Please advise
the status of the matter now.

Art

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2008 10:54 AM
To: Richard Spraggs



Subject: RE: Concerns abt Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and Happy New Year to you.

I have downloaded all the e-mails from my server, so it should work for your
delivery now. If it bounces again, I will send you a filesanywhere link that you can
upload it to. My server gets grouchy at about 5 mb, even though it is supposed to
accept up to 10 mb.

Have a nice day.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 2, 2008 10:21 AM
To: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Testing your e-mail

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2007 4:22 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Confirming no receipt of the promised PowerPoint presentation as yet.



Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the attachment is the
Public Works Report you refer to.

Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councilbr Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this
evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on the Township’s Web
Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If you can not download this
report from the Agenda, please advise and the undersigned will e-mail a copy to
you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their review,



to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I have
previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the
status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that in camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewaterto them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public
work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any purpose that does
not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a
target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted population growth so as to avoid the requirement for any new water
or wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London v RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all
municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply



to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that
way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemore matter of
Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are
subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matter to be
considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,
with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the
Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with
respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the
municipality of the City of London broke the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy available
to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the deal Council
made in secret, and that application may be made any time before April 2008 in
connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to
increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty under the law and pleading for it to conduct itself in a way that will increase
public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open



and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for
Monday’s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of
Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art McI Iwain
gpsc@bellnet.ca
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From: GPSC - Art McIlwaln
To: Richard Spragcs (rspracjgs@cleaMewtwp.on.ca);
cc: Pepqv Salma (pslama@nbumside.com);
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrasbuctjre
Date: February 15, 2008 2:28:00 PM

Hi Richard. I am beginning to put my thoughts in order for our discussion. Please
provide a copy of the Environmental Site Report, preferably as a .pdf attachment
to an e-mail. If it is much bigger than 5MB, please upload it to the link that I will
send to you from filesanywhere as a separate e-mail.

Thanks

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:38 PM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thanks for agreeing to talk, Richard. I have flagged this note for action later in the
week, and will be in touch with a couple of suggestions for dates at that time.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:13 PM
To: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that you will be meeting with me, no need for the Engineering
Consultants at this point in time.

To help our discussions; you may wish to bring those Sections of the Municipal
Class EA that you believe that the Township did not comply with. Also the relevant
Sections of the Planning Act that you believe that were not complied with.

Can you also provide the background information for your statement “.... has a plan
for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully calibrated so none of these
works are required.” I have seen no information to support or not support this
calibration.

Please note that I am on vacation from Feb 25 to Feb 29, 2008, therefore if you
wish we can meet next week or the first two weeks in March 2008. March 1 4th is the
date in which submissions for Part two Request are to be in to the Minister

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:58 PM



To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thank you for your prompt reply, Richard.

My concerns remain that these planned works do not comply with the
requirements of the Class Environmental Assessment approved by the Minister of
the Environment and neither do they comply with the requirements of the
Planning Act. The planned works are all major expansions to existing facilities that
require Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental Assessments. Clearview
Township has a plan for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully
calibrated so that none of these works are required. That plan for growth is
consistent with the one required by the Province in the Greater Golden Horseshoe
Growth Plan.

I would be most pleased to discuss my concerns with representatives of the
municipality or your professional engineering consultants.

Please provide me notice of completion of the Sewage EA when it is available.

Regards

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on .caJ
Sent: February 11, 2008 12:17 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that we are advertising the Notice of Completion for the Water EA this
week in the various area newspapers. The Ad has the preferred solutions for each
area.
See Attachment.

Wth regards to the Sewage EA, we are finalizing discussions with Collingwood and
Wasaga Beach to determine if Nottawa and Stayner sewage, respectively, can be
accommodated at their sewage treatment plants. When this discussion are
completed, then we will advertise the Sewage EA.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:01 PM



To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard. I have the paper versions of the Council presentations. Please advise
the status of the matter now.

Art

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2008 10:54 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Concerns abt Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and Happy New Year to you.

I have downloaded all the e-mails from my server, so it should work for your
delivery now. If it bounces again, I will send you a filesanywhere link that you can
upload it to. My server gets grouchy at about 5 mb, even though it is supposed to
accept up to 10 mb.

Have a nice day.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI lwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 2, 2008 10:21 AM
To: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain



Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Testing your e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caJ
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2007 4:22 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Confirming no receipt of the promised PowerPoint presentation as yet.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P.O 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the attachment is the
Public Works Report you refer to.

Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Art McIlwain; Bob Campbell



Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this
evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on the Township’s Web
Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If you can not download this
report from the Agenda, please advise and the undersigned will e-mail a copy to
you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their review,
to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I have
previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the
status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that in camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public
work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any purpose that does
not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a



target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted population growth so as to avoid the requirement for any new water
or wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London v RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all
municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply
to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that
way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemore matter of
Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are
subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matter to be
considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,
with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the
Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with
respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the
municipality of the City of London broke the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy available
to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the deal Council
made in secret, and that application may be made anytime before April 2008 in



connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to
increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty under the law and pleading for it to conduct itself in a way that will increase
public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open
and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for
Monday’s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of
Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art McI Iwain
gpsc@bellnet.ca
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From: GPSC - Art McIlwaIn
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca);
cc: Pecjcjy Salma (i,slamacriburnside.com);
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure
Date: February 15, 2008 2:31:00 PM

Hi again, Richard. I misspoke when asking for the Environmental Site Report,
intending to say Environmental Study Report.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.caJ
Sent: February 15, 2008 2:28 PM
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Cc: Peggy Salma (pslama@rjburnside.com)
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard. I am beginning to put my thoughts in order for our discussion. Please
provide a copy of the Environmental Site Report, preferably as a .pdf attachment
to an e-mail. If it is much bigger than 5MB, please upload it to the link that I will
send to you from filesanywhere as a separate e-mail.

Thanks

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:38 PM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thanks for agreeing to talk, Richard. I have flagged this note for action later in the
week, and will be in touch with a couple of suggestions for dates at that time.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:13 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that you will be meeting with me, no need for the Engineering
Consultants at this point in time.

To help our discussions; you may wish to bring those Sections of the Municipal
Class EA that you believe that the Township did not comply with. Also the relevant
Sections of the Planning Act that you believe that were not complied with.

Can you also provide the background information for your statement “.... has a plan
for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully calibrated so none of these



works are required.’ I have seen no information to support or not support this
calibration.

Please note that I am on vacation from Feb 25 to Feb 29, 2008, therefore if you
wish we can meet next week or the first two weeks in March 2008. March 1 4th is the
date in which submissions for Part two Request are to be in to the Minister

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:58 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thank you for your prompt reply, Richard.

My concerns remain that these planned works do not comply with the
requirements of the Class Environmental Assessment approved by the Minister of
the Environment and neither do they comply with the requirements of the
Planning Act. The planned works are all major expansions to existing facilities that
require Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental Assessments. Clearview
Township has a plan for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully
calibrated so that none of these works are required. That plan for growth is
consistent with the one required by the Province in the Greater Golden Horseshoe
Growth Plan.

I would be most pleased to discuss my concerns with representatives of the
municipality or your professional engineering consultants.

Please provide me notice of completion of the Sewage EA when it is available.

Regards

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 12:17 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that we are advertising the Notice of Completion for the Water EA this
week in the various area newspapers. The Ad has the preferred solutions for each
area.
See Aftachment.

With regards to the Sewage EA, we are finalizing discussions with Collingwood and



Wasaga Beach to determine if Nottawa and Stayner sewage, respectively, can be
accommodated at their sewage treatment plants. When this discussion are
completed, then we will advertise the Sewage EA.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caj
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:01 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard. I have the paper versions of the Council presentations. Please advise
the status of the matter now.

Art

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2008 10:54 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Concerns abt Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and Happy New Year to you.

I have downloaded all the e-mails from my server, so it should work for your
delivery now. If it bounces again, I will send you a filesanywhere link that you can
upload it to. My server gets grouchy at about 5 mb, even though it is supposed to
accept up to 10 mb.

Have a nice day.

P

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record



Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: January 2, 2008 10:21 AM
To: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Testing your e-mail

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2007 4:22 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Confirming no receipt of the promised PowerPoint presentation as yet.

(r 1’ S

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P058
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.caJ
Sent: December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure



Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the attachment is the
Public Works Report you refer to.

Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto:rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.caJ
Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this
evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on the Township’s Web
Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If you can not download this
report from the Agenda, please advise and the undersigned will e-mail a copy to
you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their review,
to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I have
previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the



status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that in camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public
work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any purpose that does
not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a
target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted population growth so as to avoid the requirement for any new water
or wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London v RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all
municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply
to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that
way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemore matter of
Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are
subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matterto be
considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respecttothetaking of a vote and thatthe
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,
with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the
Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with
respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the
municipality of the City of London broke the law.



Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy available
to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the deal Council
made in secret, and that application may be made any time before April 2008 in
connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to
increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty under the law and pleading for it to conduct itself in a way that will increase
public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open
and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for
Monday’s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of
Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art McI Iwain
gpsc@bellnet.ca
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From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca);
cc: Peciav Salma (øslama@rjburnside.com);
Subject: Concerns about Water arid Wastewater Infrasbucture
Date: February 19, 2008 5:10:00 PM

Confirming non-receipt of requested Environmental Study Report.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 15, 2008 2:31 PM
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Cc: Peggy Sal ma (pslama@rjburnside.com)
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi again, Richard. I misspoke when asking for the Environmental Site Report,
intending to say Environmental Study Report.

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 15, 2008 2:28 PM
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Cc: Peggy Salma (pslama@ijburnside.com)
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard. I am beginning to put my thoughts in order for our discussion. Please
provide a copy of the Environmental Site Report, preferably as a .pdf attachment
to an e-mail. If it is much bigger than 5MB, please upload it to the link that I will
send to you from filesanywhere as a separate e-mail.

Thanks

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:38 PM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thanks for agreeing to talk, Richard. I have flagged this note for action later in the
week, and will be in touch with a couple of suggestions for dates at that time.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:13 PM
To: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure



Please note that you will be meeting with me, no need for the Engineering
Consultants at this point in time.

To help our discussions; you may wish to bring those Sections of the Municipal
Class EA that you believe that the Township did not comply with. Also the relevant
Sections of the Planning Act that you believe that were not complied with.

Can you also provide the background information for your statement “.... has a plan
for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully calibrated so none of these
works are required.” I have seen no information to support or not support this
calibration.

Please note that I am on vacation from Feb 25 to Feb 29, 2008, therefore if you
wish we can meet next week or the first two weeks in March 2008. March 14th is the
date in which submissions for Part two Request are to be in to the Minister

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:58 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thank you for your prompt reply, Richard.

My concerns remain that these planned works do not comply with the
requirements of the Class Environmental Assessment approved by the Minister of
the Environment and neither do they comply with the requirements of the
Planning Act. The planned works are all major expansions to existing facilities that
require Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental Assessments. Clearview
Township has a plan for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully
calibrated so that none of these works are required. That plan for growth is
consistent with the one required by the Province in the Greater Golden Horseshoe
Growth Plan.

I would be most pleased to discuss my concerns with representatives of the
municipality or your professional engineering consultants.

Please provide me notice of completion of the Sewage EA when it is available.

Regards

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 12:17 PM



To: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that we are advertising the Notice of Completion for the Water EA this
week in the various area newspapers. The Ad has the preferred solutions for each
area.
See Attachment.

With regards to the Sewage EA, we are finalizing discussions with Collingwood and
Wasaga Beach to determine if Nottawa and Stayner sewage, respectively, can be
accommodated at their sewage treatment plants. When this discussion are
completed, then we will advertise the Sewage EA.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:01 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard. I have the paper versions of the Council presentations. Please advise
the status of the matter now.

Art

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2008 10:54 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Concerns abt Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and Happy New Year to you.

I have downloaded all the e-mails from my server, so it should work for your
delivery now. If it bounces again, I will send you a filesanywhere link that you can
upload it to. My server gets grouchy at about 5 mb, even though it is supposed to
accept up to 10 mb.

Have a nice day.



P

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: January 2, 2008 10:21 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Testing your e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caj
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2007 4:22 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Confirming no receipt of the promised PowerPoint presentation as yet.

I.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7



416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the attachment is the
Public Works Report you referto.

Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this
evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on the Township’s Web
Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If you can not download this
report from the Agenda, please advise and the undersigned will e-mail a copy to
you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their review,
to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I have
previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;



Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the
status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that in camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public
work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any purpose that does
not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a
target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted population growth so as to avoid the requirement for any new water
or wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London v RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all
municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply
to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that
way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemore matter of
Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are
subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matter to be
considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,
with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the
Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.



While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with
respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the
municipality of the City of London broke the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy available
to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the deal Council
made in secret, and that application may be made any time before April 2008 in
connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to
increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty under the law and pleading for it to conduct itself in a way that will increase
public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open
and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for
Monday’s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of
Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.



Regards,
Art McIIwain
gpsc@bellnet.ca
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From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
To: “Richard Spraggs”;
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure
Date: February 19, 2008 5:12:00 PM

Thanks, Richard. I will follow up with Peggy.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: February 19, 2008 5:12 PM
To: GPSC - Aft McIIwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that I have asked RJB to send you a digital copy.

Richard

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, February 15, 2008 2:31 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: Peggy Sal ma
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi again, Richard. I misspoke when asking for the Environmental Site Report,
intending to say Environmental Study Report.

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caj
Sent: February 15, 2008 2:28 PM
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Cc: Peggy Sal ma (pslama©rjburnside.com)
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard. I am beginning to put my thoughts in order for our discussion. Please
provide a copy of the Environmental Site Report, preferably as a .pdf attachment
to an e-mail. If it is much bigger than 5MB, please upload it to the link that I will
send to you from filesanywhere as a separate e-mail.

Thanks

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:38 PM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure



Thanks for agreeing to talk, Richard. I have flagged this note for action later in the
week, and will be in touch with a couple of suggestions for dates at that time.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:13 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that you will be meeting with me, no need for the Engineering
Consultants at this point in time.

To help our discussions; you may wish to bring those Sections of the Municipal
Class EA that you believe that the Township did not comply with. Also the relevant
Sections of the Planning Act that you believe that were not complied with.

Can you also provide the background information for your statement “.... has a plan
for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully calibrated so none of these
works are required.” I have seen no information to support or not support this
calibration.

Please note that I am on vacation from Feb 25 to Feb 29, 2008, therefore if you
wish we can meet next week or the first two weeks in March 2008. March 1 4th is the
date in which submissions for Part two Request are to be in to the Minister

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caj
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:58 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thank you for your prompt reply, Richard.

My concerns remain that these planned works do not comply with the
requirements of the Class Environmental Assessment approved by the Minister of
the Environment and neither do they comply with the requirements of the
Planning Act. The planned works are all major expansions to existing facilities that
require Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental Assessments. Clearview
Township has a plan for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully
calibrated so that none of these works are required. That plan for growth is
consistent with the one required by the Province in the Greater Golden Horseshoe
Growth Plan.

I would be most pleased to discuss my concerns with representatives of the



municipality or your professional engineering consultants.

Please provide me notice of completion of the Sewage EA when it is available.

Regards

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 12:17 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that we are advertising the Notice of Completion for the Water EA this
week in the various area newspapers. The Ad has the preferred solutions for each
area.
See Attachment.

With regards to the Sewage EA, we are finalizing discussions with Collingwood and
Wasaga Beach to determine if Nottawa and Stayner sewage, respectively, can be
accommodated at their sewage treatment plants. When this discussion are
completed, then we will advertise the Sewage EA.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:01 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard. I have the paper versions of the Council presentations. Please advise
the status of the matter now.

Art

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2008 10:54 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Concerns abt Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and Happy New Year to you.



I have downloaded all the e-mails from my server, so it should work for your
delivery now. If it bounces again, I will send you a filesanywhere link that you can
upload it to. My server gets grouchy at about 5 mb, even though it is supposed to
accept upto 10mb.

Have a nice day.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 2, 2008 10:21 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Testing your e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2007 4:22 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Confirming no receipt of the promised PowerPoint presentation as yet.

1



Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI lwa in
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the attachment is the
Public Works Report you refer to.

Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this
evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on the Township’s Web
Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter, If you can not download this
report from the Agenda, please advise and the undersigned will e-mail a copy to
you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their review,
to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I have
previously done in the past latter this week.



Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art McIlwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caj
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the
status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that in camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public
work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any purpose that does
not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a
target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted population growth so as to avoid the requirement for any new water
or wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London v RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all
municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply
to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that
way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemore matter of
Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are



subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matter to be
considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,
with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the
Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with
respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the
municipality of the City of London broke the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy available
to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the deal Council
made in secret, and that application may be made any time before April 2008 in
connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to
increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty under the law and pleading for it to conduct itself in a way that will increase
public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open
and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for
Monday’s meeting.



I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of
Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art McI Iwa in
gpsc@bellnet.ca
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From: Richard Spracicis
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain;
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrasbucture
Date: February 19, 2008 5: 12:14 PM

Please note that I have asked RJB to send you a digital copy.

Richard

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, February 15, 2008 2:31 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: Peggy Sal ma
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi again, Richard. I misspoke when asking for the Environmental Site Report,
intending to say Environmental Study Report.

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 15, 2008 2:28 PM
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Cc: Peggy Salma (pslama©rjburnside.com)
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard. I am beginning to put my thoughts in order for our discussion. Please
provide a copy of the Environmental Site Report, preferably as a .pdf attachment
to an e-mail. If it is much bigger than 5MB, please upload it to the link that I will
send to you from filesanywhere as a separate e-mail.

Thanks

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:38 PM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thanks for agreeing to talk, Richard. I have flagged this note for action later in the
week, arid will be in touch with a couple of suggestions for dates at that time.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:13 PM
To:GPSC-ArtMcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure



Please note that you will be meeting with me, no need for the Engineering
Consultants at this point in time.

To help our discussions; you may wish to bring those Sections of the Municipal
Class EA that you believe that the Township did not comply with. Also the relevant
Sections of the Planning Act that you believe that were not complied with.

Can you also provide the background information for your statement”.... has a plan
for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully calibrated so none of these
works are required.” I have seen no information to support or not support this
calibration.

Please note that I am on vacation from Feb 25 to Feb 29, 2008, therefore if you
wish we can meet next week or the first two weeks in March 2008. March 1 4th is the
date in which submissions for Part two Request are to be in to the Minister

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:58 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thank you for your prompt reply, Richard.

My concerns remain that these planned works do not comply with the
requirements of the Class Environmental Assessment approved by the Minister of
the Environment and neither do they comply with the requirements of the
Planning Act. The planned works are all major expansions to existing facilities that
require Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental Assessments. Clearview
Township has a plan for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully
calibrated so that none of these works are required. That plan for growth is
consistent with the one required by the Province in the Greater Golden Horseshoe
Growth Plan.

I would be most pleased to discuss my concerns with representatives of the
municipality or your professional engineering consultants.

Please provide me notice of completion of the Sewage EA when it is available.

Regards

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on .caJ



Sent: February 11, 2008 12:17 PM
To: GPSC - Art McIlwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that we are advertising the Notice of Completion for the Water EA this
week in the various area newspapers. The Ad has the preferred solutions for each
area.
See Attachment.

Wth regards to the Sewage EA, we are finalizing discussions with Collingwood and
Wasaga Beach to determine if Nottawa and Stayner sewage, respectively, can be
accommodated at their sewage treatment plants. When this discussion are
completed, then we will advertise the Sewage EA.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:01 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard. I have the paper versions of the Council presentations. Please advise
the status of the matter now.

Art

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caJ
Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2008 10:54 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Concerns abt Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and Happy New Year to you.

I have downloaded all the e-mails from my server, so it should work for your
delivery now. If it bounces again, I will send you a filesanywhere link that you can
upload it to. My server gets grouchy at about 5 mb, even though it is supposed to
accept up to 10 mb.

Have a nice day.



(.

Gleneden PropertV Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: January 2, 2008 10:21 AM
To: GPSC - Art McIlwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Testing your e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2007 4:22 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Confirming no receipt of the promised PowerPoint presentation as yet.

I)

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwa in
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P058
Toronto ON M5K 1E7



416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the attachment is the
Public Works Report you refer to.

Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this
evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on the Township’s Web
Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If you can not download this
report from the Agenda, please advise and the undersigned will e-mail a copy to
you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their review,
to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I have
previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;



Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the
status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that in camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public
work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any purpose that does
not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a
target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted population growth so as to avoid the requirement for any new water
or wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London v RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all
municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply
to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that
way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemore matter of
Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are
subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matter to be
considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,
with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the
Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.



While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with
respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the
municipality of the City of London broke the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy available
to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the deal Council
made in secret, and that application may be made any time before April 2008 in
connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to
increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty under the law and pleading for it to conduct itself in a way that will increase
public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open
and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for
Monday’s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of
Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.



Regards,
Art Mcllwain
gpsc@bellnet.ca
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From: Richard Spraacis
To: GPSC - Art McIlwain;
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrasfructure
Date: February 19, 2008 5: 13:13 PM

I think our e-mads passed each other; we will have RJB send you a digital copy
tomorrow.
Richard

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, February 19, 2008 5:11 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: Peggy Salma
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Confirming non-receipt of requested Environmental Study Report.

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 15, 2008 2:31 PM
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Cc: Peggy Sal ma (psla ma@tjburnside.com)
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi again, Richard. I misspoke when asking forthe Environmental Site Report,
intending to say Environmental Study Report.

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 15, 2008 2:28 PM
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Cc: Peggy Salma (pslama@ijburnside.com)
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard. I am beginning to put my thoughts in order for our discussion. Please
provide a copy of the Environmental Site Report, preferably as a .pdf attachment
to an e-mail. If it is much bigger than 5MB, please upload it to the link that I will
send to you from filesanywhere as a separate e-mail.

Thanks

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:38 PM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure



Thanks for agreeing to talk, Richard. I have flagged this note for action later in the
week, and will be in touch with a couple of suggestions for dates at that time.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:13 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that you will be meeting with me, no need for the Engineering
Consultants at this point in time.

To help our discussions; you may wish to bring those Sections of the Municipal
Class EA that you believe that the Township did not comply with. Also the relevant
Sections of the Planning Act that you believe that were not complied with.

Can you also provide the background information for your statement “.... has a plan
for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully calibrated so none of these
works are required.” I have seen no information to support or not support this
calibration.

Please note that I am on vacation from Feb 25 to Feb 29, 2008, therefore if you
wish we can meet next week or the first two weeks in March 2008. March 4th is the
date in which submissions for Part two Request are to be in to the Minister

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caj
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:58 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thank you for your prompt reply, Richard.

My concerns remain that these planned works do not comply with the
requirements of the Class Environmental Assessment approved by the Minister of
the Environment and neither do they comply with the requirements of the
Planning Act. The planned works are all major expansions to existing facilities that
require Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental Assessments. Clearview
Township has a plan for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully
calibrated so that none of these works are required. That plan for growth is
consistent with the one required by the Province in the Greater Golden Horseshoe
Growth Plan.



I would be most pleased to discuss my concerns with representatives of the
municipality or your professional engineering consultants.

Please provide me notice of completion of the Sewage EA when it is available.

Regards

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 12:17 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that we are advertising the Notice of Completion for the Water EA this
week in the various area newspapers. The Ad has the preferred solutions for each
area.
See Attachment.

Wth regards to the Sewage EA, we are finalizing discussions with Collingwood and
Wasaga Beach to determine if Noftawa and Stayner sewage, respectively, can be
accommodated at their sewage treatment plants. When this discussion are
completed, then we will advertise the Sewage EA.

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:01 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard. I have the paper versions of the Council presentations. Please advise
the status of the matter now.

Art

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2008 10:54 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Concerns abt Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and Happy New Year to you.



I have downloaded all the e-mails from my server, so it should work for your
delivery now. If it bounces again, I will send you a filesanywhere link that you can
upload it to. My server gets grouchy at about 5 mb, even though it is supposed to
accept upto 10mb.

Have a nice day.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 2, 2008 10:21 AM
To: GPSC - Art McIlwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Testing your e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2007 4:22 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Confirming no receipt of the promised PowerPoint presentation as yet.



[-)

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwa in
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the attachment is the
Public Works Report you refer to.

Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to Council this
evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Bumside. Please note that on the Township’s Web
Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If you can not download this
report from the Agenda, please advise and the undersigned will e-mail a copy to
you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their review,
to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.



Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I have
previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Aft McIlwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caj
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken Ferguson;
Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor Roger McGillvray;
Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as to the
status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect to water
and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun that in camera
meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a lot to me like the
municipality may be taking steps to import water from neighbouring municipalities
and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no public
work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any purpose that does
not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading is a plan for growth to a
target population of less than 19,000 people by 2021 which plan explicitly allocates
the targeted population growth so as to avoid the requirement for any new water
or wastewater infrastructure of that type, and that there is no other plan or
population growth targets that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of Canada
decision in London v RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public meetings and
voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law requires all
municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions that do not apply
to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19 it was not always that



way but it has been the law of the land since 1995. In the Creemore matter of
Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way things were before the law was
changed. The Court notes at para 24 that even properly closed meetings are
subject to scrutiny, requiring a municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of
the holding of a closed meeting and the general nature of the matter to be
considered. I say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session
without doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a vote,
with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore either. In the
Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2 which
analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para 32 that with
respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the citizen’s right to notice
and participation in a matter on the one hand and his or her right to observe
municipal government in process. The Court found that the open meeting
requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33 that by closing its meetings the
municipality of the City of London broke the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance matter and
is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to the holding of
closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed meetings related to
municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy available
to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash the deal Council
made in secret, and that application may be made anytime before April 2008 in
connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if meeting have been held
improperly in connection with the matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is to
increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by ensuring the
open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore matter, giving
rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law provides. Be clear in this: I
am not threatening litigation here, I am merely reminding the municipality of its
duty under the law and pleading for it to conduct itself in a way that will increase
public confidence in the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open
and transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I



understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for
Monday’s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for that
meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members of
Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art Mcllwain
gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2, and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is



believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: Peciciv Slama
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain;
cc: Peppy Salma; Richard Sprapps; File Collinpwood;

Jeff Langlois;
Subject: Re: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrasbucture
Date: February 21, 2008 1:26: 19 PM
Attachments: pic23811.iøp

pic31322.lDci

Mr. Mcllwain,

I have uploaded a pdf copy of the report into your drop box. Please let me
know if there is any problem. Also, please note this is a copy of the
Clearview Long Term Water Supply EA. I have not included any items related
to wastewater.

Regards,
Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 RoneIl Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-446-2399

“GPSC - Art
Mcllwain”
<gpsc@bellnet.ca> To

“Richard Spraggs”
2008-02-19 05:11 <rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca>
PM cc

“Peggy Salma”
<pslama©rjburnside.com>

Subject
Concerns about Water and Wastewater
Infrastructure



Confirming non-receipt of requested Environmental Study Report.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 15, 2008 2:31 PM
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Cc: Peggy Salma (pslama@rjburnside.com)
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi again, Richard. I misspoke when asking for the Environmental Site
Report, intending to say Environmental Study Report.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caj
Sent: February 15, 2008 2:28 PM
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Cc: Peggy Salma (pslama@rjburnside.com)
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard. I am beginning to put my thoughts in order for our discussion.
Please provide a copy of the Environmental Site Report, preferably as a
.pdf attachment to an e-mail. If it is much bigger than 5MB, please upload
it to the link that I will send to you from filesanywhere as a separate
e-mail.

Thanks
From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:pDsc@bellnet.caj
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:38 PM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thanks for agreeing to talk, Richard. I have flagged this note for action
later in the week, and will be in touch with a couple of suggestions for
dates at that time.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rspracjQs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:13 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that you will be meeting with me, no need for the Engineering
Consultants at this point in time.



To help our discussions; you may wish to bring those Sections of the
Municipal Class EA that you believe that the Township did not comply with.
Also the relevant Sections of the Planning Act that you believe that were
not complied with.

Can you also provide the background information for your statement ... has
a plan for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully calibrated
so none of these works are required.. I have seen no information to support
or not support this calibration.

Please note that I am on vacation from Feb 25 to Feb 29, 2008, therefore if
you wish we can meet next week or the first two weeks in March 2008. March
14th is the date in which submissions for Part two Request are to be in to
the Minister

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpscbellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:58 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thank you for your prompt reply, Richard.

My concerns remain that these planned works do not comply with the
requirements of the Class Environmental Assessment approved by the Minister
of the Environment and neither do they comply with the requirements of the
Planning Act. The planned works are all major expansions to existing
facilities that require Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental
Assessments. Clearview Township has a plan for growth to 2021 (the
Official Plan) that is carefully calibrated so that none of these works are
required. That plan for growth is consistent with the one required by the
Province in the Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan.

I would be most pleased to discuss my concerns with representatives of the
municipality or your professional engineering consultants.

Please provide me notice of completion of the Sewage EA when it is
available.

Regards

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rspraags@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 12:17 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain



Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that we are advertising the Notice of Completion for the Water
EA this week in the various area newspapers. The Ad has the preferred
solutions for each area.
See Attachment.

With regards to the Sewage EA, we are finalizing discussions with
Collingwood and Wasaga Beach to determine if Nottawa and Stayner sewage,
respectively, can be accommodated at their sewage treatment plants. When
this discussion are completed, then we will advertise the Sewage EA.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:01 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard. I have the paper versions of the Council presentations.
Please advise the status of the matter now.

Art

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain Fmailto:Qpsc©bellnet.caj
Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2008 10:54 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Concerns abt Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and Happy New Year to you.

I have downloaded all the e-mails from my server, so it should work for
your delivery now. If it bounces again, I will send you a filesanywhere
link that you can upload it to. My server gets grouchy at about 5 mb, even
though it is supposed to accept up to 10 mb.

Have a nice day.

(Embedded image moved to file: pic23811.jpg)GPSC Logo

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage



per
Art McIlwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: Richard Spraggs Fmailto : rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 2, 2008 10:21 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Testing your e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:cipsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2007 4:22 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Confirming no receipt of the promised PowerPoint presentation as yet.

(Embedded image moved to file: pic31322.jpg)GPSC Logo

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the attachment
is the Public Works Report you refer to.



Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rspracjgs@clearviewtwp.on. Ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken
Ferguson; Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor
Roger McGillvray; Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to
Council this evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on the
Township.s Web Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If you
can not download this report from the Agenda, please advise and the
undersigned will e-mail a copy to you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to Ri Burnside for their
review, to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I
have previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:cjpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken
Ferguson; Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor
Roger McGillvray; Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information as
to the status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with respect
to water and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun
that in camera meetings are being held with respect to matters that sound a
lot to me like the municipality may be taking steps to import water from



neighbouring municipalities and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that no
public work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any
purpose that does not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading
is a plan for growth to a target population of less than 19,000 people by
2021 which plan explicitly allocates the targeted population growth so as
to avoid the requirement for any new water or wastewater infrastructure of
that type, and that there is no other plan or population growth targets
that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of
Canada decision in London v RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public
meetings and voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law
requires all municipal meetings be open to the public with a few exceptions
that do not apply to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para 18-19
it was not always that way but it has been the law of the land since 1995.
In the Creemore matter of Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way
things were before the law was changed. The Court notes at para 24 that
even properly closed meetings are subject to scrutiny, requiring a
municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of the holding of a
closed meeting and the general nature of the matter to be considered. I
say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session without
doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting requirement
is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the law
requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking of a
vote, with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore
either. In the Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the
closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2
which analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para
32 that with respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the
citizen.s right to notice and participation in a matter on the one hand and
his or her right to observe municipal government in process. The Court
found that the open meeting requirement concerns the latter, and at para 33
that by closing its meetings the municipality of the City of London broke
the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance
matter and is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to
the holding of closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed



meetings related to municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy
available to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to quash
the deal Council made in secret, and that application may be made any time
before April 2008 in connection with the Creemore matter and will arise if
meeting have been held improperly in connection with the matters the
Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement is
to increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by
ensuring the open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore
matter, giving rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law
provides. Be clear in this: I am not threatening litigation here, I am
merely reminding the municipality of its duty under the law and pleading
for it to conduct itself in a way that will increase public confidence in
the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open and transparent
exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I understand
the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for Monday.s
meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for
that meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and Members
of Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art Mcllwain
gpsc@bellnet.ca
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From: Richard Spragcis
To: Peggy Slama; GPSC - Art Mcllwain;
cc: Peggy Salma; File Collingwood; Jeff Langlois;
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrasbucbjre
Date: February 21, 2008 1:29:50 PM

Please note that this report has also been loaded onto the Township Web
Site.

Original Message
From: Peggy Slama [mailto:Peciqy.Slama©riburnside.comj
Sent: Thursday, February 21, 2008 1:26 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Cc: Peggy Salma; Richard Spraggs; File Collingwood; Jeff Langlois
Subject: Re: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Mr. Mcllwain,

I have uploaded a pdf copy of the report into your drop box. Please let
me
know if there is any problem. Also, please note this is a copy of the
Clearview Long Term Water Supply EA. I have not included any items
related
to wastewater.

Regards,
Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
R.J. Burnside & Assodates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 Ronell Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 436
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-446-2399

“GPSC - Art

Mcllwain”

<gpsc@bellnet.ca>
To

I!Richard Spraggs”



2008-02-19 05:11 <rspraggs@cIearviewtwp.on.ca>

PM
cc

“Peggy Salma”

<pslama@rjburnside.com>

Subject
Concerns about Water and

Wastewater
Infrastructure

Confirming non-receipt of requested Environmental Study Report.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:cjpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 15, 2008 2:31 PM
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Cc: Peggy Salma (pslama@rjburnside.com)
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi again, Richard. I misspoke when asking for the Environmental Site
Report, intending to say Environmental Study Report.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@)bellnet.caj
Sent: ftbruary 15, 2008 2:28 PM
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Cc: Peggy Salma (pslama@rjburnside.com)
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure



Hi Richard. I am beginning to put my thoughts in order for our
discussion.
Please provide a copy of the Environmental Site Report, preferably as a
.pdf attachment to an e-mail. If it is much bigger than 5MB, please
upload
it to the link that I will send to you from filesanywhere as a separate
e-mail.

Thanks
From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:cjpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:38 PM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thanks for agreeing to talk, Richard. I have flagged this note for
action
later in the week, and will be in touch with a couple of suggestions for
dates at that time.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rsiracias@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:13 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that you will be meeting with me, no need for the
Engineering
Consultants at this point in time.

To help our discussions; you may wish to bring those Sections of the
Municipal Class EA that you believe that the Township did not comply
with.
Also the relevant Sections of the Planning Act that you believe that
were
not compHed with.

Can you also provide the background information for your statement “....

has
a plan for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully
calibrated
so none of these works are required.” I have seen no information to
support
or not support this calibration.

Please note that I am on vacation from Feb 25 to Feb 29, 2008, therefore
if



you wish we can meet next week or the first two weeks in March 2008.
March
14th is the date in which submissions for Part two Request are to be in
to
the Minister

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain {mailto:cipsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:58 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thank you for your prompt reply, Richard.

My concerns remain that these planned works do not comply with the
requirements of the Class Environmental Assessment approved by the
Minister
of the Environment and neither do they comply with the requirements of
the
Planning Act. The planned works are all major expansions to existing
facilities that require Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental
Assessments. Clearview Township has a plan for growth to 2021 (the
Official Plan) that is carefully calibrated so that none of these works
are
required. That plan for growth is consistent with the one required by
the
Province in the Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan.

I would be most pleased to discuss my concerns with representatives of
the
municipality or your professional engineering consultants.

Please provide me notice of completion of the Sewage EA when it is
available.

Regards

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rspracjgs©clearviewtwp.on.caJ
Sent: February 11, 2008 12:17 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that we are advertising the Notice of Completion for the
Water
EA this week in the various area newspapers. The Ad has the preferred



solutions for each area.
See Attachment.

With regards to the Sewage EA, we are finalizing discussions with
Collingwood and Wasaga Beach to determine if Nottawa and Stayner sewage,
respectively, can be accommodated at their sewage treatment plants. When
this discussion are completed, then we will advertise the Sewage EA.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain Fmailto:aisc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:01 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard. I have the paper versions of the Council presentations.
Please advise the status of the matter now.

Art

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gDsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2008 10:54 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Concerns abt Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and Happy New Year to you.

I have downloaded all the e-mails from my server, so it should work for
your delivery now. If it bounces again, I will send you a fllesanywhere
link that you can upload it to. My server gets grouchy at about 5 mb,
even
though it is supposed to accept up to 10 mb.

Have a nice day.

(Embedded image moved to file: pic26962.jpg)GPSC Logo

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record



Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: Richard Spraggs Imailto : rsiracias@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 2, 2008 10:21 AM
To: GPSC - Art McIlwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Testing your e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain fmailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2007 4:22 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Confirming no receipt of the promised PowerPoint presentation as yet.
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Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
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From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:qpsc©bellnet.caj
Sent: December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the
attachment
is the Public Works Report you refer to.

Art



From: Richard Spraggs fmailto : rspracias@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken
Ferguson; Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor
Roger McGillvray; Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to
Council this evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on
the
Township’s Web Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If
you
can not download this report from the Agenda, please advise and the
undersigned will e-mail a copy to you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to Ri Burnside for
their
review, to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I
have previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:QDsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken
Ferguson; Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor
Roger McGillvray; Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information
as
to the status of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with
respect



to water and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the Stayner Sun
that in camera meetings are being held with respect to matters that
sound a
lot to me like the municipality may be taking steps to import water from
neighbouring municipalities and export wastewater to them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that
no
public work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any
purpose that does not conform with the Official Plan, which on my
reading
is a plan for growth to a target population of less than 19,000 people
by
2021 which plan explicitly allocates the targeted population growth so
as
to avoid the requirement for any new water or wastewater infrastructure
of
that type, and that there is no other plan or population growth targets
that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court
of
Canada decision in London V RSJ Holdings related to the holding of
public
meetings and voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the
law
requires all municipal meetings be open to the public with a few
exceptions
that do not apply to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes at para
18-19
it was not always that way but it has been the law of the land since
1995.
In the Creemore matter of Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the
way
things were before the law was changed. The Court notes at para 24 that
even properly closed meetings are subject to scrutiny, requiring a
municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of the holding of a
closed meeting and the general nature of the matter to be considered. I
say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session without
doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting
requirement
is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the



law
requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the taking
of a
vote, with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter in Creemore
either. In the Creemore matter the Council did take a vote during the
closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of
the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section
3.2
which analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at
para
32 that with respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the
citizen’s right to notice and participation in a matter on the one hand
and
his or her right to observe municipal government in process. The Court
found that the open meeting requirement concerns the latter, and at para
33
that by closing its meetings the municipality of the City of London
broke
the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance
matter and is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect
to
the holding of closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed
meetings related to municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy
available to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to
quash
the deal Council made in secret, and that application may be made any
time
before April 2008 in connection with the Creemore matter and will arise
if
meeting have been held improperly in connection with the matters the
Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement
is
to increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by
ensuring the open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore



matter, giving rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law
provides. Be clear in this: I am not threatening litigation here, I am
merely reminding the municipality of its duty under the law and pleading
for it to conduct itself in a way that will increase public confidence
in
the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open and
transparent
exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I understand
the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda for Monday’s
meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record
for
that meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and
Members
of Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art Mcllwain
gpsc@bellnet.ca
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From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
To: “Pecjay Slama”;
cc: “Richard SpragcW’; “File Coilinawood”; “Jeff Lanciiois’;
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure
Date: February 21, 2008 1:39:00 PM

February 21, 2008

Township of Clearview and R.J. Burnside

Richard Spraggs and Peggy Slama

Delivered by e-mail

This confirms receipt of the 538 page R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited Township of Clearview
Long Term Water Supplyfor Clearview Schedule B Municipal Class EA PROJECT FILE REPORT
dated February 13, 2008, delivered in response to my request for a copy of the Environmental
Study Report.

Thank you

FilesAnwibere.
Dropbox Notification

You have new ifies...
New Flies: GLENEDEN\CIearview MCEACopy of Olo8ClearviewCbssEA_Final.pdf (31.6 MB)
Dropped By: rsprauus@clearviewtwp.on.ca
Upload Time: 2/21/2008 1:21:54 PM (Eastern Ti )
Message
From Sender:

This email is being sent to you since you opted for file access notification when creating this Dropbox.

If you enabled flie History Tracking for this Dropbox, you can view a complete activity log online. Login,
right-click on the drop folder and choose “File History Log”.

Login to your account here: http://www.FilesAnvwhere.com



Did you know you can access your entire account from your mobile phone? Any iPhoneTh or
web-enabled mobile device can be used to login to your account on the go. Just point your
mobile web browser to: https://m.filesanywhere.com

Thank you for using FilesAnywhere!

Toll-free Customer Support: 1-866-805-1991 or reply to this email.

Original Message
From: Peggy Slama [mailto: Peggy.Slama@rjburnside.com]
Sent: February 21, 2008 1:26 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Cc: Peggy Salma Richard Spraggs; File Collingwood; Jeff Langlois
Subject: Re: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Mr. Mcllwain,

I have uploaded a pdf copy of the report into your drop box. Please let
me know if there is any problem. Also, please note this is a copy of the
Clearview Long Term Water Supply EA. I have not included any items
related to wastewater.

Regards,
Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 Ronell Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 436
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-446-2399

“GPSC -

Art

Mcllwain”
<gpscbellnet . ca>

To
“Richard

Spraggs”
2008-e2-19 05:11 <rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.

Ca>
PM

cc
“Peggy Salma”



<ps larnarjburnside.
corn>

Subject
Concerns about Water and

Wa stewater

Infrastructure

Confirming non-receipt of requested Environmental Study Report.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 15, 2008 2:31 PM
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Cc: Peggy Salma (pslama@rjburnside.com)
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi again, Richard. I misspoke when asking for the Environmental Site
Report, intending to say Environmental Study Report.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caJ
Sent: February 15, 2008 2:28 PM
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Cc: Peggy Salma (pslama@rjburnside.com)
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard. I am beginning to put my thoughts in order for our
discussion.
Please provide a copy of the Environmental Site Report, preferably as a
pdf attachment to an e-mail. If it is much bigger than 5MB, please
upload it to the link that I will send to you from filesan,here as a
separate e-mail.

Thanks
From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:38 PM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure



Thanks for agreeing to talk, Richard. I have flagged this note for
action later in the week, and will be in touch with a couple of
suggestions for dates at that time.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto: rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:13 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that you will be meeting with me, no need for the Engineering
Consultants at this point in time.

To help our discussions; you may wish to bring those Sections of the
Municipal Class EA that you believe that the Township did not comply with.
Also the relevant Sections of the Planning Act that you believe that were
not complied with.

Can you also provide the background information for your statement
has a plan for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully
calibrated so none of these works are required. I have seen no
information to support or not support this calibration.

Please note that I am on vacation from Feb 25 to Feb 29, 2008, therefore
if you wish we can meet next week or the first two weeks in March 2008.
March 14th is the date in which submissions for Part two Request are to
be in to the Minister

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:58 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thank you for your prompt reply, Richard.

My concerns remain that these planned works do not comply with the
requirements of the Class Environmental Assessment approved by the
Minister of the Environment and neither do they comply with the
requirements of the Planning Act. The planned works are all major
expansions to existing facilities that require Schedule C Municipal Class
Environmental Assessments. Clearview Township has a plan for growth to
2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully calibrated so that none of
these works are required. That plan for growth is consistent with the
one required by the Province in the Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan.

I would be most pleased to discuss my concerns with representatives of
the municipality or your professional engineering consultants.



Please provide me notice of completion of the Sewage EA when it is
available.

Regards

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto: rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 12:17 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that we are advertising the Notice of Completion for the
Water EA this week in the various area newspapers. The Ad has the
preferred solutions for each area.
See Attachment.

With regards to the Sewage EA, we are finalizing discussions with
Collingwood and Wasaga Beach to determine if Nottawa and Stayner sewage,
respectively, can be accommodated at their sewage treatment plants. When
this discussion are completed, then we will advertise the Sewage EA.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:01 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard. I have the paper versions of the Council presentations.
Please advise the status of the matter now.

Art

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2008 10:54 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Concerns abt Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Hi Richard, and Happy New Year to you.

I have downloaded all the e-mails from my server, so it should work for
your delivery now. If it bounces again, I will send you a filesanywhere
link that you can upload it to. My server gets grouchy at about 5 mb,
even though it is supposed to accept up to 10 mb.

Have a nice day.9



(Embedded image moved to file: pic23811.jpg)GPSC Logo

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto: rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 2, 2008 10:21 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Testing your e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2007 4:22 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Confirming no receipt of the promised PowerPoint presentation as yet.

(Embedded image moved to file: pic31322.jpg)GPSC Logo

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105 P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca e-mail

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 10:15 AM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure



Hi Richard, and thanks for your note below. Please confirm the
attachment is the Public Works Report you refer to.

Art

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto:rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: December 10, 2007 8:33 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken
Ferguson; Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor
Roger McGillvray; Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that the Sewage EA and the Water EA will be presented to
Council this evening (Dec10, 2007) by RJ Burnside. Please note that on
the Township s Web Site there is a Public Works Report on this matter. If
you can not download this report from the Agenda, please advise and the
undersigned will e-mail a copy to you.

Please note that your comments will be forwarded to RJ Burnside for their
review, to take into consideration, and to place in the EA File.

Please note that I will forward to you the power point presentation as I
have previously done in the past latter this week.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caJ
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2007 5:33 PM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Cc: Mayor Deputy Alicia Savage; Councillor Doug Measures; Mayor Ken
Ferguson; Councillor Orville Brown; Councillor Robert Walker; Councillor
Roger McGillvray; Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

December 7, 2007
Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs and Bob Campbell

I grow concerned that I have no response to my requests for information
as to the status o-f the Municipal Class Environmental Assessments with
respect to water and wastewater infrastructure. I have read in the
Stayner Sun that in camera meetings are being held with respect to
matters that sound a lot to me like the municipality may be taking steps
to import water from neighbouring municipalities and export wastewater to



them for treatment.

I remind the municipality of the section 24 Planning Act provision that
no public work shall be undertaken and no by-law shall be passed for any
purpose that does not conform with the Official Plan, which on my reading
is a plan for growth to a target population of less than 19,000 people by
2021 which plan explicitly allocates the targeted population growth so as
to avoid the requirement for any new water or wastewater infrastructure
of that type, and that there is no other plan or population growth
targets that the municipality has approved.

I remind the municipality as well of the analysis in the Supreme Court of
Canada decision in London v RSJ Holdings related to the holding of public
meetings and voting on matters in closed meetings.

To begin, in section 3, Analysis the Court writes at para 17 that the law
requires all municipal meetings be open to the public with a few
exceptions that do not apply to the matter in Creemore. The Court notes
at para 18-19 it was not always that way but it has been the law of the
land since 1995.
In the Creemore matter o-F Alliance Homes, I say the Council acted the way
things were before the law was changed. The Court notes at para 24 that
even properly closed meetings are subject to scrutiny, requiring a
municipality to pass a resolution stating the fact of the holding of a
closed meeting and the general nature of the matter to be considered. I
say that in the Creemore matter, Council met in closed session without
doing that. The Court notes at para 25 that the open meeting requirement
is further reinforced with respect to the taking of a vote and that the
law requires a meeting shall not be closed to the public during the
taking of a vote, with a few exceptions that did not apply to the matter
in Creemore either. In the Creemore matter the Council did take a vote
during the closed meeting.

While much of the Court decision deals with the intricacies of one of the
exceptions to the rules requiring open meetings, beginning at section 3.2
which analyzes Interim Control By-laws, even there the Court found at para
32 that with respect to such by-laws there is a distinction between the
citizen s right to notice and participation in a matter on the one hand
and his or her right to observe municipal government in process. The
Court found that the open meeting requirement concerns the latter, and at
para 33 that by closing its meetings the municipality of the City of
London broke the law.

Hopefully the municipality has learned from its missteps in the Alliance
matter and is not now engaged in the same sort of conduct with respect to
the holding of closed meetings and taking votes on matters in closed
meetings related to municipal infrastructure.

I remind the municipality that the Court explains at para 34 the remedy



available to concerned citizens. Anybody may bring an application to
quash the deal Council made in secret, and that application may be made
any time before April 2008 in connection with the Creemore matter and
will arise if meeting have been held improperly in connection with the
matters the Stayner Sun reported.
As the Court says at para 19 the purpose of the open meeting requirement
is to increase public confidence in the integrity of local government by
ensuring the open and transparent exercise of municipal power.

That is what I want. Sadly that is what was missing in the Creemore
matter, giving rise to the right of any citizen to the remedies the law
provides. Be clear in this: I am not threatening litigation here, I am
merely reminding the municipality of its duty under the law and pleading
for it to conduct itself in a way that will increase public confidence in
the integrity of our local government by ensuring the open and
transparent exercise of municipal power, and have written today because I
understand the matter of municipal infrastructure may be on the agenda
for Monday s meeting.

I ask that the Clerk record my concerns as part of the written record for
that meeting, and to facilitate his communication to the Mayor and
Members of Council, I have copied them on this e-mail.

I invite discussion of these concerns of mine.

Have a pleasant weekend.

Regards,
Art Mcllwain
gpsc@bellnet. ca
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From: GPSC - Art McIIwain
To: Peggy Salma (pslama@rjburnside.com);

Richard Spraggs (rspracjgs@clearviewtwp.on.ca);
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure
Date: February 21, 2008 3: 29:00 PM
Attachments: Environmental Study Report - Missing Documents.pdf

February 21, 2008

Clearview Township & R.J. Burnside
Peggy Slama and Richard Spraggs

I attach pages 491 to 493 of the Environmental Study Report. You will see that my
comment on page 491 and 492 included attachments which are not included in the
comments section of the report. You included the cover page but not the
important documents attached. Please amend the report by including the
attachments, and provide me a copy of them so that I can include them in my copy
of the report.

Thank you

:•:. s

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI lwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P058
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca



From: GPSC - Art McIIwain
To: “EAABGen@ene.gov.on.ca”;
cc: “Brad.Graham@ontarlo.ca”;
Subject: Part II Order Requests
Date: February 22, 2008 11:53:00 AM
Attachments: Art McIIwain.vcf

I have this link from http://www.ene.gov.on.ca/envision/env regJea/english/
General_info/Pa rtllOrders.htm which indicates all Part II Order (bump-up) requests
are reviewed by the Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch.

The Township of Clearview in Simcoe County on Friday last week published a
Notice of Completion for a proposed undertaking. It provided a report in digital
form yesterday. A first reading indicates that: i) the proposed undertaking
constitutes a major expansion of existing water facilities and the construction of
new water facilities, and ii) a number of factors indicate that the proposed
undertaking differs from other undertakings in the class to which the Class EA
applies and iii) these factors are highly significant having regard for the provincial
interest, (enabling as the proposed undertaking would do population growth
eight to ten times that providedfor in the Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan
and the Official Plan for the municipality) to the extent that there may be benefits
of carrying out an individual EA.

I am writing this to request information about your preferred process in receiving
and reviewing Part II Order requests. Perhaps the best way to begin would be for
you to provide me with the name and contact particulars of an appropriate person
to talk to about your procedures. My contact information is in the attached vcard
and below.

P S

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI lwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58



Toronto ON M51C 1E7
416 777 1325 phon.
416 777 1329 fax
gpscb.IIn.t.ca



From: Peqciy Slama
To: gpsc@bellnet.ca; Rlchardclearviewtwp.on.

c1-

cc: Jeff Langlois; File Collinciwood;
Subject: Errata and e-mail attachments
Date: February 22, 2008 5:09:01 PM
Attachments: O8O222Errata.Ddf

AMcllwain email attachments.pdf

Mr.Mcllwain,

Here are copies of the Errata we have issued for the EA document. Also, a
copy of your e-mail attachments. Please insert both in your document.

(See attached file: O8O222Errata.pdf)(See attached file: AMcllwain email
attachments.pdf)

Regards,

Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 RoneIl Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-446-2399

CONFIDENTIALiTY NOTICE ****

This electronic transmission and any accompanying attachments may contain
privileged or confidential information intended only for the use of the
individual or organization named above. Any distribution, copying or action
taken in reliance on the contents of this communication by anyone other
than the intended recipient(s) is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

If you have received this communication in error please notify the sender
at
the above email address and delete this email immediately.

Thank you.



Fmm: GPSC - Art McIfwain
To: “Peggy Slama”;
Subject: RE: Errata and e-mail attachments
Date: February 22, 2008 5:12:00 PM

Thanks Peggy. Have you come across the incorrect populations stated for
Stayner and Creemore in 2006? The correct ones are: Creemore 1,289 (522
dwellings) and Stayner 3,913 (1,507).

Original Message
From: Peggy Slama Fmailto:Pegqv.Slama©ribumside.com]
Sent: February 22, 2008 5:09 PM
To: gpsc@bellnet.ca; Richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca
Cc: Jeff Langlois; File Collingwood
Subject: Errata and e-mail attachments

Mr. Mcllwain,

Here are copies of the Errata we have issued for the EA document. Also, a copy
of your e-mail attachments. Please insert both in your document.

(See attached file: O8O222Errata.pdf)(See attached file: AMcllwain email
attachments .pdf)

Regards,

Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 Ronell Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-416-2399

)C CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ****

This electronic transmission and any accompanying attachments may contain
privileged or confidential information intended only for the use of the individual
or organization named above. Any distribution, copying or action taken in
reliance on the contents of this communication by anyone other than the
intended recipient(s) is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.



If you have received this communication in error please notify the sender at the
above email address and delete this email immediately.

Thank you.



From: GPSC - Art McIlwain
To: Peggy Salma (pslama@rjburnside.

corn);
Subject: Errata and e-mail attachments
Date: February 22, 2008 6:07:00 PM

Hi again, Peggy. This is further to my note about the correct 2006 populations for
Creemore and Stayner.

http://geodepot.statcan.ca/GeoSearch2006/GeoSea rch2006.jsp?
resolution=H&la ng=E&otherLang=F

The link above will get you to an interactive map. Expand it until it shows
Clearview Township, and then go to the Layers(2) tab and click on the Urban Areas
radio button. You will then be able to use the “identify” button on the left side,
and click on the Stayner urban area and then the Creemore urban area to get the
correct information as to the 2006 population and unit count that is needed to
amend Table 3.1 and the others that are based on it.

Original Message---—
From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 22, 2008 5:12 PM
To: ‘Peggy Slama’
Subject: RE: Errata and e-mail attachments

Thanks Peggy. Have you come across the incorrect populations stated for Stayner
and Creemore in the 2006 Census? The correct ones are: Creemore 1,289 (522
dwellings) and Stayner 3,913 (1,507).

Original Message
From: Peggy Slama [mailto:Peggy.Slama@rjburnside.com]
Sent: February 22, 2008 5:09 PM
To: gpsc@bellnet.ca; Richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca
Cc: Jeff Langlois; File Collingwood
Subject: Errata and e-mail attachments

Mr.Mcllwain,

Here are copies of the Errata we have issued for the EA document. Also, a copy of
your e-mail attachments. Please insert both in your document.



(See attached file: O8O222Errata.pdf)(See attached file: AMcllwain email
attachments.pdf)

Regards,

Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 RonelI Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-446-2399

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

This electronic transmission and any accompanying attachments may contain
privileged or confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or
organization named above. Any distribution, copying or action taken in reliance on
the contents of this communication by anyone other than the intended recipient(s)
is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

If you have received this communication in error please notify the sender at the
above email address and delete this email immediately.

Thank you.

***************************************



From: Pecav Slama
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain;
cc: File Collinawood; Jeff Langlois; Richard©clearviewtwD.on.

Subject: Re: Errata and e-mail attachments
Date: February 25, 2008 10:51:27 AM

Thank you for bringing this to our attention. We will look at the
information.

Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 Ronell Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-446-2399

“GPSC - Art
Mcllwain”
<gpsc@bellnet.ca> To

“Peggy Salma”
2008-02-22 06:07 <pslama@rjburnside.com>
PM cc

Subject
Errata and e-mail attachments

Hi again, Peggy. This is further to my note about the correct 2006
populations for Creemore and Stayner.

http: //geodepot. statcan . ca/GeoSearch2006/GeoSearch2006 . isp?



resolution= H&lancj= E&otherLang=F

The link above will get you to an interactive map. Expand it until it
shows Clearview Township, and then go to the Layers(2) tab and click on the
Urban Areas radio button. You will then be able to use the .identify.
button on the left side, and click on the Stayner urban area and then the
Creemore urban area to get the correct information as to the 2006
population and unit count that is needed to amend Table 3.1 and the others
that are based on it.

Original Message
From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:apsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 22, 2008 5:12 PM
To: ‘Peggy Slama’
Subject: RE: Errata and e-mail attachments

Thanks Peggy. Have you come across the incorrect populations stated for
Stayner and Creemore in the 2006 Census? The correct ones are: Creemore
1,289 (522 dwellings) and Stayner 3,913 (1,507).

Original Message
From: Peggy Slama [mailto: Pecigy.Slama@rjburnside.com]
Sent: February 22, 2008 5:09 PM
To: gpsc@bellnet.ca; Richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca
Cc: Jeff Langlois; File Collingwood
Subject: Errata and e-mail attachments

Mr. Mcllwain,

Here are copies of the Errata we have issued for the EA document. Also, a
copy of your e-mail attachments. Please insert both in your document.

(See attached file: O8O222Errata.pdf)(See attached file: AMcllwain email
attachments.pdf)

Regards,

Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 Ronell Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 4J6



Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-446-2399

**** CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ****

This electronic transmission and any accompanying attachments may contain
privileged or confidential information intended only for the use of the
individual or organization named above. Any distribution, copying or action
taken in reliance on the contents of this communication by anyone other
than the intended recipient(s) is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

If you have received this communication in error please notify the sender
at the above email address and delete this email immediately.

Thank you.



From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
To: Peggy Salma (pslama@rjbumside.com);
Subject: Clearview Water Class Environmental Assessment
Date: February 28, 2008 2:42:00 PM
Attachments: Missing Reference.pdf

Hi Peggy. Please advise the correct appendix to complete this sentence from your
report at page 39 of your report. “The calculated ultimate water demand for each
study area is shown in Appendix_.”

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwa in
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca



From: Pecjciy Slama
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain;
cc: Richard@clearviewtwo.on.ca; Jeff Lancilols; File Collinciwood;
Subject: Re: Clearview Water Class Environmental Assessment MG034662
Date: February 28, 2008 3:31:46 PM
Attachments: pic0004l.ji,ci

Missing Reference.pdf

Thank you. The sentence should read Appendix “D”.

Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 RonelI Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-446-2399

“GPSC - Art
M cllwai n”

<gpsc@bellnetca> To
“Peggy Salma”

2008-02-28 02:43 <pslama@rjburnside.com>
PM cc

Subject
Clearview Water Class Environmental
Assessment

Hi Peggy. Please advise the correct appendix to complete this sentence
from your report at page 39 of your report. •The calculated ultimate water
demand for each study area is shown in Appendix ..



(Embedded image moved to file: pic0004l .jpg)GPSC Logo

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

(See attached file: Missing Reference.pdf)



From: GPSC - Art McIlwain
To: Peggy Salma (pslama@rjbumslde.

corn);
Subject: Errata and e-mail attachments
Date: February 28, 2008 5:04:00 PM

Hi Peggy. Have you decided what changes will be made to incorporate the correct
2006 population numbers?

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 22, 2008 6:07 PM
To: Peggy Sal ma (pslama@rjburnside.com)
Subject: Errata and e-mail attachments

Hi again, Peggy. This is further to my note about the correct 2006 populations for
Creemore and Stayner.

http://geodepot.statcan.ca/GeoSearch2006/GeoSearch2006.jsp?
resolution=H&la ng=E&otherLang=F

The link above will get you to an interactive map. Expand it until it shows
Clearview Township, and then go to the Layers(2) tab and click on the Urban Areas
radio button. You will then be able to use the “identify” button on the left side,
and click on the Stayner urban area and then the Creemore urban area to get the
correct information as to the 2006 population and unit count that is needed to
amend Table 3.1 and the others that are based on it.

Original Message
From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 22, 2008 5:12 PM
To: ‘Peggy Slama’
Subject: RE: Errata and e-mail attachments

Thanks Peggy. Have you come across the incorrect populations stated for Stayner
and Creem ore in the 2006 Census? The correct ones are: Creemore 1,289 (522
dwellings) and Stayner 3,913 (1,507).

Original Message—--
From: Peggy Slama [mailto:Peggy.Slama@rjburnside.com]
Sent: February 22, 2008 5:09 PM
To: gpsc@bellnet.ca; Richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca



Cc: Jeff Langlois; File Collingwood
Subject: Errata and e-mail attachments

Mr.Mcllwain,

Here are copies of the Errata we have issued for the EA document. Also, a copy of
your e-mail attachments. Please insert both in your document.

(See attached file: O8O222Errata.pdf)(See attached file: AMcllwain email
attachments.pdf)

Regards,

Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
RJ. Bumside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 Ronell Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-446-2399

4’4 CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

This electronic transmission and any accompanying attachments may contain
privileged or confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or
organization named above. Any distribution, copying or action taken in reliance on
the contents of this communication by anyone other than the intended recipient(s)
is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

If you have received this communication in error please notify the sender at the
above email address and delete this email immediately.

Thank you.



From: Peciciv Slama
To: GPSC - Art McIIwain;
cc: Richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca;

File Coilincjwood;
Subject: Re: Errata and e-mail attachments
Date: February 28, 2008 5:15:07 PM

Mr. McIlwain,

We have not at this time. Richard has been away this week. Jeff and i
will meet with him next week to discuss the population numbers you brought
to our attention.

Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 Ronell Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-446-2399

“GPSC - Art
Mcllwain”
<gpsc@bellnet.ca> To

“Peggy Salm&’
2008-02-28 05:05 <pslama@rjburnside.com>
PM cc

Subject
Errata and e-mail attachments

Hi Peggy. Have you decided what changes will be made to incorporate the
correct 2006 population numbers?



From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:aosc©bellnet.caJ
Sent: February 22, 2008 6:07 PM
To: Peggy Salma (pslama@rjburnside.com)
Subject: Errata and e-mail attachments

Hi again, Peggy. This is further to my note about the correct 2006
populations for Creemore and Stayner.

http: //geodepot.statcan.ca/GeoSearch2006/GeoSearch2006. isp?
resolution= H&lanp= E&otherLang= F

The link above will get you to an interactive map. Expand it until it
shows Clearview Township, and then go to the Layers(2) tab and click on the
Urban Areas radio button. You will then be able to use the .identify.
button on the left side, and click on the Stayner urban area and then the
Creemore urban area to get the correct information as to the 2006
population and unit count that is needed to amend Table 3.1 and the others
that are based on it.

Original Message
From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 22, 2008 5:12 PM
To: ‘Peggy Slama’
Subject: RE: Errata and e-mail attachments

Thanks Peggy. Have you come across the incorrect populations stated for
Stayner and Creemore in the 2006 Census? The correct ones are: Creemore
1,289 (522 dwellings) and Stayner 3,913 (1,507).

Original Message
From: Peggy Slama Fmailto: PeQcJv.Slama@ribumside.coml
Sent: February 22, 2008 5:09 PM
To: gpsc@bellnet.ca; Richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca
Cc: Jeff Langlois; File Collingwood
Subject: Errata and e-mail attachments

Mr.Mcllwain,

Here are copies of the Errata we have issued for the EA document. Also, a
copy of your e-mail attachments. Please insert both in your document.



(See attached file: O8O222Errata.pdf)(See attached file: AMcllwain email
attachments .pdf)

Regards,

Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
RI Burnside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 RonelI Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-446-2399

CONFIDENTIALiTY NOTICE ****

This electronic transmission and any accompanying attachments may contain
privileged or confidential information intended only for the use of the
individual or organization named above. Any distribution, copying or action
taken in reliance on the contents of this communication by anyone other
than the intended recipient(s) is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

If you have received this communication in error please notify the sender
at the above email address and delete this email immediately.

Thank you.



From: GPSC - Art Mcflwain
To: “Peaqy Slama”;
Subject: RE: Errata and e-mail attachments
Date: February 28, 2008 5:16:00 PM

Thanks, Peggy.

Original Message
From: Peggy Slama [mailto : Peaciv.Slama@rjburnside.com]
Sent: February 28, 2008 5:15 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Cc: Richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca; File Collingwood
Subject: Re: Errata and e-mail attachments

Mr. Mcllwain,

We have not at this time. Richard has been away this week. Jeff and i
will meet with him next week to discuss the population numbers you brought
to our attention.

Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 Ronell Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-446-2399

“GPSC - Art
Mcllwain”
<gpsc@bellnet.ca> To

“Peggy Salma”
2008-02-28 05:05 <pslama@rjburnside.com>
PM cc

Subject
Errata and e-mail attachments



Hi Peggy. Have you decided what changes will be made to incorporate the
correct 2006 population numbers?

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain fmailto:cjpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 22, 2008 6:07 PM
To: Peggy Salma (pslama©rjburnside.com)
Subject: Errata and e-mail attachments

Hi again, Peggy. This is further to my note about the correct 2006
populations for Creemore and Stayner.

http : //geodepot. statcan. ca/GeoSearch2006/GeoSearch2006. Isp?
resolution= H&lancj= E&otherLang= F

The link above will get you to an interactive map. Expand it until it
shows Clearview Township, and then go to the Layers(2) tab and click on the
Urban Areas radio button. You will then be able to use the .identity.
button on the left side, and click on the Stayner urban area and then the
Creemore urban area to get the correct information as to the 2006
population and unit count that is needed to amend Table 3.1 and the others
that are based on it.

Original Message
From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:cjpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 22, 2008 5:12 PM
To: ‘Peggy Slama’
Subject: RE: Errata and e-mail attachments

Thanks Peggy. Have you come across the incorrect populations stated for
Stayner and Creemore in the 2006 Census? The correct ones are: Creemore
1,289 (522 dwellings) and Stayner 3,913 (1,507).

Original Message
From: Peggy Slama Imailto: Peciciv.Slama@rlbumside.com]
Sent: February 22, 2008 5:09 PM
To: gpsc@bellnet.ca; Richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca
Cc: Jeff Langlois; File Collingwood



Subject: Errata and e-mail attachments

Mr.Mcllwain,

Here are copies of the Errata we have issued for the EA document. Also, a
copy of your e-mail attachments. Please insert both in your document.

(See attached file: O8O222Errata.pdf)(See attached file: AMcllwain email
attachments.pdf)

Regards,

Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
R.J. Bumside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 Ronell Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-4’16-2399

CONFIDENTIALiTY NOTICE ****

This electronic transmission and any accompanying attachments may contain
privileged or confidential information intended only for the use of the
individual or organization named above. Any distribution, copying or action
taken in reliance on the contents of this communication by anyone other
than the intended recipient(s) is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

If you have received this communication in error please notify the sender
at the above email address and delete this email immediately.

Thank you.



From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
To: Peggy Salma (pslama@rjbumside.

corn);
Subject: Request for Information
Date: February 29, 2008 6: 21:00 PM
Attachments: Slama Request for Information.pdf

Hi Peggy.

I have had an opportunity to inspect the material you provided. The chart
attached identifies what the Parent EA says is to be contained in a Project File, and
places where I have not found the required material. Please look the charts over
and let me know where the material that seems to be missing is located.

Have a great weekend.

S.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca



From: GPSC - Art McIlwain
To: Peggy Salma (pslama@rjburnside.com);
Subject: Clearview Class EA
Date: March 1, 2008 8:56:00 AM
Attachments: Slama Request for Information Mar 1.pdf

March 1, 2008

Hi Peggy. This replaces the e-mail I sent on Friday at around 6:00 PM.

The attachment identifies information required by the Parent EA and the Terms of
Reference that I have not been able to find in the Class EA Project File you
provided. Please look over the charts and let me know where the information is to
be found, if it is in fact present.

(4 P

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McIlwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King StreetWPO 58
TorontoONM5KlE7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca



From: GPSC - Art McIIwain
To: Peggy Salma (pslama@rjburnside.com);
Subject: Clearview Class EA
Date: March 4, 2008 6:52:00 PM
Attachments: Slama Request for Information Mar Lpdf

Confirming no response received.

From: GPSC - Art McIlwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: March 3, 2008 9:46 AM
To: Peggy Salma (pslama@rjburnside.com)
Subject: Clearview Class EA

March 1, 2008

Hi Peggy. This replaces the e-mail I sent on Friday at around 6:00 PM.

The attachment identifies information required by the Parent EA and the Terms of
Reference that I have not been able to find in the Class EA Project File you
provided. Please look over the charts and let me know where the information is to
be found, if it is in fact present.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P058
TorontoONM5KlE7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca



From: Peciciy Slama
To: gpsc@bellnet.ca; Rkhard@clearviewtwp.on.

cc: File Colllnqwood;
Subject: Re: Clearview Class EA MG034662
Date: March 4, 2008 10:26:24 PM
Attachments: pic14771.jpq

Slama Request for Information Mar 1.pdf

Mr. Mcllwain,

I did receive your attached e-mail dated March 3, 2008. I have reviewed
your comments with Mr. Richard Spraggs, and you will receive a response
from Mr. Spraggs tomorrow.

Regards,
Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 RoneIl Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-446-2399

“GPSC - Art
Mcllwai fl”
<gpsc@bellnet.ca> To

“Peggy Salma”
2008-03-04 06:53 <psIama@rjburnside.com>
PM cc

Subject
Clearview Class EA



Confirming no response received.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:cisc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: March 3, 2008 9:46 AM
To: Peggy Salma (pslama@rjburnside.com)
Subject: Clearview Class EA

March 1, 2008

Hi Peggy. This replaces the e-mail I sent on Friday at around 6:00 PM.

The attachment identifies information required by the Parent EA and the
Terms of Reference that I have not been able to find in the Class EA
Project File you provided. Please look over the charts and let me know
where the information is to be found, if it is in fact present.

(Embedded image moved to file: pic14771 .jpg)GPSC Logo

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpscbellnet.ca

(See attached file: Slama Request for Information Mar 1.pdf)



From: Richard SDracIQs
To: GPSC - Art McIlwain;
cc: PeQpv Slama; Jeff LanQiols;
Subject: Water EA -- Project File Report
Date: March 5, 2008 5:41:31 PM
Attachments: Water EA McIlwain Mar 1 Parent EA Chart.pdf

Reference is made to your e—mail to Peggy Slama that was sent
on Feb 29, 2008 which was subsequently replaced with an
Attachment on March 3, 2008. Please refer to the Attachment
of this e—mail which is the chart that you created that
contains a numbering system which corresponds to the numbers
of the response below:

1) please refer to Section 1.1 Background
Description

We have referenced a number of earlier studies in
the Project File Report including: New
Lowell Master Servicing Plan

Stayner Master Servicing Plan
Stayner Short Term Water

Supply
Capacity Report 2004
Official Plan

These earlier studies are available at the
Township office for your

Review should you be interested in them.

2) please refer to Section 1.1 and 1.2

3) please refer to Section 2 Inventory of the
Environment; can

you please clarify which aspects of the
inventory you believe to be

incomplete and what you feel is missing?

4) You have made no comment on this section

5) Please refer to Section 12 — Mitigating
Measures; it should

be noted that for the recommended solutions
identified in Section 9;

mitigating measures that have been identified
that will have



to be incorporated as the Projects go forward.
However with these

particular Recommended Solutions (Projects) we
have not identified a need for

ongoing monitoring as part of the mitigating
measures. If you have concerns

that a specific element requires monitoring,
please specify which element

it is and what monitoring you feel is
important and why?

6) Please refer to Section 11 —— Public
Consultation and

Appendix H which is a chart of the summarizing
comments received and

how they were addressed.

7) An errata will be prepared for the
project file and the reference

correspondence will be inserted into the
document including the Township

response at the time the correspondence was
received. The response addresses

your comments with regards to the appropriate
planning schedule.

8) You have made no comment on this
section.

9) The Project File Report is the
Memoranda to File, this Project File Report
documents the rationale in identifying the
recommended solution; on larger Municipal Class
EA’s, it is common practice for Consultants
Engineer’s to prepare a Project File Report that
is more conducive for the Public to review and
understand. The recommended solutions as
identified in Section 9 Recommended Solutions are
identified by the Consultant Engineer as Schedule

B Projects — please refer to Section 10 —

Confirmation of Class EA
Schedule. You may wish to review the Municipal

Class Environmental

Assessment Manual — Appendix 1. I understand
that you have a copy.



10) Appendix E contains the Groundwater Source Evaluation
Report

prepared by Golder Associates Ltd. March 2006,
this report was

prepared for the sole purpose of this Municipal
Class EA and is

included in this Project File Report; the other
reports identified

in the Project File Report were not undertaken
exclusively for this

Municipal Class EA, however information pertinent
to this Municipal

Class EA was extracted. These reports are
available at the Township

Offices for your review.

11) Terms of Reference — Financial Impacts — these
have been

identified to the Township’s satisfaction in

Appendix F —

Evaluations of Alternate Options and Appendix G —

Cost Calculations.

We trust that this information addresses your concerns;
however if you have any other comments, please advise
accordingly.

Also, with regards to your Feb 11, 2008 e—mail and my
response of the same date; see below; please advise if you
still require a meeting; the Consultant Engineer and I have
set aside Tuesday Afternoon March 11, 2008 in our schedules,
however should be able to arrange another time if this time
is not convenient to you.

Richard J. Spraggs, P.Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:38 PM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thanks for agreeing to talk, Richard. I have flagged this note for action later in the



week, and will be in touch with a couple of suggestions for dates at that time.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:13 PM
To:GPSC-ArtMcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that you will be meeting with me, no need for the Engineering
Consultants at this point in time.

To help our discussions; you may wish to bring those Sections of the Municipal
Class EA that you believe that the Township did not comply with. Also the relevant
Sections of the Planning Act that you believe that were not complied with.

Can you also provide the background information for your statement”..., has a plan
for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully calibrated so none of these
works are required.” I have seen no information to support or not support this
calibration.

Please note that I am on vacation from Feb 25 to Feb 29, 2008, therefore if you
wish we can meet next week or the first two weeks in March 2008. March 1 4th is the
date in which submissions for Part two Request are to be in to the Minister

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caj
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:58 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thank you for your prompt reply, Richard.

My concerns remain that these planned works do not comply with the
requirements of the Class Environmental Assessment approved by the Minister of
the Environment and neither do they comply with the requirements of the
Planning Act. The planned works are all major expansions to existing facilities that
require Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental Assessments. Clearview
Township has a plan for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully
calibrated so that none of these works are required. That plan for growth is
consistent with the one required by the Province in the Greater Golden Horseshoe
Growth Plan.

I would be most pleased to discuss my concerns with representatives of the
municipality or your professional engineering consultants.



Please provide me notice of completion of the Sewage EA when it is available.

Regards

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .caj
Sent: February 11, 2008 12:17 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that we are advertising the Notice of Completion for the Water EA this
week in the various area newspapers. The Ad has the preferred solutions for each
area.
See Attachment.

With regards to the Sewage EA, we are finalizing discussions with Collingwood and
Wasaga Beach to determine if Nottawa and Stayner sewage, respectively, can be
accommodated at their sewage treatment plants. When this discussion are
completed, then we will advertise the Sewage EA.



From: GPSC - Art McIlwain
To: “Richard Spragps”;
cc: “Peppy Siama”; “Jeff Lancilois”;
Subject: RE: Water EA -- Project File Report
Date: March 5, 2008 7:05:00 PM

Thanks for your note, Richard. As always it is quite helpful. I respond below.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: March 5, 2008 5:41 PM
To: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain
Cc: Peggy Slama; Jeff Langlois
Subject: Water EA -- Project File Report

Reference is made to your e—mail to Peggy Slama that was sent
on Feb 29, 2008 which was subsequently replaced with an
Attachment on March 3, 2008. Please refer to the Attachment
of this e—mail which is the chart that you created that
contains a numbering system which corresponds to the numbers
of the response below:

Your Comment 1

1) please refer to Section 1.1 Background
Description

We have referenced a number of earlier studies in
the Project File Report including: New
Lowell Master Servicing Plan

Stayner Master Servicing Plan
Stayner Short Term Water

Supply

Capacity Report 2004
Official Plan

These earlier studies are available at the
Township office for your

Review should you be interested in them.

Response 1

I made no comment with respect to Item 1

Your Comment 2

2) please refer to Section 1.1 and 1.2



Response 2

I find no explanation of the source of the concern, or the need for a solution in
these sections. It would be most helpful indeed to have such a succinct
explanation.

Your Comment 3

3) please refer to Section 2 Inventory of the
Environment; can

you please clarify which aspects of the
inventory you believe to be

incomplete and what you feel is missing?

Response 3

I believe the inventory is incomplete and provide the clarification you seek in a
separate document that will follow this response.

Your Comment 4

4) You have made no comment on this section

Response 4

Agreed

Your Comment 5

5) Please refer to Section 12 — Mitigating
Measures; it should

be noted that for the recommended solutions
identified in Section 9;

mitigating measures that have been identified
that will have

to be incorporated as the Projects go forward.
However with these

particular Recommended Solutions (Projects) we
have not identified a needfor

ongoing monitoring as part of the mitigating
measures. If you have concerns

that a specific element requires monitoring,
please specify which element

it is and what monitoring you feel is



important and why?

Reply 5

I believe we are agreed that there are no follow up commitments identified

Your Comment 6

6) Please refer to Section 11 —— Public
Consultation and

Appendix H which is a chart of the summarizing
comments received and

how they were addressed.

Reply 6

The summaries in Appendix H are for June 2006. There are no summaries for
other comments. The summaries of comments received is not complete. For
example in March 2006, MOE’s Mr. Armstrong wrote “We will expect this process
to investigate and reach conclusions on three issues of particular interest to this
ministry.” There is no reference to that in the summary, and no indication of how
MOE’s concerns were dealt with. All this makes it quite difficult to have
confidence that all the comments have been summarized and quite impossible to
understand how the concerns were dealt with.

Your Comment 7

7) An errata will be prepared for the project
file and the reference

correspondence will be inserted into the
document including the Township

response at the time the correspondence was
received. The response addresses

your comments with regards to the appropriate
planning schedule.

Reply 7

The concern is a general one that the file does not contain the complete
correspondence. The example provided was intended to illustrate that concern by
demonstrating that at least one important document is not included. A reasonable
expectation would be that ALL of the correspondence that has been received but
not included be added to the File Report.



Your Comment 8

8) You have made no comment on this section.

Reply 8

Agreed

Your Comment 9

9) The Project File Report is the Memoranda to
File, this Project File Report documents the
rationale in identifying the recommended
solution; on larger Municipal Class EA’s, it is
common practice for Consultants Engineer’s to
prepare a Project File Report that is more
conducive for the Public to review and
understand. The recommended solutions as
identified in Section 9 Recommended Solutions are
identified by the Consultant Engineer as Schedule

B Projects — please refer to Section 10 —

Confirmation of Class EA
Schedule. You may wish to review the Municipal

Class Environmental

Assessment Manual — Appendix 1. I understand
that you have a copy.

Reply 9

The Parent EA clearly did not intend the entire 500 page report to be the
Memoranda to file explaining the proponent’s rationale in developing stages of the
project. I can send the actual words from the Parent EA if that would be helpful.
What would be most helpful indeed is a written explanation of how Burnside
concluded this is a schedule B project.

Your Comment 10

10) Appendix E contains the Groundwater Source Evaluation
Report

prepared by Golder Associates Ltd. March 2006,
this report was

prepared for the sole purpose of this Municipal
Class EA and is

included in this Project File Report; the other



reports identified
in the Project File Report were not undertaken

exclusively for this
Municipal Class EA, however information pertinent

to this Municipal
Class EA was extracted. These reports are

available at the Township
Offices for your review.

Reply 10

It would be most helpful if you could provide the referenced reports in digital form
and upload them to the link previously provided.

Your comment 11

11) Terms of Reference — Financial Impacts — these
have been

identified to the Township’s satisfaction in

Appendix F —

Evaluations of Alternate Options and Appendix G —

Cost Calculations.

Reply 11

Council bargained for specific information and analysis it does not have. Council’s
authority to undertake the project was that the work be undertaken in accordance
with the Terms of Reference. The information and analysis would be most useful
to the public in understanding the impact of these undertakings on the Economic
Environment. Understanding the per capita capital and annual cost of the various
choices is among the things that Council bargained for and authorized, but that it
does not yet have.

Your Comment Inviting discussion

We trust that this information addresses your concerns;
however if you have any other comments, please advise
accordingly.

Reply Discussion

Your responses 1 to 11 have been helpful. Concerns and Requests are set out in a
separate e-mail. I believe a telephone conference call on Thursday or Friday would
be an appropriate way to discuss how to proceed.



Also, with regards to your Feb 11, 2008 e—mail and my
response of the same date; see below; please advise if you
still require a meeting; the Consultant Engineer and I have
set aside Tuesday Afternoon March 11, 2008 in our schedules,
however should be able to arrange another time if this time
is not convenient to you.

Richard J. Spraggs, P.Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.caj
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:38 PM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thanks for agreeing to talk, Richard. I have flagged this note for action later in the
week, and will be in touch with a couple of suggestions for dates at that time.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:13 PM
To: GPSC - Aft McIlwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that you will be meeting with me, no need for the Engineering
Consultants at this point in time.

To help our discussions; you may wish to bring those Sections of the Municipal
Class EA that you believe that the Township did not comply with. Also the relevant
Sections of the Planning Act that you believe that were not complied with.

Can you also provide the background information for your statement”..., has a plan
for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully calibrated so none of these
works are required.” I have seen no information to support or not support this
calibration.

Please note that I am on vacation from Feb 25 to Feb 29, 2008, therefore if you
wish we can meet next week or the first two weeks in March 2008. March 14th is the
date in which submissions for Part two Request are to be in to the Minister

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:58 PM
To: Richard Spraggs



Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thank you for your prompt reply, Richard.

My concerns remain that these planned works do not comply with the
requirements of the Class Environmental Assessment approved by the Minister of
the Environment and neither do they comply with the requirements of the
Planning Act. The planned works are all major expansions to existing facilities that
require Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental Assessments. Clearview
Township has a plan for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully
calibrated so that none of these works are required. That plan for growth is
consistent with the one required by the Province in the Greater Golden Horseshoe
Growth Plan.

I would be most pleased to discuss my concerns with representatives of the
municipality or your professional engineering consultants.

Please provide me notice of completion of the Sewage EA when it is available.

Regards

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 12:17 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that we are advertising the Notice of Completion for the Water EA this
week in the various area newspapers. The Ad has the preferred solutions for each
area.
See Attachment.

With regards to the Sewage EA, we are finalizing discussions with Collingwood and
Wasaga Beach to determine if Noftawa and Stayner sewage, respectively, can be
accommodated at their sewage treatment plants. VVhen this discussion are
completed, then we will advertise the Sewage EA.



From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
To: Richard Spraggs (rspragQs@clearviewtwp.on.

Subject: Water EA
Date: March 5, 2008 7:12:00 PM

Hi Richard. The itemized listing of concerns and requests will be e-mailed Thursday
morning.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King StreetWPO 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca



From: Peciciy Slama
To: gpsc@bellnet.ca; Richard@clearviewtwp.on.

cc: Jeff Lancilois; File Collinciwood;
Subject: RE: Errata and e-mail attachments MG034662
Date: March 5, 2008 9:58:08 PM

Mr. McIlwain,

Further to your e-mail below, we have reviewed the population information
provided on the Statistics Canada website that you have referenced.

As you have noted Statistic Canada does not match, and exceeds our estimate
of the population for Stayner. Our estimate of the population was derived
through discussion with the Township and is based upon the number of
serviced units and the assumed population per unit. This exercise included
a review of the 2006 StatsCan data available at the time of the decision.

A change in the existing population will have not have a significant impact
on the population at build out as these person would simply move from the
anticipated category to the existing category and the two categories are
added to get the total.

It is our opinion that changing the assumed existing population to match
the StatsCan Population (or some number in between) at this point in the
process will not materially affect the selection of the preferred solution
for Stayner.

Thank you for bringing this discrepancy to our attention.

Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 Ronell Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-446-2399

“GPSC - Art
Mcllwain”
<gpsc@bellnet.ca> To

“Peggy Slama”



2008-02-28 05:17 <Peggy.Slama@rjburnside.com>
PM cc

Subject
RE: Errata and e-mail attachments

Thanks, Peggy.

Original Message
From: Peggy Slama Imailto : Peciqv.Slama@riburnside.com]
Sent: February 28, 2008 5:15 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Cc: Richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca; File Collingwood
Subject: Re: Errata and e-mail attachments

Mr. Mcllwain,

We have not at this time. Richard has been away this week. Jeff and i
will meet with him next week to discuss the population numbers you brought
to our attention.

Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 Ronell Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-446-2399

“GPSC - Art
Mcllwain”
<gpsc@bellnet.ca> To

“Peggy Salm&’



2008-02-28 05:05 <pslama@rjburnside.com>
PM cc

Subject
Errata and e-mail attachments

Hi Peggy. Have you decided what changes will be made to incorporate the
correct 2006 population numbers?

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:Qpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 22, 2008 6:07 PM
To: Peggy Salma (pslama@rjburnside.com)
Subject: Errata and e-mail attachments

Hi again, Peggy. This is further to my note about the correct 2006
populations for Creemore and Stayner.

http: //geodepot. statcan . ca/GeoSearch2006/GeoSearch2006. isp?
resolution= H&lana= E&otherLang= F

The link above will get you to an interactive map. Expand it until it
shows Clearview Township, and then go to the Layers(2) tab and click on the
Urban Areas radio button. You will then be able to use the ?identify?
button on the left side, and click on the Stayner urban area and then the
Creemore urban area to get the correct information as to the 2006
population and unit count that is needed to amend Table 3.1 and the others
that are based on it.

Original Message
From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:apscbellnet.caJ
Sent: February 22, 2008 5:12 PM
To: ‘Peggy Slama’
Subject: RE: Errata and e-mail attachments

Thanks Peggy. Have you come across the incorrect populations stated for



Stayner and Creemore in the 2006 Census? The correct ones are: Creemore
1,289 (522 dwellings) and Stayner 3,913 (1,507).

Original Message
From: Peggy Slama [mailto: Pecxjv.Slama@riburnside. corn]
Sent: February 22, 2008 5:09 PM
To: gpsc@ belinet. Ca; Richard@dearviewtwp.on.ca
Cc: Jeff Langlois; File Collingwood
Subject: Errata and e-mail attachments

Mr.Mcllwain,

Here are copies of the Errata we have issued for the EA document. Also, a
copy of your e-mail attachments. Please insert both in your document.

(See attached file: O8O222Errata.pdf)(See attached file: AMcllwain email
attachments.pdf)

Regards,

Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 RoneIl Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-446-2399

)‘c CONFIDENTIALiTY NOTICE ****

This electronic transmission and any accompanying attachments may contain
privileged or confidential information intended only for the use of the
individual or organization named above. Any distribution, copying or action
taken in reliance on the contents of this communication by anyone other
than the intended recipient(s) is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

If you have received this communication in error please notify the sender
at the above email address and delete this email immediately.

Thank you.



From: Rkhard SDraggs
To: GPSC - Art McIIwain;
cc: Peggy Slama; Jeff Langlois;
Subject: RE: Water EA -- Project File Report
Date: March 6, 2008 9:34: 57 AM

Please forward your further clarification as outlined in your Response 3, below, at
your earliest convenience and then we will review all your comments.
Thank you
Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caj
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2008 7:06 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: ‘Peggy Slama’; ‘Jeff Langlois’
Subject: RE: Water EA -- Project File Report

Thanks for your note, Richard. As always it is quite helpful. I respond below.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .caj
Sent: March 5, 2008 5:41 PM
To:GPSC-ArtMcllwain
Cc: Peggy Slama; Jeff Langlois
Subject: Water EA -- Project File Report

Reference is made to your e—mail to Peggy Slama that was sent
on Feb 29, 2008 which was subsequently replaced with an
Attachment on March 3, 2008. Please refer to the Attachment
of this e—mail which is the chart that you created that
contains a numbering system which corresponds to the numbers
of the response below:

Your Comment 1

1) please refer to Section 1.1 Background
Description

We have referenced a number of earlier studies in
the Project File Report including: New
Lowell Master Servicing Plan

Stayner Master Servicing Plan
Stayner Short Term Water

Supply



Capacity Report 2004
Official Plan

These earlier studies are available at the
Township office for your

Review should you be interested in them.

Response 1

I made no comment with respect to Item 1

Your Comment 2

2) please refer to Section 1.1 and 1.2

Response 2

I find no explanation of the source of the concern, orthe need fora solution in
these sections. It would be most helpful indeed to have such a succinct
explanation.

Your Comment 3

3) please refer to Section 2 Inventory of the
Environment; can

you please clarify which aspects of the
inventory you believe to be

incomplete and what you feel is missing?

Response 3

I believe the inventory is incomplete and provide the clarification you seek in a
separate document that will follow this response.

Your Comment 4

4) You have made no comment on this section

Response 4

Agreed

Your Comment 5

5) Please refer to Section 12 — Mitigating



Measures; it should
be noted that for the recommended solutions

identified in Section 9;
mitigating measures that have been identified

that will have
to be incorporated as the Projects go forward.

However with these
particular Recommended Solutions (Projects) we

have not identified a needfor
ongoing monitoring as part of the mitigating

measures. If you have concerns
that a specific element requires monitoring,

please specify which element
it is and what monitoring you feel is

important and why?

Reply5

I believe we are agreed that there are no follow up commitments identified

Your Comment 6

6) Please refer to Section 11 —— Public
Consultation and

Appendix H which is a chart of the summarizing
comments received and

how they were addressed.

Reply 6

The summaries in Appendix H are foriune 2006. There are no summaries for
other comments. The summaries of comments received is not complete. For
example in March 2006, MOE’s Mr. Armstrong wrote “We will expect this process
to investigate and reach conclusions on three issues of particular interest to this
ministry.” There is no reference to that in the summary, and no indication of how
MOE’s concerns were dealt with. All this makes it quite difficult to have
confidence that all the comments have been summarized and quite impossible to
understand how the concerns were dealt with.

Your Comment 7

7) An errata will be prepared for the
project file and the reference

correspondence will be inserted into the
document including the Township



response at the time the correspondence was
received. The response addresses

your comments with regards to the appropriate
planning schedule.

Reply 7

The concern is a general one that the file does not contain the complete
correspondence. The example provided was intended to illustrate that concern by
demonstrating that at least one important document is not included. A reasonable
expectation would be that ALL of the correspondence that has been received but
not included be added to the File Report.

Your Comment 8

8) You have made no comment on this
section.

Reply8

Agreed

Your Comment 9

9) The Project File Report is the
Memoranda to File, this Project File Report
documents the rationale in identifying the
recommended solution; on larger Municipal Class
EA’s, it is common practice for Consultants
Engineer’s to prepare a Project File Report that
is more conducive for the Public to review and
understand. The recommended solutions as
identified in Section 9 Recommended Solutions are
identified by the Consultant Engineer as Schedule

B Projects — please refer to Section 10 —

Confirmation of Class EA
Schedule. You may wish to review the Municipal

Class Environmental

Assessment Manual — Appendix 1. I understand
that you have a copy.

Reply 9

The Parent EA clearly did not intend the entire 500 page report to be the



Memoranda to file explaining the proponent’s rationale in developing stages of the
project. I can send the actual words from the Parent EA if that would be helpful.
What would be most helpful indeed is a written explanation of how Burnside
concluded this is a schedule B project.

Your Comment 10

10) Appendix E contains the Groundwater Source Evaluation
Report

prepared by Golder Associates Ltd. March 2006,
this report was

prepared for the sole purpose of this Municipal
Class EA and is

included in this Project File Report; the other
reports identified

in the Project File Report were not undertaken
exclusively for this

Municipal Class EA, however information pertinent
to this Municipal

Class EA was extracted. These reports are
available at the Township

Offices for your review.

Reply 10

It would be most helpful if you could provide the referenced reports in digital form
and upload them to the link previously provided.

Your comment 11

11) Terms of Reference — Financial Impacts — these
have been

identified to the Township’s satisfaction in

Appendix F —

Evaluations of Alternate Options and Appendix G —

Cost Calculations.

Reply 11

Council bargained for specific information and analysis it does not have. Council’s
authority to undertake the project was that the work be undertaken in accordance
with the Terms of Reference. The information and analysis would be most useful
to the public in understanding the impact of these undertakings on the Economic
Environment. Understanding the per capita capital and annual cost of the various
choices is among the things that Council bargained for and authorized, but that it



does not yet have.

Your Comment Inviting discussion

We trust that this information addresses your concerns;
however if you have any other comments, please advise
accordingly.

Reply Discussion

Your responses 1 to 11 have been helpful. Concerns and Requests are set out in a
separate e-mail. I believe a telephone conference call on Thursday or Friday would
be an appropriate way to discuss how to proceed.

Also, with regards to your Feb 11, 2008 e—mail and my
response of the same date; see below; please advise if you
still require a meeting; the Consultant Engineer and I have
set aside Tuesday Afternoon March 11, 2008 in our schedules,
however should be able to arrange another time if this time
is not convenient to you.

Richard J. Spraggs, P.Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.caj
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:38 PM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thanks for agreeing to talk, Richard. I have flagged this note for action later in the
week, and will be in touch with a couple of suggestions for dates at that time.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:13 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that you will be meeting with me, no need for the Engineering
Consultants at this point in time.

To help our discussions; you may wish to bring those Sections of the Municipal
Class EA that you believe that the Township did not comply with. Also the relevant
Sections of the Planning Act that you believe that were not complied with.



Can you also provide the background information for your statement “.... has a plan
for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully calibrated so none of these
works are required.” I have seen no information to support or not support this
calibration.

Please note that I am on vacation from Feb 25 to Feb 29, 2008, therefore if you
wish we can meet next week or the first two weeks in March 2008. March 14th is the
date in which submissions for Part two Request are to be in to the Minister

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.caJ
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:58 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thank you for your prompt reply, Richard.

My concerns remain that these planned works do not comply with the
requirements of the Class Environmental Assessment approved by the Minister of
the Environment and neither do they comply with the requirements of the
Planning Act. The planned works are all major expansions to existing facilities that
require Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental Assessments. Clearview
Township has a plan for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully
calibrated so that none of these works are required. That plan for growth is
consistent with the one required by the Province in the Greater Golden Horseshoe
Growth Plan.

I would be most pleased to discuss my concerns with representatives of the
municipality or your professional engineering consultants.

Please provide me notice of completion of the Sewage EA when it is available.

Regards

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 12:17 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that we are advertising the Notice of Completion for the Water EA this
week in the various area newspapers. The Ad has the preferred solutions for each
area.
See Attachment.



With regards to the Sewage EA, we are finalizing discussions with Collingwood and
Wasaga Beach to determine if Nottawa and Stayner sewage, respectively, can be
accommodated at their sewage treatment plants. When this discussion are
completed, then we will advertise the Sewage EA.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
To: “Richard Spraggs”;
cc: “Pepoy Slama”; “Jeff Langlois”;
Subject: Water EA -- Project File Report
Date: March 6, 2008 10:41:00 AM
Attachments: GPSC - MG 03 4662 - Concerns & Reciuest.pdf

March 6, 2008

Concerns and Request attached.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@ beIInetca



From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
To: “Richard SpragQs;
cc: “Peciav Slama”; “Jeff Langlois”;
Subject: RE: Water EA -- Project File Report
Date: March 6, 2008 10:42:00 AM

Concerns and Request e-mail sent separately a few minutes ago has the
information you request in the e-mail below.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: March 6, 2008 9:35 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Cc: Peggy Slama; Jeff Langlois
Subject: RE: Water EA -- Project File Report

Please forward your further clarification as outlined in your Response 3, below, at
your earliest convenience and then we will review all your comments.
Thank you
Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2008 7:06 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: ‘Peggy Slama’; ‘Jeff Langlois’
Subject: RE: Water EA -- Project File Report

Thanks for your note, Richard. As always it is quite helpful. I respond below.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto : rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .caj
Sent: March 5, 2008 5:41 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Cc: Peggy Slama; Jeff Langlois
Subject: Water EA -- Project File Report

Reference is made to your e—mail to Peggy Slama that was sent
on Feb 29, 2008 which was subsequently replaced with an
Attachment on March 3, 2008. Please refer to the Attachment
of this e-mail which is the chart that you created that
contains a numbering system which corresponds to the numbers
of the response below:

Your Comment 1



1) please refer to Section 1.1 Background
Description

We have referenced a number of earlier studies in
the Project File Report including: New
Lowell Master Servicing Plan

Stayner Master Servicing Plan
Stayner Short Term Water

Supply

Capacity Report 2004
Official Plan

These earlier studies are available at the
Township office for your

Review should you be interested in them.

Response 1

I made no comment with respect to Item 1

Your Comment 2

2) please refer to Section 1.1 and 1.2

Response 2

I find no explanation of the source of the concern, or the need for a solution in
these sections. It would be most helpful indeed to have such a succinct
explanation.

Your Comment 3

3) please refer to Section 2 Inventory of the
Environment; can

you please clarify which aspects of the
inventory you believe to be

incomplete and what you feel is missing?

Response 3

I believe the inventory is incomplete and provide the clarification you seek in a
separate document that will follow this response.

Your Comment 4

4) You have made no comment on this section



Response 4

Agreed

Your Comment 5

5) Please refer to Section 12 — Mitigating
Measures; it should

be noted that for the recommended solutions
identified in Section 9;

mitigating measures that have been identified
that will have

to be incorporated as the Projects go forward.
However with these

particular Recommended Solutions (Projects) we
have not identified a needfor

ongoing monitoring as part of the mitigating
measures. If you have concerns

that a specific element requires monitoring,
please specify which element

it is and what monitoring you feel is
important and why?

Reply 5

I believe we are agreed that there are no follow up commitments identified

Your Comment 6

6) Please refer to Section 11 —— Public
Consultation and

Appendix H which is a chart of the summarizing
comments received and

how they were addressed.

Reply 6

The summaries in Appendix H are for June 2006. There are no summaries for
other comments. The summaries of comments received is not complete. For
example in March 2006, MOE’s Mr. Armstrong wrote “We will expect this process
to investigate and reach conclusions on three issues of particular interest to this
ministry.” There is no reference to that in the summary, and no indication of how
MOE’s concerns were dealt with. All this makes it quite difficult to have
confidence that all the comments have been summarized and quite impossible to



understand how the concerns were dealt with.

Your Comment 7

7) An errata will be prepared for the project
file and the reference

correspondence will be inserted into the
document including the Township

response at the time the correspondence was
received. The response addresses

your comments with regards to the appropriate
planning schedule.

Reply 7

The concern is a general one that the file does not contain the complete
correspondence. The example provided was intended to ill ustrate that concern by
demonstrating that at least one important document is not included. A reasonable
expectation would be that ALL of the correspondence that has been received but
not included be added to the File Report.

Your Comment 8

8) You have made no comment on this section.

Reply8

Agreed

Your Comment 9

9) The Project File Report is the Memoranda to
File, this Project File Report documents the
rationale in identifying the recommended
solution; on larger Municipal Class EA’s, it is
common practice for Consultants Engineer’s to
prepare a Project File Report that is more
conducive for the Public to review and
understand. The recommended solutions as
identified in Section 9 Recommended Solutions are
identified by the Consultant Engineer as Schedule

B Projects — please refer to Section 10 —

Confirmation of Class EA



Schedule. You may wish to review the Municipal
Class Environmental

Assessment Manual — Appendix 1. I understand
that you have a copy.

Reply 9

The Parent EA clearly did not intend the entire 500 page report to be the
Memoranda to file explaining the proponent’s rationale in developing stages of the
project. I can send the actual words from the Parent EA if that would be helpful.
What would be most helpful indeed is a written explanation of how Burnside
concluded this is a schedule B project.

Your Comment 10

10) Appendix E contains the Groundwater Source Evaluation
Report

prepared by Golder Associates Ltd. March 2006,
this report was

prepared for the sole purpose of this Municipal
Class EA and is

included in this Project File Report; the other
reports identified

in the Project File Report were not undertaken
exclusively for this

Municipal Class EA, however information pertinent
to this Municipal

Class EA was extracted. These reports are
available at the Township

Offices for your review.

Reply 10

It would be most helpful if you could provide the referenced reports in digital form
and upload them to the link previously provided.

Your comment 11

11) Terms of Reference — Financial Impacts — these
have been

identified to the Township’s satisfaction in

Appendix F —

Evaluations of Alternate Options and Appendix G —

Cost Calculations.

Reply 11



Council bargained for specific information and analysis it does not have. Council’s
authority to undertake the project was that the work be undertaken in accordance
with the Terms of Reference. The information and analysis would be most useful
to the public in understanding the impact of these undertakings on the Economic
Environment. Understanding the per capita capital and annual cost of the various
choices is among the things that Council bargained for and authorized, but that it
does not yet have.

Your Corn ment Inviting discussion

We trust that this information addresses your concerns;
however if you have any other comments, please advise
accordingly.

Reply Discussion

Your responses 1 to 11 have been helpful. Concerns and Requests are set out in a
separate e-mail. I believe a telephone conference call on Thursday or Friday would
be an appropriate way to discuss how to proceed.

Also, with regards to your Feb 11, 2008 e—mail and my
response of the same date; see below; please advise if you
still require a meeting; the Consultant Engineer and I have
set aside Tuesday Afternoon March 11, 2008 in our schedules,
however should be able to arrange another time if this time
is not convenient to you.

Richard J. Spraggs, P.Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:38 PM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thanks for agreeing to talk, Richard. I have flagged this note for action later in the
week, and will be in touch with a couple of suggestions for dates at that time.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:13 PM
To:GPSC-ArtMcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure



Please note that you will be meeting with me, no need for the Engineering
Consultants at this point in time.

To help our discussions; you may wish to bring those Sections of the Municipal
Class EA that you believe that the Township did not comply with. Also the relevant
Sections of the Planning Act that you believe that were not complied with.

Can you also provide the background information for your statement “.... has a plan
for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully calibrated so none of these
works are required.” I have seen no information to support or not support this
calibration.

Please note that I am on vacation from Feb 25 to Feb 29, 2008, therefore if you
wish we can meet next week or the first two weeks in March 2008. March 4l is the
date in which submissions for Part two Request are to be in to the Minister

From: GPSC - Art McIIwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:58 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thank you for your prompt reply, Richard.

My concerns remain that these planned works do not comply with the
requirements of the Class Environmental Assessment approved by the Minister of
the Environment and neither do they comply with the requirements of the
Planning Act. The planned works are all major expansions to existing facilities that
require Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental Assessments. Clearview
Township has a plan for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully
calibrated so that none of these works are required. That plan for growth is
consistent with the one required by the Province in the Greater Golden Horseshoe
Growth Plan.

I would be most pleased to discuss my concerns with representatives of the
municipality or your professional engineering consultants.

Please provide me notice of completion of the Sewage EAwhen it is available.

Regards

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on .ca]



Sent: February 11, 2008 12:17 PM
To:GPSC-ArtMcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that we are advertising the Notice of Completion for the Water EA this
week in the various area newspapers. The Ad has the preferred solutions for each
area.
See Attachment.

With regards to the Sewage EA, we are finalizing discussions with Collingwood and
Wasaga Beach to determine if Nottawa and Stayner sewage, respectively, can be
accommodated at their sewage treatment plants. When this discussion are
completed, then we will advertise the Sewage EA.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From GPSC - Art McIlwain
Subject: Water EA -- Project File Report
Date: March 6, 2008 11:25:00 AM

March 6, 2008

Members of Clearview Township Council

Good morning. You will know a 30 day discussion period began on February 13th

during which members of the public can raise concerns about the Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment. Concerns are in the attachment that was submitted to
Richard Spraggs and R.J. Burnside earlier this morning together with requests that
the time for negotiations be extended beyond the current March 14th deadline to
ask the Minister of the Environment to become involved, and that the municipality
voluntarily upgrade the Assessment to a Schedule C.

It is clear Staff and R.J. Burnside think it is desirable to plan for 43,000 more people
in the four affected settlement areas. I expect many, indeed a strong majority on
Council may agree. If you are one of them, your insight could be very helpful in
resolving some or all of the concerns, especially if you could provide it right away.

How would you complete this sentence:

I think it is desirable to plan for 48,000 more people because....

ThankYou

P

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre



Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
TorontoONM5KlE7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca



From: Richard Spracicis
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain;
cc: Peciciy Slama; Jeff Lancilois;
Subject: RE: Water EA -- Project File Report
Date: March 7, 2008 7:47:06 AM

Thank you for your concerns and information as per your attachment. Please note
that I have had the opportunity to discuss your concerns with R.J. Burnside on
Thursday PM and a will forward a reply to you on Monday AM.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2008 10:41 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: ‘Peggy Slama’; ‘Jeff Langlois’
Subject: Water EA -- Project File Repoft

March 6, 2008

Concerns and Request attached.

S

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca



This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: GPSC - Art McIlwain
To: “Richard SpraQos”;
cc: “Peqcjy Slama”; “Jeff Lanolois”;
Subject: RE: Water EA -- Project File Report
Date: March 7, 2008 9:24:00 AM

Thank you for your reply Richard.

Later this morning I will provide you a link where you can download bookmarked
versions of some documents that may be helpful. I am available for discussion by
telephone between 10:00 AM and 12:00 AM and 2:00 PM and 3:00 PM today. Let
me know what time would work for you and your team.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI twa in
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .caJ
Sent: March 7, 2008 7:47 AM
To: GPSC - Art McIIwain
Cc: Peggy Slama; Jeff Langlois
Subject: RE: Water EA -- Project Rie Report

Thank you for your concerns and information as per your attachment. Please note



that I have had the opportunity to discuss your concerns with R.J. Burnside on
Thursday PM and a will forward a reply to you on Monday AM.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2008 10:41 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: ‘Peggy Slama’; ‘Jeff Langlois’
Subject: Water EA -- Project File Report

March 6, 2008

Concerns and Request attached.

G

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI lwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: Richard Spracips
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain;
cc: Pecipy Slama; Jeff Laricilois;
Subject: RE: Water EA -- Project File Report
Date: March 7, 2008 9:40:37 AM

Please note that I am in Union Negotiations for the entire day; therefore we will
have to have discussions early next week.

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.caj
Sent: Friday, March 07, 2008 9:25 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: ‘Peggy Slama’; ‘Jeff Langlois’
Subject: RE: Water EA -- Project File Report

Thank you for your reply Richard.

Later this morning I will provide you a link where you can download bookmarked
versions of some documents that may be helpful. I am available for discussion by
telephone between 10:00 AM and 12:00 AM and 2:00 PM and 3:00 PM today. Let
me know what time would work for you and your team.

P 8

Gieneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca



From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: March 7, 2008 7:47 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Cc: Peggy Slama; Jeff Langlois
Subject: RE: Water EA -- Project File Report

Thank you for your concerns and information as per your attachment. Please note
that I have had the opportunity to discuss your concerns with R.J. Burnside on
Thursday PM and a will forward a reply to you on Monday AM.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2008 10:41 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: ‘Peggy Slama’; ‘Jeff Langlois’
Subject: Water EA -- Project File Report

March 6, 2008

Concerns and Request attached.

(4

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mc! lwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 KingStreetWPO 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax



gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: Peciciv Slama
To: Qpsc@bellnet.ca; Richard@clearviewtwp.on.

cc: Jeff Lancilois; File Collinciwood;
Subject: Erra
Date: March 7, 2008 4:02:48 PM
Attachments: O8O3O6errata.pdf

O8O3O6AppH. pdf

Mr. McIlwain,

The following errata has been added to the EA document. Please replace the
errata in your document and include the e-mail correspondence in Appendix
H.

(See attached file: O8O3O6errata. pdf)(See attached file: O8O3O6AppH . pdf)

Regards,
Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 Ronell Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-446-2399

**** CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ****

This electronic transmission and any accompanying attachments may contain
privileged or confidential information intended only for the use of the
individual or organization named above. Any distribution, copying or action
taken in reliance on the contents of this communication by anyone other
than the intended recipient(s) is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

If you have received this communication in error please notify the sender
at
the above email address and delete this email immediately.

Thank you.



From: Councillor Rocier McGillvray
To: GPSC - Art McIlwain;
Subject: RE: Water EA -- Project File Report
Date: March 8, 2008 12:41:45 PM

I believe the EA reports in my opinion reflect what the maximum requirement
would be to service the the communitys including maximum densitys and future
development lands. I think these reports are for long term planning 30 plus years
and do not reflect what is here now. I do not believe that anyone on council
would support this type of growth at this time, but that the report is to reflect only
what would be required to get to maximum growth that is available for future
development.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thu 3/6/2008 11:25 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: Water EA -- Project File Report

March 6, 2008

Members of Clearview Township Council

Good morning. You will know a 30 day discussion period began on February 13th

during which members of the public can raise concerns about the Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment. Concerns are in the attachment that was submitted to
Richard Spraggs and R.J. Burnside earlier this morning together with requests that
the time for negotiations be extended beyond the current March 14th deadline to
ask the Minister of the Environment to become involved, and that the municipality
voluntarily upgrade the Assessment to a Schedule C.

It is clear Staff and R.J. Burnside think it is desirable to plan for 48,000 more people
in the four affected settlement areas. I expect many, indeed a strong majority on
Council may agree. If you are one of them, your insight could be very helpful in
resolving some or all of the concerns, especially if you could provide it right away.

How would you complete this sentence:

I think it is desirable to plan for 48,000 more people because....



Thank You

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
TorontoONM5KlE7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
To: Pegqy Salma (pslama@ijbumside.com);

Richard Sprapas (rspracicis@clea,viewtwp.onca);
cc: “File Collinawood”; Jeff Langlois (ilanplois@nbumslde.com);
Subject: MG 03 4662 Clearview Water EA Errata
Date: March 10, 2008 11:35:00 AM
Attachments: O8O3O6errata.pdf

O8O3O6AppH. pdf

Hi Peggy.

Thank you for sending the e-mail below. The attached files are as you delivered
them. These are my comments:

First

Item 2 in the Errata page reads:

2.0 Page 39, 4.3 Summary of Ultimate Water Demands, reference
to Appendix RD”
should be inserted in the second paragraph.

The referenced material is NOT included in either file you sent. Please provide it.

Second

My concern is that the complete record of correspondence received is not
provided in the File Report even though the Parent Class Environmental
Assessment requires that. I believe the material you have provided to date may
not make the file of correspondence complete.

Let me give you an example.

In his March 24th1 2006 letter to you (which is included in the file) Mr. Armstrong of
the Ministry of the Environment wrote:

“Thank you for notifying this office of the commencement of an Environmental
Assessment under the
MEA Municipal Class EA process for consideration of Long Term Water Supply for
Clea rview.

We will expect this process to investigate and reach conclusions on three issues of



particular interest to this Ministry.

1. The implications of extending/providing new municipal water supply to
communities which are serviced by private or communal, on-site sewage
disposal systems. The concern being the increased likelihood of the over
loading of septic systems due to the availability of a more secure water
supply. This issue is under-scored by provisions in the Provincial Policy
Statement (enacted under Section 3 of the Planning Act) which clearly
indicate the conditions under which partial servicing may be considered.
2. The implications of any contemplated groundwater taking in terms of
impacts upon the source aquifer and existing uses of that supply of water.
3. The implications for the planning of settlement expansion and growth
management; in particular, if there is consideration of the extension of
municipal water supply beyond existing designated settlement areas.

I believe that is the only letter from Mr. Armstrong in the File Report. Even so,
Peggy the June 2006 Summary of Comments states something entirely different
and makes no mention at all of this letter from March 2006:

The summary of the comments received states about Mr. Armstrong’s comments:
“Support conversion of individual to municipal services, study and advise of,
impact on source aquifer, and how changes to affect the zoning bylaws,
implications of settlement expansion and growth management.” The summary
reports Action Taken is “added to Contact List.”

Surely this suggests there is some other correspondence from Mr. Armstrong
beyond the March 2006 letter.

1. There is no indication in Mr. Armstrong’s letter of “Support conversion
of individual to municipal services.”
2. There is no mention in the comments of the Class EA process of Mr.
Armstrong’s requirement that the process “investigate and reach
conclusions on matters of particular interest to MOE”
3. There is no mention in Mr. Armstrong’s letter of “how changes affect
zoning by-laws.”
4. There is no indication in Mr. Armstrong’s letter that merely adding the
Ministry of the Environment to the Contact List is what Mr. Armstrong
sought in his letter.

In other words, Peggy there must surely be another letter from Mr. Armstrong that
is not in the file.



For my part, I am very interested in the investigation that was undertaken in
response to Mr. Armstrong’s letter, and what conclusions were reached.

Third

I note you have included the standard disclaimer at the bottom of your e-mail that
it is confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or
organization named above. Any distribution, copying or action taken in reliance on
the contents of this communication by anyone other than the intended recipient(s)
is STRICTLY PROHIBITED. I expect you do not intend this communication between
us to be private in that way, but if you do please let me know.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 KingStreetWPO 58
TorontoONM5KlE7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

Original Message
From: Peggy Slama [mailto: Peggy.Slama@rjburnside.com]
Sent: March 7, 2008 4:03 PM
To: gpscbellnet.ca; Richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca
Cc: Jeff Langlois; File Collingwood
Subject: Errata



Mr. Mcllwain,

The following errata has been added to the EA document. Please
replace the errata in your document and include the e-mail
correspondence in Appendix H.

(See attached file: O8O3O6errata.pdf)(See attached file:
e8e3e6AppH . pdf)

Regards,
Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 Ronell Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-446-2399

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

This electronic transmission and any accompanying attachments
may contain privileged or confidential information intended
only for the use of the individual or organization named above.
Any distribution, copying or action taken in reliance on the
contents of this communication by anyone other than the
intended recipient(s) is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

If you have received this communication in error please notify
the sender at the above email address and delete this email
immediately.

Thank you.



From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
To: Councillor Roger McGillvray”;
Subject: Water EA -- Project File Report
Date: March 10, 2008 2:44:00 PM

The Class EA process provides a decision-making framework that enables the
requirements of the Environmental Assessment Act to be met in planning the
hundreds of projects municipalities undertake yearly. I wrote seeking assurance
Clearview Township is not planning infrastructure projects but merely studying
what would be required in a number of scenarios. I was told the municipality IS
planning four projects that together will accommodate 48,000 more people than
provided for in the Official Plan and the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden
Horseshoe and cost $144 million, and that they will be undertaken as soon as
funds are available. In the case of New Lowell, the water project would
accommodate 11,000 additional people (9,620 more than the OP — GPGGH target;
11,000 more than existing) and cost $34.4 million for the water project alone.
None of the projects would be required for growth at the OP — GPGGH targets.
The GPGGH requires municipalities plan for its targets.

Hence my concern. I believe the most important strategic decision this Council
faces is if it will comply with the requirements of section 2.2.1.1 of the Growth
Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe and plan for a total population of about
20,000 people as the law requires.

Thanks for your reply.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone



416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

From: Counci Ilor Roger McGillvray [mailto: rmcgillvray@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: March 8, 2008 12:42 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Water EA -- Project File Report

I believe the EA reports in my opinion reflect what the maximum requirement would
be to service the the communitys including maximum densitys and future
development lands. I think these reports are for long term planning 30 plus years
and do not reflect what is here now. I do not believe that anyone on council would
support this type of growth at this time, but that the report is to reflect only what
would be required to get to maximum growth that is available for future
development.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thu 3/6/2008 11:25 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: Water EA -- Project File Report

March 6, 2008

Members of Clearview Township Council

Good morning. You will know a 30 day discussion period began on February 13th

during which members of the public can raise concerns about the Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment. Concerns are in the attachment that was submitted to
Richard Spraggs and R.J. Burnside earlier this morning together with requests that
the time for negotiations be extended beyond the current March 14th deadline to
ask the Minister of the Environment to become involved, and that the municipality
voluntarily upgrade the Assessment to a Schedule C.

It is clear Staff and R.J. Burnside think it is desirable to plan for 48,000 more people
in the four affected settlement areas. I expect many, indeed a strong majority on
Council may agree. If you are one of them, your insight could be very helpful in
resolving some or all of the concerns, especially if you could provide it right away.

How would you complete this sentence:



I think it is desirable to plan for 48,000 more people because....

ThankYou

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwa in
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca



From: Pecgjv Slama
To: GPSC - Art McIIwain;
cc: Richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca; Jeff Lancilois;

File Collinciwood;
Subject: Re: MG 03 4662 Clearview Water EA Errata MG034662
Date: March 10, 2008 2:58:31 PM
Attachments: pic06334.ipci

O8O3O6errata .pdf
O8O3O6ADDH.Ddf

Mr. Mcllwain,

First item:
The Errata did not include a replacement page 39. You can find the
calculated ultimate water demand in Appendix D.

Second item:

You will receive our comments on how we addressed the concerns raised in
Bill Armstong’s letter dated Mach 24, 2006 in an e-mail from Richard
Spraggs shortly. We can tell you that Bill Armstrong, upon receipt of the
Notice of Completion, requested and was forwarded a copy of the EA
document. We are confident Mr. Armstrong will talk with us if he feels his
concerns have not been addressed in our EA document. To date, we have not
received any additional comments from Mr. Armstrong.

Third item:
All e-mails have this disclaimer (which is intended for persons who receive
an e-mail in error) appended automatically by the e-mail server. All
e-mail exchanges between you and myself are not intended to be private and
in fact will be documented as part the EA process.

Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 Ronell Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-446-2399

“GPSC - Art



Mcllwain”
<gpsc@bellnet.ca> To

“Peggy Salma”
2008-03-10 11:37 <pslama©rjburnside.com>, “Richard
AM Spraggs”

<rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca>
cc

‘“File Collingwood”
<FlleCollingwood@rjburnside.com>,
“Jeff Langlois”
<jlanglois@rjburnside.com>

Subject
MG 03 4662 Clearview Water EA
Errata

Hi Peggy.

Thank you for sending the e-mail below. The attached files are as you
delivered them. These are my comments:

First

Item 2 in the Errata page reads:

2.0 Page 39, 4.3 Summary of Ultimate Water Demands, reference to Appendix
•D.
should be inserted in the second paragraph.

The referenced material is NOT included in either file you sent. Please
provide it.

Second

My concern is that the complete record of correspondence received is not
provided in the File Report even though the Parent Class Environmental
Assessment requires that. I believe the material you have provided to date
may not make the file of correspondence complete.



Let me give you an example.

In his March 24th 2006 letter to you (which is included in the file) Mr.
Armstrong of the Ministry of the Environment wrote:

•Thank you for notifying this office of the commencement of an
Environmental Assessment under the
MEA Municipal Class EA process for consideration of Long Term Water Supply
for Clearview.

We will expect this process to investigate and reach conclusions on three
issues of particular interest to this Ministry.

1. The implications of extending/providing new municipal water
supply to communities which are serviced by private or communal,
on-site sewage disposal systems. The concern being the increased
likelihood of the over-loading of septic systems due to the
availability of a more secure water supply. This issue is
under-scored by provisions in the Provincial Policy Statement
(enacted under Section 3 of the Planning Act) which clearly indicate
the conditions under which partial servicing may be considered.
2. The implications of any contemplated groundwater taking in
terms of impacts upon the source aquifer and existing uses of that
supply of water.
3. The implications for the planning of settlement expansion
and growth management; in particular, if there is consideration of
the extension of municipal water supply beyond existing designated
settlement areas.

I believe that is the only letter from Mr. Armstrong in the File Report.
Even so, Peggy the June 2006 Summary of Comments states something entirely
different and makes no mention at all of this letter from March 2006:

The summary of the comments received states about Mr. Armstrong.s
comments:
.Support conversion of individual to municipal services, study and advise
of, impact on source aquifer, and how changes to affect the zoning bylaws,
implications of settlement expansion and growth management.. The summary
reports Action Taken is .added to Contact List..

Surely this suggests there is some other correspondence from Mr. Armstrong
beyond the March 2006 letter.

1. There is no indication in Mr. Armstrong.s letter of



.Support conversion of indMdual to municipal services..
2. There is no mention in the comments of the Class EA process
of Mr. Armstrong.s requirement that the process ‘investigate and
reach conclusions on matters of particular interest to MOE.
3. There is no mention in Mr. Armstrong.s letter of .how
changes affect zoning by-laws..
4. There is no indication in Mr. Armstrong’s letter that merely
adding the Ministry of the Environment to the Contact List is what
Mr. Armstrong sought in his letter.

In other words, Peggy there must surely be another letter from Mr.
Armstrong that is not in the file.

For my part, I am very interested in the investigation that was undertaken
in response to Mr. Armstrong’s letter, and what conclusions were reached.

Third

I note you have included the standard disclaimer at the bottom of your
e-mail that it is confidential information intended only for the use of
the individual or organization named above. Any distribution, copying or
action taken in reliance on the contents of this communication by anyone
other than the intended recipient(s) is STRICTLY PROHIBiTED. I expect you
do not intend this communication between us to be private in that way, but
if you do please let me know.

(Embedded image moved to file: pic06334.jpg)GPSC Logo

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

Original Message



From: Peggy Slama [mailto: Pecjcjv.Slama@rjbumside.com]
Sent: March 7, 2008 4:03 PM
To: gpsc©bellnet.ca; Richard@clearviewtwp.on.ca
Cc: Jeff Langlois; File Collingwood
Subject: Errata

Mr. Mcllwain,

The following errata has been added to the EA document. Please replace the
errata in your document and include the e-mail correspondence in Appendix
H.

(See attached file: O8O3O6errata.pdf)(See attached file: O8O3O6AppH.pdf)

Regards,
Peggy Slama, P.Eng.
R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Georgian Bay Office
3 Ronell Crescent,
Collingwood, Ontario, L9Y 4J6
Telephone 705-446-0515
Fax 705-446-2399

**** CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ****

This electronic transmission and any accompanying attachments may contain
privileged or confidential information intended only for the use of the
individual or organization named above. Any distribution, copying or action
taken in reliance on the contents of this communication by anyone other
than the intended recipient(s) is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

If you have received this communication in error please notify the sender
at the above email address and delete this email immediately.

Thank you.

***************************************(See attached file:
O8O3O6errata .pdf)(See attached file: 080306App H .pdf)



From: GPSC - Art McIIwain
Subject: Water EA -- Project File Report - Confirmation no response from you
Date: March 10, 2008 3:32:00 PM

Confirming no response from you.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: March 6, 2008 11:25 AM
Subject: Water EA -- Project File Report

March 6, 2008

Members of Clearview Township Council

Good morning. You will know a 30 day discussion period began on February 13th
during which members of the public can raise concerns about the Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment. Concerns are in the attachment that was submitted to
Richard Spraggs and R.J. Burnside earlier this morning together with requests that
the time for negotiations be extended beyond the current March 14th deadline to
ask the Minister of the Environment to become involved, and that the municipality
voluntarily upgrade the Assessment to a Schedule C.

It is clear Staff and R.J. Burnside think it is desirable to plan for 48,000 more people
in the four affected settlement areas. I expect many, indeed a strong majority on
Council may agree. If you are one of them, your insight could be very helpful in
resolving some or all of the concerns, especially if you could provide it right away.

How would you complete this sentence:

I think it is desirable to plan for 48,000 more people because....

Thank You



Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P058
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca



From: Councillor Shawn Davidson
To: GPSC - Art McIIwain;
Subject: RE: Water EA -- Project File Report - Confirmation no response from you
Date: March 10, 2008 5:30:11 PM

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Mon 3/10/2008 3:32 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: Water EA -- Project File Report - Confirmation no response from you

Confirming no response from you.

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnetcaj
Sent: March 6, 2008 11:25 AM
Subject: Water EA -- Project File Report

March 6, 2008

Members of Clearview Township Council

Good morning. You will know a 30 day discussion period began on February l3th
during which members of the public can raise concerns about the Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment. Concerns are in the attachment that was submitted to
Richard Spraggs and R.J. Burnside earlier this morning together with requests that
the time for negotiations be extended beyond the current March 14th deadline to
ask the Minister of the Environment to become involved, and that the municipality
voluntarily upgrade the Assessment to a Schedule C.

it is clear Staff and R.J. Burnside think it is desirable to plan for 48,000 more people
in the four affected settlement areas. I expect many, indeed a strong majority on
Council may agree. If you are one of them, your insight could be very helpful in
resolving some or all of the concerns, especially if you could provide it right away.

How would you complete this sentence:

I think it is desirable to plan for 48,000 more people because.



Thank You

I i

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 KingStreetWPc 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: Richard Spracicis
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain;
cc: Jeff Lancilols; Peciciy Slama;
Subject: WATER EA -- PROJECT FILE REPORT — MY SECOND COMMENT
Date: March 10, 2008 7:01:37 PM
Attachments: Water EA Infor From McIIwain March10 2008.doc

Have responded below; under MY SECOND COMMENT

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2008 7:06 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: ‘Peggy Slama’; ‘Jeff Langlois’
Subject: RE: Water EA -- Project File Report

Thanks for your note, Richard. As always it is quite helpful. I respond below.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: March 5, 2008 5:41 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Cc: Peggy Slama; Jeff Langlois
Subject: Water EA -- Project File Report

Reference is made to your e—mail to Peggy Slama that was sent
on Feb 29, 2008 which was subsequently replaced with an
Attachment on March 3, 2008. Please refer to the Attachment
of this e—mail which is the chart that you created that
contains a numbering system which corresponds to the numbers
of the response below:

Your Comment 1

1) please refer to Section 1.1 Background
Description

We have referenced a number of earlier studies in
the Project File Report including: New
Lowell Master Servicing Plan

Stayner Master Servicing Plan
Stayner Short Term Water

Supply
Capacity Report 2004
Official Plan

These earlier studies are available at the
Township office for your



Review should you be interested in them.

Response 1

I made no comment with respect to Item 1

MY SECOND COMMENT:

Therefore there is no issue here.

Your Comment 2

2) please refer to Section 1.1 and 1.2

Response 2

I find no explanation of the source of the concern, or the need for a solution in
these sections. It would be most helpful indeed to have such a succinct
explanation.

MY SECOND COMMENT

The source of concern and need for solution is as follows:

Section 1.1.2 Airport
“the Township has seen commercial and industrial interest in the area”

Section 1.1.3 New Lowell I Brentwood
5 th paragraph — the system is not currently capable of providing its rated capacity

-- The Township has had to impose water restrictions

Section 1.1.4 Nottawa I Batteaux
I st paragraph -- Residents cited the water is poor in both quality and quantity
2 nd paragr -- that small lot sizes may be impairing groundwater quality in the
area

Section 1 .1.6 Stayner
3 rd paragraph — In 2004, one of the existing production wells was re
developed and was found to be under its rated

capacity, reducing the yield of the existing system

Section 1 .2 Problem Identification
2nd paragraph -- to determine the long term water supply needs and water
servicing options



Ri Burnside also reviewed each existing system per MOE Guidelines and found
shortfalls for the existing systems:

New Lowell : system below MOE Guidelines for meeting MDD with largest
producer out of service; below on useable storage; see page 45. Section 8.3.1 “Do
nothing” alternative — references the loss of aquiver yield has reduced the
system’s ability to meet existing water demands and is a concern to the Township.

Nottawa (McKean Subdivision) : system below MOE Guidelines for meeting MDD
with largest producer out of service;
See page 46; Section *3.1 “Do nothing” alternative, available capacity will not
meet future demands

Stayner: Well No. 2 produces 75% of its rated capacity; with this the new reservoir
can be used to meet peak hour demand in the interim but along term solution for
additional water supply needs to be identified. Page 51 & Page 56
The hydraulic capacity of the Stayner is 595 m3/d, with the system operating at
90%, page 56.

Your Comment 3

3) please refer to Section 2 Inventory of the
Environment; can

you please clarify which aspects of the
inventory you believe to be

incomplete and what you feel is missing?

Response 3

I believe the inventory is incomplete and provide the clarification you seek in a
separate document that will follow this response.

MY SECOND COMMENT

Please see separate document.

Your Comment 4

4) You have made no comment on this section

Response 4



Agreed

MY SECOND COMMENTS

Therefore there is no issue here.

Your Comment 5

5) Please refer to Section 12 — Mitigating
Measures; it should

be noted that for the recommended solutions
identified in Section 9;

mitigating measures that have been identified
that will have

to be incorporated as the Projects go forward.
However with these

particular Recommended Solutions (Projects) we
have not identified a need for

ongoing monitoring as part of the mitigating
measures. If you have concerns

that a specific element requires monitoring,
please specify which element

it is and what monitoring you feel is
important and why?

Reply 5

I believe we are agreed that there are no follow up commitments identified

MY SECOND COMMENTS

Therefore there is no issue here

Your Comment 6

6) Please refer to Section 11 —— Public
Consultation and

Appendix H which is a chart of the summarizing
comments received and

how they were addressed.

Reply 6

The summaries in Appendix H are for June 2006. There are no summaries for



other comments. The summaries of comments received is not complete. For
example in March 2006, MOE’s Mr. Armstrong wrote “We will expect this process
to investigate and reach conclusions on three issues of particular interest to this
ministry.” There is no reference to that in the summary, and no indication of how
MOE’s concerns were dealt with. All this makes it quite difficult to have
confidence that all the comments have been summarized and quite impossible to
understand how the concerns were dealt with.

MY SECOND COMMENT

All comments were reviewed and taken into consideration through this Class EA
process.

With regards to the MOE — Mr. Armstrong’s comments, these were discussed with
Township Staff and were addressed as follows:

1) overloading of septic systems — this has been addressed in the Section
7.0 Identification of Alternative Solutions — 2nd paragraph, as follows’ New
Lowell, Nottawa and Stayner are settlement areas under the Official Plan and
as such, have been identified as areas were full municipal services will be
required’. Also in Section 1.0 Introduction — 1st paragraph ‘The Township of
Clearview Long Term Sewage Collection and treatment EA is being
completed simultaneously to review the requirements of sewage collection
and treatment options”
2) implications of any contemplated ground water takings — this has been
addressed in Section 8.1 .1 Background Hydrogeo logy — ‘In general the report
concludes that the aquifers in the exiting study areas will not be capable of
supplying the additional forecasted water demand’ The Township had Golder
Associates undertake a Groundwater Source Evaluation that concluded lack
of adequate aquifers; therefore it was not necessary to review any
implications of ground water takings.
3) Extension of municipal water supply beyond existing designated
settlement areas Section 1.3 Land Use General — 1st paragraph —

identify settlement boundaries and land use designation used when
evaluating each study area in the EA. The EA Settlement Area match the OP
Settlement Boundaries. No extension beyond of water supply beyond
existing designated settlement area is proposed.

It should be noted that with this EA, The Consultant Engineer and the Township
Staff agreed with the MOE comments and this EA Class document takes them into
account. There have been times in other Class EA’s that the Consultant and
Township have disagreed with the MOE and / or other Agencies and in those
instances we would have a meeting with the MOE or those Agencies to discuss the
matter. It should be noted that the information that you presented was so well
written that we did not require any clarification.



Your Comment 7

7) An errata will be prepared for the
project file and the reference

correspondence will be inserted into the
document including the Township

response at the time the correspondence was
received. The response addresses

your comments with regards to the appropriate
planning schedule.

Reply 7

The concern is a general one that the file does not contain the complete
correspondence. The example provided was intended to illustrate that concern by
demonstrating that at least one important document is not included. A reasonable
expectation would be that ALL of the correspondence that has been received but
not included be added to the File Report.

MY SECOND COMMENT

The Errata stated that this one ‘important’ document (Your e-mail plus the
attachments) were reviewed and taken into consideration through the EA process.
Your initial e-mail was replied to by the undersigned. It should be noted that in your
Attachments to your September 20, 2006 e-mail re : Class Environment
Assessment — Long Term Water, you reference Creemore more then once:

‘....The number of extra people Creemore is to welcome is I ,200’
‘Second, Creemore will have the ability to accommodate

approximately 1,200 [additional] persons with the servicing works
considered in [the plan]

‘... the Creemore Sewage Treatment Plant presently services 476
dwellings

Hopefully you understand that Municipal Class EA did ot include the settlement
area of Cree or .

The Township has not been advised by any other Ministry / Agency / Public of any
further correspondence that was not included in the EA Document.

Your Comment 8

8) You have made no comment on this
section.



Reply 8

Agreed

MY SECOND COMMENT

Therefore there is no issue here

Your Comment 9

9) The Project File Report is the
Memoranda to File, this Project File Report
documents the rationale in identifying the
recommended solution; on larger Municipal Class
EA’s, it is common practice for Consultants
Engineer’s to prepare a Project File Report that
is more conducive for the Public to review and
understand. The recommended solutions as
identified in Section 9 Recommended Solutions are
identified by the Consultant Engineer as Schedule

B Projects — please refer to Section 10 —

Confirmation of Class EA
Schedule. You may wish to review the Municipal

Class Environmental

Assessment Manual — Appendix 1. I understand
that you have a copy.

Reply 9

The Parent EA clearly did not intend the entire 500 page report to be the
Memoranda to file explaining the proponent’s rationale in developing stages of the
project. I can send the actual words from the Parent EA if that would be helpful.
What would be most helpful indeed is a written explanation of how Bumside
concluded this is a schedule B project.

MY SECOND COMMENT

Wth regards to what the Parent EA clearly (intended) did not intend’; as I indicated
above the common practice is to prepare a Project File report. RJ Burnside have
undertaken countless Municipal Class EA’s, their Municipal Class EA Resource
Staff have been intensively trained by the Ministry of the Environment. The Town of
the Blue Mountain has just recently undertaken a Municipal Class EA Study, and
their Consultant has used the same format. Based on RJ Burnside’s extensive
experience in Municipal Class EA’s you may wish to clarify if your comment ‘did not
intend’ was based on your opinion or actual fact.



Section 8 discusses the evaluation of the alternate solutions; Schedule F is a
Summary Chart of the alternate solutions and Section 9 states the Recommended
Solutions. Section 10.0 confirms that recommended solutions are either a Schedule
B or a Schedule A activity. RJ Burnside consulted the Appendices of the Municipal
Class Environmental Assessment, in particular the Project Schedules and
concluded that the projects were Schedule B or Schedule A.

For your clarification; the following paragraphs apply from the Appendices (pages 1-
16, 1-17):

Airport Lands — Private service

New Lowell — Paragraph 1, 5, 8

Nottawa — Paragraph 1, 8

Osler Recreation Lands — Paragraph 4, 5, 8

Stayner — Paragraph 5, 6, 8.

The EA Document states (pg A-24) “the determination of complexity (and its
ongoing assessment) required sound professional judgement, is an inherent
function of the management of a project and is that responsibility of the proponent.

Your Comment 10

10) Appendix E contains the Groundwater Source Evaluation
Report

prepared by Golder Associates Ltd. March 2006,
this report was

prepared for the sole purpose of this Municipal
Class EA and is

included in this Project File Report; the other
reports identified

in the Project File Report were not undertaken
exclusively for this

Municipal Class EA, however information pertinent
to this Municipal

Class EA was extracted. These reports are
available at the Township

Offices for your review.

Reply 10



It would be most helpful if you could provide the referenced reports in digital form
and upload them to the link previously provided.

MY SECOND COMMENT

These reports were not digitized when they were written; the Reports are available
at the Township Office for your review, please advise 24 hours ahead of time if you
decide to review these reports so that we will have them available for you at the
front counter.

Your comment 11

11) Terms of Reference — Financial Impacts — these
have been

identified to the Township’s satisfaction in

Appendix F —

Evaluations of Alternate Options and Appendix G —

Cost Calculations.

Reply 11

Council bargained for specific information and analysis it does not have. Council’s
authority to undertake the project was that the work be undertaken in accordance
with the Terms of Reference. The information and analysis would be most useful
to the public in understanding the impact of these undertakings on the Economic
Environment. Understandingthe per capita capital and annual cost of the various
choices is among the things that Council bargained for and authorized, but that it
does not yet have.

MY SECOND COMMENT

The base cost per capita can be derived by taking the total cost outlined in Section
9 and apportion it over the future population in Section 3. The cost per capita can
be funded by water rates, DCA Charges, direct contribution by Developers and also
Provincial and Federal grants.

The financial costs that the Township has is satisfactory to the Township and meets
the requirements of the Municipal Class

Your Comment Inviting discussion



We trust that this information addresses your concerns;
however if you have any other comments, please advise
accordingly.

Reply Discussion

Your responses 1 to 11 have been helpful. Concerns and Requests are set out in a
separate e-mail. I believe a telephone conference call on Thursday or Friday would
be an appropriate way to discuss how to proceed.

Also, with regards to your Feb 11, 2008 e—mail and my
response of the same date; see below; please advise if you
still require a meeting; the Consultant Engineer and I have
set aside Tuesday Afternoon March 11, 2008 in our schedules,
however should be able to arrange another time if this time
is not convenient to you.

Richard J. Spraggs, P.Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:38 PM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thanks for agreeing to talk, Richard. I have flagged this note for action later in the
week, and will be in touch with a couple of suggestions for dates at that time.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 2:13 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that you will be meeting with me, no need for the Engineering
Consultants at this point in time.

To help our discussions; you may wish to bring those Sections of the Municipal
Class EA that you believe that the Township did not comply with. Also the relevant
Sections of the Planning Act that you believe that were not complied with.

Can you also provide the background information for your statement”.... has a plan
for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully calibrated so none of these
works are required.” I have seen no information to support or not support this



calibration.

Please note that I am on vacation from Feb 25 to Feb 29, 2008, therefore if you
wish we can meet next week or the first two weeks in March 2008. March 1 4th is the
date in which submissions for Part two Request are to be in to the Minister

From: GPSC - Art McIlwain [mailto:gpsc)bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 12:58 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Thank you for your prompt reply, Richard.

My concerns remain that these planned works do not comply with the
requirements of the Class Environmental Assessment approved by the Minister of
the Environment and neither do they comply with the requirements of the
Planning Act. The planned works are all major expansions to existing facilities that
require Schedule C Municipal Class Environmental Assessments. Clearview
Township has a plan for growth to 2021 (the Official Plan) that is carefully
calibrated so that none of these works are required. That plan for growth is
consistent with the one required by the Province in the Greater Golden Horseshoe
Growth Plan.

I would be most pleased to discuss my concerns with representatives of the
municipality or your professional engineering consultants.

Please provide me notice of completion of the Sewage EA when it is available.

Regards

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: February 11, 2008 12:17 PM
To:GPSC-ArtMcllwain
Subject: RE: Concerns about Water and Wastewater Infrastructure

Please note that we are advertising the Notice of Completion for the Water EA this
week in the various area newspapers. The Ad has the preferred solutions for each
area.
See Attachment.

With regards to the Sewage EA, we are finalizing discussions with Collingwood and
Wasaga Beach to determine if Nottawa and Stayner sewage, respectively, can be



accommodated at their sewage treatment plants. When this discussion are
completed, then we will advertise the Sewage EA.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: GPSC - Art McItwaIn
To: “Richard Spraccjs”;
cc: “Jeff Langlois”; “Peggy Slama”;
Subject: RE: WATER EA -- PROJECT FILE REPORT -- MY SECOND COMMENT
Date: March 11, 2008 1: 13:00 PM

Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs
Delivered by e-mail

Hello Richard.

I have your e-mail from last evening and am reviewing it. As always, I
found your response both thoughtful and helpful.

In response to your kind invitation to meet or have a conference call, I would
appreciate the opportunity for a conference call tomorrow morning at a time
of your choosing. I would like to use that opportunity to seek your
agreement to extend the time for discussions to negotiate the issues beyond
the March 14th deadline for getting the Minister of the Environment
involved. In addition, there are two matters of particular importance I would
like to discuss, and I draw to your attention to them now:

First

Section 2.2.1.1 of the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe:

Population and employmentforecasts contained in Schedule 3for all upper and
single tier municipalities will be usedfor planning and managing growth in the
[Greater Golden HorseshoeI

Second
The statement of the Municipality in its January 5 2005 advertisement
announcing the commencement of the project:

“the project is being planned as a Schedule ‘C’ project under the Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment, an approval under the Ontario Environmental
Assessment Actfor all municipal projects of this nature”



I look forward to our conversation. Let me know what time works for you.

Regards

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca



From: Richard Spragcjs
To: GPSC - Art McIlwain;
cc: Jeff Lancilois; Peggy Slama;
Subject: RE: WATER EA -- PROJECT FILE REPORT -- MY SECOND COMMENT
Date: March 11, 2008 4:48:34 PM

Greater Golden Horseshoe Plan

It is my understanding that GGHP (Province) has designated a growth target for the
Upper Tier (Simcoe County).

Simcoe County, Barrie and Orillia with the Province (Public Infrastructure Renewal)
are undertaking an exercise to allocate this growth target to the lower tier
municipalities. At a PlC put on by the County on this matter, their Consultant
realized that the applications in process within the County would see the GGHP
Growth Target exceeded sooner then latter. Now this allocation could all go to
Clearview or not any of it go to Clearview as they are still working through the
process.

However it was my understanding that this GGHP came into effect in June 2006;
prior to this plan coming into effect the Township had projects that were filed that
could result in 7,000 to 8,000 units being developed regardless of the GGPH. At 2.5
pup this translates to 17,500 to 20,000 people throughout the Township. It is
unlikely that the Province will claw back these submitted applications

January 25, 2005 Advertisement

Please be advised that the January 25, 2005 Notice of Commencement did indicate
a Schedule C Project, this Notice also advised of a Discretionary PlC (not
mandatory under the Municipal Class EA). This PlC was held to receive preliminary
feedback and obtain local knowledge early in the process. At the start of the
process one of the alternative solutions was the construction of a Water Treatment
Plant feed by surface water which is a Schedule C project, therefore the Reference
to Schedule C in the ad. However after the Township Staff and the Consultant
worked through Phase II of the Municipal Class EA Process (Page Fig 1.4, Page 16
of the Project File Report), we had a better understanding that the preferred solution
would only be a Schedule B Project. This is why the Second advertisement for the
Mandatory PlC stated a Schedule B project.

Conference Call

Town Staff and RJ Burnside Staff will be available to Conference Call at 10:00 am;
we would probably call you; as we will be at two different locations, so the Township



Phone System will the Conference Call Central.

Extending the March j4th Deadline

This can be discussed tomorrow. The Township has an application for Provincial
Funding in the amount of $1.8 Million and the Project needs to be Construction
ready in 2008. The Provincial Funding decision will be made on March 31, 2008.
The Project is for fixing the Now-Need of the water supply for the Residents in New

Lowell due to the declining aquifer resulting in lower water supply production. It may
be best for this New Lowell situation, if we can not come to a consensus, for you to
go to the Minister with your concerns sooner than latter; so that we can secure this
funding.

Richard J. Spraggs, Pen.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellriet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2008 1:13 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: ‘Jeff Langlois’; ‘Peggy Slama’
Subject: RE: WATER EA -- PROJECT FILE REPORT -- MY SECOND COMMENT

Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs
Delivered by e-mail

Hello Richard.

I have your e-mail from last evening and am reviewing it. As always, I
found your response both thoughtful and helpful.

In response to your kind invitation to meet or have a conference call, I would
appreciate the opportunity for a conference call tomorrow morning at a time
of your choosing. I would like to use that opportunity to seek your
agreement to extend the time for discussions to negotiate the issues beyond
the March 14th deadline for getting the Minister of the Environment
involved. In addition, there are two matters of particular importance I would
like to discuss, and I draw to your attention to them now:



First

Section 2.2.1.1 of the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe:

Population and employmentforecasts contained in Schedule 3for all upper and
single tier municipalities will be usedfor planning and managing growth in the
[Greater Golden Horseshoe]

ecod
The statement of the Municipality in its January 5 2005 advertisement
announcing the commencement of the project:

“the project is being planned as a Schedule ‘C’ project under the Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment, an approval under the Ontario Environmental
Assessment Actfor all municipal projects of this nature”

I look forward to our conversation. Let me know what time works for you.

Regards

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca
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From: GPSC - Art McThNain
To: “Richard Spraqcis”;
cc: Peqcjy Salma (Dslama@rjburnside.com); Jeff Langlois (jlancilois©rjburnsicle.

corn);
Subject: RE: WATER EA -- PROJECT FILE REPORT — MY SECOND COMMENT
Date: March 11, 2008 5:26:00 PM
Attachments: GPSC - MG 03 462 - 002 GPSC Concerns ÷ Request Mar 11.pdf

Hi Richard. I will be in my office at 10:00 AM and will await your call to start the
telephone conference. I can add on one other party from my phone if that would
be helpful. I will reflect on your response below and we can discuss it during our
conversation.

In the meantime, I attach a rewritten version of the Concerns and Request
document that has regard for the facts as I now understand them and provides
additional information about the environmental impacts of urban sprawl.

All the best, and I look forward to our 10:00 AM discussion.

U

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P058
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: March 11, 2008 4:49 PM



To: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain
Cc: Jeff Langlois; Peggy Slama
Subject: RE: WATER EA -- PROJECT FILE REPORT -- MY SECOND COMMENT

Greater Golden Horseshoe Plan

It is my understanding that GGHP (Province) has designated a growth target for the
Upper Tier (Simcoe County).

Simcoe County, Barrie and Orillia with the Province (Public Infrastructure Renewal)
are undertaking an exercise to allocate this growth target to the lower tier
municipalities. At a PlC put on by the County on this matter, their Consultant
realized that the applications in process within the County would see the GGHP
Growth Target exceeded sooner then latter. Now this allocation could all go to
Clearview or not any of it go to Clearview as they are still working through the
process.

However it was my understanding that this GGHP came into effect in June 2006;
prior to this plan coming into effect the Township had projects that were filed that
could result in 7,000 to 8,000 units being developed regardless of the GGPH. At 2.5
pup this translates to 17,500 to 20,000 people throughout the Township. It is
unlikely that the Province will claw back these submitted applications

January 25, 2005 Advertisement

Please be advised that the January 25, 2005 Notice of Commencement did indicate
a Schedule C Project, this Notice also advised of a Discretionary PlC (not
mandatory under the Municipal Class EA). This PlC was held to receive preliminary
feedback and obtain local knowledge early in the process. At the start of the
process one of the alternative solutions was the construction of a Water Treatment
Plant feed by surface water which is a Schedule C project, therefore the Reference
to Schedule C in the ad. However after the Township Staff and the Consultant
worked through Phase II of the Municipal Class EA Process (Page Fig 1.4, Page 16
of the Project File Report), we had a better understanding that the preferred solution
would only be a Schedule B Project. This is why the Second advertisement for the
Mandatory PlC stated a Schedule B project.

Conference Call

Town Staff and RJ Burnside Staff will be available to Conference Call at 10:00 am;
we would probably call you; as we will be at two different locations, so the Township
Phone System will the Conference Call Central.



Extending the March 14th Deadline

This can be discussed tomorrow. The Township has an application for Provincial
Funding in the amount of $1.8 Million and the Project needs to be Construction
ready in 2008. The Provincial Funding decision will be made on March 31, 2008.
The Project is for fixing the Now-Need of the water supply for the Residents in New
Lowell due to the declining aquifer resulting in lower water supply production. It may
be best for this New Lowell situation, if we can not come to a consensus, for you to
go to the Minister with your concerns sooner than latter; so that we can secure this
funding.

Richard J. Spraggs, Pen.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2008 1:13 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: ‘Jeff Langlois’; ‘Peggy Slama’
Subject: RE: WATER EA -- PROJECT FILE REPORT -- MY SECOND COMMENT

Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs
Delivered by e-mail

Hello Richard.

I have your e-mail from last evening and am reviewing it. As always, I
found your response both thoughtful and helpful.

In response to your kind invitation to meet or have a conference call, I would
appreciate the opportunity for a conference call tomorrow morning at a time
of your choosing. I would like to use that opportunity to seek your
agreement to extend the time for discussions to negotiate the issues beyond
the March 14th deadline for getting the Minister of the Environment
involved. In addition, there are two matters of particular importance I would
like to discuss, and I draw to your attention to them now:



irst

Section 2.2.1.1 of the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe:

Population and employmentforecasts contained in Schedule 3for all upper and
single tier municipalities will be usedfor planning and managing growth in the
(Greater Golden Horseshoe)

econd
The statement of the Municipality in its January 5 2005 advertisement
announcing the commencement of the project:

“the project is being planned as a Schedule ‘C’ project under the Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment, an approval under the Ontario Environmental
Assessment Actfor all municipal projects of this nature”

I look forward to our conversation. Let me know what time works for you.

Regards

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca
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From: Richard Spragcis
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain;
cc: Peggy Salma; Jeff Langlois;
Subject: RE: WATER EA -- PROJECT FILE REPORT -- MY SECOND COMMENT
Date: March 12, 2008 8:37:12 AM

May have to review your comments during the Conference call; as I am in a design
meeting for Mill St Downtown Construction till around 10:00 am; will phone 777
number below.

Richard

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2008 5:27 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: Peggy Salma; Jeff Langlois
Subject: RE: WATER EA -- PROJECT FILE REPORT -- MY SECOND COMMENT

Hi Richard. I will be in my office at 10:00 AM arid will await your call to start the
telephone conference. I can add on one other party from my phone if that would
be helpful. I will reflect on your response below and we can discuss it during our
conversation.

In the meantime, I attach a rewritten version of the Concerns and Request
document that has regard for the facts as I now understand them and provides
additional information about the environmental impacts of urban sprawl.

All the best, and I look forward to our 10:00 AM discussion.

C; p

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105



77 King Street W PC 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: March 11, 2008 4:49 PM
To: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain
Cc: Jeff Langlois; Peggy Slama
Subject: RE: WATER EA -- PROJECT FILE REPORT -- MY SECOND COMMENT

Greater Golden Horseshoe Plan

It is my understanding that GGHP (Province) has designated a growth target for the
Upper Tier (Simcoe County).

Simcoe County, Barrie and Orillia with the Province (Public Infrastructure Renewal)
are undertaking an exercise to allocate this growth target to the lower tier
municipalities. At a PlC put on by the County on this matter, their Consultant
realized that the applications in process within the County would see the GGHP
Growth Target exceeded sooner then latter. Now this allocation could all go to
Clearview or not any of it go to Clearview as they are still working through the
process.

However it was my understanding that this GGHP came into effect in June 2006;
prior to this plan coming into effect the Township had projects that were filed that
could result in 7,000 to 8,000 units being developed regardless of the GGPH. At 2.5
pup this translates to 17,500 to 20,000 people throughout the Township. It is
unlikely that the Province will claw back these submitted applications

January 25, 2005 Advertisement

Please be advised that the January 25, 2005 Notice of Commencement did indicate
a Schedule C Project, this Notice also advised of a Discretionary PlC (not
mandatory under the Municipal Class EA). This PlC was held to receive preliminary
feedback and obtain local knowledge early in the process. At the start of the
process one of the alternative solutions was the construction of a Water Treatment
Plant feed by surface water which is a Schedule C project, therefore the Reference
to Schedule C in the ad. However after the Township Staff and the Consultant
worked through Phase II of the Municipal Class EA Process (Page Fig 1.4, Page 16



of the Project File Report), we had a better understanding that the preferred solution
would only be a Schedule B Project. This is why the Second advertisement for the
Mandatory PlC stated a Schedule B project.

Conference Call

Town Staff and RJ Burnside Staff will be available to Conference Call at 10:00 am;
we would probably call you; as we will be at two different locations, so the Township
Phone System will the Conference Call Central.

Extending the March 14th Deadline

This can be discussed tomorrow. The Township has an application for Provincial
Funding in the amount of $1.8 Million and the Project needs to be Construction
ready in 2008. The Provincial Funding decision will be made on March 31, 2008.
The Project is for fixing the Now-Need of the water supply for the Residents in New

Lowell due to the declining aquifer resulting in lower water supply production. It may
be best for this New Lowell situation, if we can not come to a consensus, for you to
go to the Minister with your concerns sooner than latter; so that we can secure this
funding.

Richard J. Spraggs, Pen.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2008 1:13 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: ‘Jeff Langlois’; ‘Peggy Slama’
Subject: RE: WATER EA -- PROJECT FILE REPORT -- MY SECOND COMMENT

Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs
Delivered by e-mail

Hello Richard.

I have your e-mail from last evening and am reviewing it. As always, I
found your response both thoughtful and helpful.



In response to your kind invitation to meet or have a conference call, I would
appreciate the opportunity for a conference call tomorrow morning at a time
of your choosing. I would like to use that opportunity to seek your
agreement to extend the time for discussions to negotiate the issues beyond
the March 14th deadline for getting the Minister of the Environment
involved. In addition, there are two matters of particular importance I would
like to discuss, and I draw to your attention to them now:

First

Section 2.2.1.1 of the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe:

Population and employmentforecasts contained in Schedule 3for all upper and
single tier municipalities will be usedfor planning and managing growth in the
(Greater Golden Horseshoej

Seco d
The statement of the Municipality in its January 5 2005 advertisement
announcing the commencement of the project:

“the project is being planned as a Schedule ‘C’ project under the Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment;, an approval under the Ontario Environmental
Assessment Actfor all municipal projects of this nature”

I look forward to our conversation. Let me know what time works for you.

Regards

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwairi



Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P058
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: GPSC - Art McIlwain
To: Richard Spragcjs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca);

Jeff Langlois (ilanglois@rjburnside.com); Pepciv Salma (Dslarna@nburnside.
corn);

Subject: Proposed Agenda for Telephone Conference Call - Clearview Water EA
Date: March 12, 2008 10:00:00 AM

Agenda

1 Rules for Negotiations —without prejudice no recording allowed
2 Extend Time for Negotiation
3 Growth Plan for Greater Golden Horseshoe as basis for planning
4 Schedule C Project
5 Copies of Prior Reports
6 Ideas for Resolution

a. Characterize work as Master Plan with New Lowell as a separate
project designed for existing population only
b. Subsequent Undertaking to adjust to Greater Golden Horseshoe
Growth Plan growth targets

7 Next Meeting

(4 P C

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwa in
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca



From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
To: Richard Spracjgs (rspragcjs@clearviewtwp.on.ca);

Jeff Lancilois (ilancilois@ribumside.com;
Don McNaltv (don mcnalty@iiburnside.com);

Subject: Clearvlew Water EA

When: March 13, 2008 1:00 PM-2:00 PM (GMT-05:0O) Eastern Time (US & Canada).
Where: Telephone

I found our meeting today was helpful. This is to confirmIng agreement to meet by telephone tomorrow
March 13 at 1:00 PM.



From: GPSC - Art McIIwaln
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.

Subject: Clearview Water EA
Date: March 12, 2008 4:58:00 PM

Confirming copies of prior report executive summaries have not yet arrived. I
expect to deliver proposed draft amendments to deal with matters discussed
within an hour or so.

V

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King StreetWPO 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@ bellnet.ca



From: GPSC - Alt McIlwain
To: Richard Spraggs (rspracigs@clearviewtwp.on.ca);

Jeff Langlois (ilanglois@rjburnside.com);
Don McNaltv (don mcnalty@ribumside.com);

Subject: Clearview Water EA - Confidential Thoughts for Amendment
Date: March 12, 2008 6:22:00 PM
Attachments: Confidential Thoughts for Amendment.doc

Confidential Thoughts for AmendmentDdf
Confidential Thoughts for Amendment Redlined.Ddf

Clearview Township and Ri. Burnside
Richard Spraggs, Jeff Langlois, Don McNulty
Delivered by e-mail

March 12, 2008

The attachment is an approach to incorporating the Growth Plan for the Greater
Golden Horseshoe into the environmental assessment. I have provided it in .pdf
format, both redlined and not and in Microsoft Word.

I found our discussions this morning helpful and look forward to continuing them
tomorrow at 1:00 PM. I confirm they are without prejudice, as is this
communication.

Have a pleasant evening.

p

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone



416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca



From: Richard SDraQps
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain; cipsc@bellnet.

Subject: Accepted: Clearview Water EA



From: Richard Spracicjs
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain;
cc: Peggy Salma; Jeff Lancilois; don_mcnalty@rjburnside.com;
Subject: RE: WATER EA -- PROJECT FILE REPORT -- MY SECOND COMMENT
Date: March 13, 2008 9:22: 27 AM
Attachments: Water EA GPSC Mar 11 08 Awry Memo Add. .idf

Water EA GPSC Mar 6 Awry Memo Rev. .pdf

Please find attached a copy of the March 11 Awry memo which I have underlined
the additions since the first March 6, 2008 memo. Please find attached the March 6
Awry memo which I have stroked out the deletions.

Hope this is helpful.

Richard J Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2008 5:27 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: Peggy Salma; Jeff Langlois
Subject: RE: WATER EA -- PROJECT FILE REPORT -- MY SECOND COMMENT

Hi Richard. I will be in my office at 10:00 AM and will await your call to start the
telephone conference. I can add on one other party from my phone if that would
be helpful. I will reflect on your response below and we can discuss it during our
conversation.

In the meantime, I attach a rewritten version of the Concerns and Request
document that has regard for the facts as I now understand them and provides
additional information about the environmental impacts of urban sprawl.

All the best, and I look forward to our 10:00 AM discussion.

S CT’

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage



per
Art McI twa in
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W PC 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on ca]
Sent: March 11, 2008 4:49 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Cc: Jeff Langlois; Peggy Slama
Subject: RE: WATER EA -- PROJECT FILE REPORT -- MY SECOND COMMENT

Greater Golden Horseshoe Plan

It is my understanding that GGHP (Province) has designated a growth target for the
Upper Tier (Simcoe County).

Simcoe County, Barrie and Orillia with the Province (Public Infrastructure Renewal)
are undertaking an exercise to allocate this growth target to the lower tier
municipalities. At a PlC put on by the County on this matter, their Consultant
realized that the applications in process within the County would see the GGHP
Growth Target exceeded sooner then latter. Now this allocation could all go to
Clearview or not any of it go to Clearview as they are still working through the
process.

However it was my understanding that this GGHP came into effect in June 2006;
prior to this plan coming into effect the Township had projects that were filed that
could result in 7000 to 8,000 units being developed regardless of the GGPH. At 2.5
pup this translates to I 7,500 to 20,000 people throughout the Township. It is
unlikely that the Province will claw back these submitted applications

January 25, 2005 Advertisement

Please be advised that the January 25, 2005 Notice of Commencement did indicate
a Schedule C Project, this Notice also advised of a Discretionary PlC (not



mandatory under the Municipal Class EA). This PlC was held to receive preliminary
feedback and obtain local knowledge early in the process. At the start of the
process one of the alternative solutions was the construction of a Water Treatment
Plant feed by surface water which is a Schedule C project, therefore the Reference
to Schedule C in the ad. However after the Township Staff and the Consultant
worked through Phase II of the Municipal Class EA Process (Page Fig 1 .4, Page 16
of the Project File Report), we had a better understanding that the preferred solution
would only be a Schedule B Project. This is why the Second advertisement for the
Mandatory PlC stated a Schedule B project.

Conference Call

Town Staff and RJ Burnside Staff will be available to Conference Call at 10:00 am;
we would probably call you; as we will be at two different locations, so the Township
Phone System will the Conference Call Central.

Extending the March 14th Deadline

This can be discussed tomorrow. The Township has an application for Provincial
Funding in the amount of $1.8 Million and the Project needs to be Construction
ready in 2008. The Provincial Funding decision will be made on March 31, 2008.
The Project is for fixing the Now-Need of the water supply for the Residents in New

Lowell due to the declining aquifer resulting in lower water supply production. It may
be best for this New Lowell situation, if we can not come to a consensus, for you to
go to the Minister with your concerns sooner than latter; so that we can secure this
funding.

Richard J. Spraggs, Pen.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2008 1:13 PM
To: Richard Spraggs
Cc: ‘Jeff Langlois’; ‘Peggy Slama’
Subject: RE: WATER EA -- PROJECT FILE REPORT -- MY SECOND COMMENT

Township of Clearview
Richard Spraggs
Delivered by e-mail



Hello Richard.

I have your e-mail from last evening and am reviewing it. As always, I
found your response both thoughtful and helpful.

In response to your kind invitation to meet or have a conference call, I would
appreciate the opportunity for a conference call tomorrow morning at a time
of your choosing. I would like to use that opportunity to seek your
agreement to extend the time for discussions to negotiate the issues beyond
the March 14th deadline for getting the Minister of the Environment
involved. In addition, there are two matters of particular importance I would
like to discuss, and I draw to your attention to them now:

rst

Section 2.2.1.1 of the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe:

Population and employmentforecasts contained in Schedule 3for all upper and
single tier municipalities will be usedfor planning and managing growth in the
(Greater Golden Horseshoej

Seco d
The statement of the Municipality in its January 5 2005 advertisement
announcing the commencement of the project:

“the project is being planned as a Schedule ‘C’ project under the Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment, an approval under the Ontario Environmental
Assessment Actfor all municipal projects of this nature”

I look forward to our conversation. Let me know what time works for you.

Regards



Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



From: (3PSC - Art McIhNain
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca);

Don McNaltv (don mcnaltv@riburnside.com);
Jeff Langlois (jIangiois@rjbumside.com: Peggy Salma (øslama@rlburnside.
corn):

Subject: Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf - Adobe Acrobat Professional
Date: March 14, 2008 5:52:00 PM
Attachments: Concerns and Objection Mar 14.Ddf

Please include the attached <<Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf>> in the File for
MG 034662 Clearview Water EA.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mci Iwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca



From GPSC - Art Mcllwain
To: Richard Sprapas (rsprapgs@clearviewtwp.on.ca); Jeff Langlois (jlancjlois@rjburnside.

corn); Don McNalty (don mcnalty@rjburnside.com); Pecipy Salma (pslama©rjburnside.
corn);

Subj ct Clearview Water EA - Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe - Planning Excellence
Date: March 25, 2008 11:32:00 AM

March 25, 2008

http://www.placestogrow.ca/index.php?option=com content&task=view&id=13&Itemid=21#OPPI Award is a
link that should get you to the PIR web page listing of planning awards won by the Growth
Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe from the American Association of Planners, the
Canadian Institute of Planners, and the Ontario Professional Planners Institute. These are the
awards mentioned during our discussions.

http://www.placestogrow.ca/index.php?optlon=com content&task=view&id=56&Itemid=21 is a link to the
APA video that describes the growth plan.

Regards,

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
4167771329fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca



From: GPSC - Art McIIwain
To: Richard Spraggs’;
Subject: RE: M Funding Approval for New Lowell
Date: March 31, 2008 4:23:00 PM

Well done, Richard. I’m pleased our discussions about the MEA Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment related to water found a path that did not interfere
with this application, and look forward to working with you in the same spirit
a bout the wastewater treatment assessment.

Congratulations to you and your advisors.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: March 31, 2008 4:15 PM
To: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain
Subject: MIII Funding Approval for New Lowell

Mr. Mcllwain

Just to let you know that we the PIR approved New Lowell Funding on Friday;
money is already in the bank.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works



From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca);

Don McNaltv (don mcnalty@iiburnside.com);
Jeff Langlols (jlancilois@rjburnside.com); Peciciv Salma (islama©riburnside.
corn);

Subject: RE: Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf - Adobe Acrobat Professional
Date: May 22, 2008 9:58:00 AM

Clearview Township (“Clearview” throughout) promulgated an environmental
assessment gone seriously awry to use as authority for proposed water
undertakings capable of accommodating 48,000 more people in four settlement
areas with a total population of about 6,000 people. Gleneden objected that is far
more by a factor of ten than the number permitted by the population forecasts the
Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe (“GPGGH” throughout) requires
the municipality to plan for. GPGGH is Provincial law that Clearview must abide by.
Gleneden objected it is irregular to use an Environmental Class Assessment to
abrogate it, and averred if Clearview builds oversized water systems, it can only
grant land use consents to permit their use to the extent they do not permit
population growth beyond Clearview’s allocated GPGGH growth forecasts.
Gleneden averred even so, because Clearview bases its water system planning on

48,000 more people than the GPGGH requires it to plan for, a proper assessment is
needed of the Environmental impacts of accommodating those people. Clearview’s
failed EA does not do that. It makes no assessment of the impact of this larger than
permitted population increase on important aspects of the Economic, Natural,
Social, and Cultural environments.

Clearview advised Gleneden a Part II Order request would jeopardize Clearview’s
chances to win a $1.8 million Municipal Infrastructure Improvement Initiative
grant. As the attachment to the March e-mail below makes clear, Gleneden agreed
not to make the request on the basis that a Wastewater EA then underway is
planning the wastewater treatment of the water generated by the proposed water
undertakings this failed EA will authorize. Gleneden stated it will expect the
Wastewater EAto assess the impacts of this larger than permitted population
growth on the Economic, Natural, Social, and Cultural environments.

Please advise the status of the Wastewater EA.

p s c



Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwa in
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.caj
Sent: March 14, 2008 5:52 PM
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca); Don McNalty
(don_mcnalty@rjburnside.com); Jeff Langlois (jlanglois@rjbumside.com); Peggy
Salma (pslama@ijburnside.com)
Subject: Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf - Adobe Acrobat Professional

Please include the attached <<Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf>> in the File for
MG 034662 Clearview Water EA.

s c

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 KingStreetWPo 58
TorontoONM5KlE7
416 777 1325 phone



416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca



From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
To: “Richard Spracjgs”;
Subject: RE: Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf - Adobe Acrobat Professional
Date: July 1.6, 2008 5:20:00 PM

Hi Richard. This is a routine follow up. Please advise the current status of the
Municipal Sewage EA.

Thanks

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: May 22, 2008 11:56 AM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf - Adobe Acrobat Professional

Thanks, Richard. I look forward to receiving the Notice of Completion and the fife
report.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto:rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: May 22, 2008 11:46 AM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain; Don McNalty; Jeff Langlois; Peggy Salma
Subject: RE: Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf - Adobe Acrobat Professional

Municipal Sewage EA has not been finalized as two of the preferred options require
use of our Neighbouring Municipalities infrastructure and that require an Agreement
in Principle; we are waiting for the agreement in principle before we finalize the
Project File and issue the Notice of Completion.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2008 10:00 AM
To: Richard Spraggs; Don McNalty; Jeff Langlois; Peggy Salma
Subject: RE: Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf - Adobe Acrobat Professional

Clearview Township (“Clearview” throughout) promulgated an environmental
assessment gone seriously awry to use as authority for proposed water
undertakings capable of accommodating 43,000 more people in four settlement
areas with a total population of about 6,000 people. Gleneden objected that is far
more by a factor of ten than the number permitted by the population forecasts the
Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe (“GPGGH” throughout) requires



the municipality to plan for. GPGGH is Provincial law that Clearview must abide by.
Gleneden objected it is irregular to use an Environmental Class Assessment to
abrogate it, and averred if Clearview builds oversized water systems, it can only
grant land use consents to permit their use to the extent they do not permit
population growth beyond Clearview’s allocated GPGGH growth forecasts.
Gleneden averred even so, because Clearview bases its water system planning on

48,000 more people than the GPGGH requires it to plan for, a proper assessment is
needed of the Environmental impacts of accommodating those people. Clearview’s
failed EA does not do that. It makes no assessment of the impact of this larger than
permitted population increase on important aspects of the Economic, Natural,
Social, and Cultural environments.

Clearview advised Gleneden a Part II Order request would jeopardize Clearview’s
chances to win a $1.8 million Municipal Infrastructure Improvement Initiative
grant. As the attachment to the March e-mail below makes clear, Gleneden agreed
not to make the request on the basis that a Wastewater EA then underway is
planning the wastewatertreatment of the water generated by the proposed water
undertakings this failed EA will authorize. Gleneden stated it will expect the
Wastewater EAto assess the impacts of this larger than permitted population
growth on the Economic, Natural, Social, and Cultural environments.

Please advise the status of the Wastewater EA.

G P S

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwa in
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca



From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.caJ
Sent: March 14, 2008 5:52 PM
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca); Don McNalty
(don_mcnalty@rjburnside.com); Jeff Langlois (jlanglois@rjburnside.com); Peggy
Salma (pslama@rjburnside.com)
Subject: Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf - Adobe Acrobat Professional

Please include the attached <<Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf>> in the File for
MG 034662 Clearview Water EA.

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King StreetWPO 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
416 777 1325 phone
416 777 1329 fax
gpsc@bellnet.ca

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(12), and is

believed to be clean.



From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
To: “GPSC - Art Mcflwain”;
Subject: RE: MIII FundIng Approval for New Lowell
Date: July 18, 2008 10:51:00 AM

July 18, 2008

Hi Richard. This is a routine follow up. Mlii funding was reserved for “construction
ready” projects. Funding was received March 31St Please advise the status of the
project.

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc©bellnet.ca]
Sent: March 31, 2008 4:23 PM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: MIII Funding Approval for New Lowell

Well done, Richard. I’m pleased our discussions about the MEA Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment related to water found a path that did not interfere
with this application, and look forward to working with you in the same spirit
about the wastewater treatment assessment.

Congratulations to you and your advisors.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: March 31, 2008 4:15 PM
To: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
Subject: MIII Funding Approval for New Lowell

Mr. Mcllwain

Just to let you know that we the PIR approved New Lowell Funding on Friday;
money is already in the bank.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works



From: GPSC - Art Mdlwain
To: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.

cL
Subject: FW: MIII Funding Approval for New Lowell
Date: July 18, 2008 10:52:00 AM

July 18, 2008

Hi Richard. This is a routine follow up. MIII funding was reserved for ‘construction
ready” projects. Funding was received March 31st Please advise the status of the
project.

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: March 31, 2008 4:23 PM
To: ‘Richard Spraggs’
Subject: RE: MIII Funding Approval for New Lowell

Well done, Richard. I’m pleased our discussions about the MEA Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment related to water found a path that did not interfere
with this application, and look forward to working with you in the same spirit
a bout the wastewater treatment assessment.

Congratulations to you and your advisors.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: March 31, 2008 4:15 PM
To:GPSC-ArtMcllwain
Subject: MIII Funding Approval for New Lowell

Mr. Mcllwain

Just to let you know that we the PIR approved New Lowell Funding on Friday;
money is already in the bank.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works



From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
To: Bill Armstrong (blll.armstrong@ontarlo.ca);
Subject: Clearview New Lowell Certificate of Authorization Application
Date: July 22, 2008 6:15:00 PM
Attachments: Provincial Concerns with County Growth Plan.pdf

July 22, 2008

Ministry of Environment
Southwestern Regional Office
Technical Support Section
Bill Armstrong, Environmental Planner by e-mail

Gleneden understands Ministry of Environment has for approval an application for
a Certificate of Authorization for a water undertaking in New Lowell in the
Township of Clearview in the County of Simcoe which would allow Clearview to
contract to connect to the Collingwood — New Tecumseth water pipeline at an R.J.
Burnside estimated ultimate cost of $34.4 million dollars in order to draw water
for use by a population of 11,900 in New Lowell where the existing population is
900 and the Township Growth Plan requires planning for a population of 2,290.
The Province requires strong linkages between the provision of public services,
such as sewage and water infrastructure and the planning for growth in an
environmentally sustainable manner and this proposed water undertaking is a
clear depredation against such planning. Gleneden states it is premature to issue
such a Certificate of Authorization. No Wastewater EA has been completed, and if
a Part II Order is requested it may be some considerable time before completion is
possible. Issuing such a Certificate of Authorization would place Ministry of
Environment in opposition to the Growth Plan and is accordingly not in the
Provincial Interest.

Clearview promulgated an environmental assessment gone seriously awry to use
as authority forthe proposed water undertaking. In March, Clearview advised
Gleneden a Part II Order request would jeopardize Clearview’s chances to win a
$1.8 million Municipal Infrastructure Improvement Initiative grant. Gleneden
agreed not to make the request on the basis that a Wastewater EA then underway
(but still not complete four months later) is planning the wastewater treatment of
the water generated by the proposed water undertaking. Gleneden stated it will
expect the Wastewater EA to assess the impacts of this larger than permitted
population growth on the Economic, Natural, Social, and Cultural environments.
Gleneden stated if Clearview fails or neglects to do that, then Gleneden would
have the Part II Order request available as a remedy before Clearview can use the
proposed water undertakings this failed EA would authorize. In May 2008, with



prior input from Ministry of Environment, Larry Clay, Assistant Deputy Minister,
Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing and Brad Graham, Assistant Deputy
Minister Ministry of Public Infrastructure Renewal wrote to the County of Simcoe
stating “the County should work towards making stronger linkages between the
provision of public services, such as sewage and water infrastructure and the
planning for growth in an environmentally sustainable manner.” The letter is
attached.

Respectfully Submitted

G P S

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art McI Iwa in
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7
P 416 777 1325 M 416 805 9819
F 416 777 1329 E gpsc@bellnet.ca



From: GPSC - Art Mcllwain
To: Bill Armstrong (bill.armstrong@ontarlo.ca);
Subject: Clearview New Lowell Certificate of AuthorizatIon Application
Date: July 23, 2008 10:07:00 AM
Attachments: Provincial Concerns with County Growth PIan.pdf

GPSC - MG 03 4662 - 013 Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf

July 23, 2008

Ministry of Environment
Southwestern Regional Office
Technical Support Section
Bill Armstrong, Environmental Planner by e-mail

This is further to Gleneden’s July 22nd objection that it would be premature to
issue a Certificate of Authorization permitting the Clearview Township New Lowell
Water Undertaking to proceed. There is no completed Wastewater EA and if a
Part II Order is requested it will be some time before completion is possible. There
is no completed Water EAforthe undertaking for which the Certificate of
Authorization is being sought. Instead, the undertaking is part of a plan to
construct infrastructure for a population growth of 48,000 people in a portion of
the Township, while the Growth Plan requires planning for growth of less than
12,000 people for the entire Township. in May 2008, with prior input from
Ministry of Environment, Larry Clay, Assistant Deputy Minister, Ministry of
Municipal Affairs and Housing and Brad Graham, Assistant Deputy Minister
Ministry of Public Infrastructure Renewal wrote to the County of Simcoe stating
“the County should work towards making stronger linkages between the provision
of public services, such as sewage and water infrastructure and the planning for
growth in an environmentally sustainable manner.” Approval of the application for
the Certificate of Authorization would put the Ministry of Environment off-side
with the Growth Plan.

In its July 22nd objection, Gleneden asserts Clearview promulgated an
environmental assessment gone seriously awry to use as authority for the
proposed water undertaking. The reasons are in a detailed document submitted
to R.J. Burnside and the municipality. The attached <<GPSC — MG 03 4662 —013
Concerns and Objection Mar 14.pdf>> is Gleneden’s request to have the document
included in the file. Clicking on the “attachments” hyperlink will open the detailed
document. Ministry of Environment received an early version of the Municipal
Class EA, but much more material was submitted and is in the files of the
municipality and R.J. Burnside.



Respectfully submitted
Gleneden Property Service Corporation

From: GPSC - Aft Mcllwain [mailto:gpsc@bellnet.ca]
Sent: July 22, 2008 6:1S PM
To: Bill Armstrong (bill.armstrong@ontario.ca)
Subject: Clearview New Lowell Certificate of Authorization Application
Importance: High

July 22, 2008

Ministry of Environment
Southwestern Regional Office
Technical Support Section
Bill Armstrong, Environmental Planner by e-mail

Gleneden understands Ministry of Environment has for approval an application for
a Certificate of Authorization for a water undertaking in New Lowell in the
Township of Clearview in the County of Simcoe which would allow Clearview to
contract to connect to the Collingwood — New Tecumseth water pipeline at an R.J.
Burnside estimated ultimate cost of $34.4 million dollars in orderto draw water
for use by a population of 11,900 in New Lowell where the existing population is
900 and the Township Growth Plan requires planning for a population of 2,290.
The Province requires strong linkages between the provision of public services,
such as sewage and water infrastructure and the planning for growth in an
environmentally sustainable manner and this proposed water undertaking is a
clear depredation against such planning. Gleneden states it is premature to issue
such a Certificate of Authorization. No Wastewater EA has been completed, and if
a Part II Order is requested it may be some considerable time before completion is
possible. Issuing such a Certificate of Authorization would place Ministry of
Environment in opposition to the Growth Plan and is accordingly not in the
Provincial Interest.

Clearview promulgated an environmental assessment gone seriously awry to use
as authority for the proposed water undertaking. In March, Clearview advised
Glerieden a Part Il Order request would jeopardize Clearview’s chances to win a
$1.8 million Municipal Infrastructure Improvement Initiative grant. Gleneden
agreed not to make the request on the basis that a Wastewater EA then underway
(but still not complete four months later) is planning the wastewater treatment of
the water generated by the proposed water undertaking. Gleneden stated it will



expect the Wastewater EA to assess the impacts of this larger than permitted
population growth on the Economic, Natural, Social, and Cultural environments.
Gleneden stated if Clearview fails or neglects to do that, then Gleneden would
have the Part II Order request available as a remedy before Clearview can use the
proposed water undertakings this failed EA would authorize. In May 2008, with
prior input from Ministry of Environment, Larry Clay, Assistant Deputy Minister,
Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing and Brad Graham, Assistant Deputy
Minister Ministry of Public Infrastructure Renewal wrote to the County of Simcoe
stating “the County should work towards making stronger linkages between the
provision of public services, such as sewage and water infrastructure and the
planning for growth in an environmentally sustainable manner.” The letter is
attached.

Respectfully Submitted

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King StreetWPO 58
TorontoONM5KlE7
P 416 777 1325 M 416 805 9819
F 416 777 1329 E gpsc@bellnet.ca



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “jbcrispois@rogers.com’;
Subject: Wastewater Municipal Class Envlronmenl Assessment - Please Explain
Date: January 7, 2009 11:12:00 AM

January 7, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

John Crispo

This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why
Clearview Township is not planning for the number of people and jobs the
Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and all must
abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than
26,000. 65,000 is the number Council is planning for and intends to design and
build water and wastewater infrastructure to accommodate at a cost of more than
$150 million.

Please take this opportunity to explain why, Councillor Crispo and respond before
January 14.

Thank you

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art McI Iwa in
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearvlew Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “rmcgiilvray@clearviewtwp.on.c&’;
Subject: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmenl Assessment - Please Explain
Date: January 7, 2009 11:12:00 AM

January 7, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Roger McGillvray

This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why
Clearview Township is not planning for the number of people and jobs the
Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and all must
abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than
26,000. 65,000 is the number Council is planning for and intends to design and
build water and wastewater infrastructure to accommodate at a cost of more than
$150 million.

Please take this opportunity to explain why, Councillor McGillvray and respond
before January 14.

Thank you

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIlwaln, President
To: “obrown@clearviewtwp.on.ca”;
Subject: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Please Explain
Date: January 7, 2009 11:12:00 AM

January 7, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Orville Brown

This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why
Clearview Township is not planning for the number of people and jobs the
Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and all must
abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than
26,000. 65,000 is the number Council is planning for and intends to design and
build water and wastewater infrastructure to accommodate at a cost of more than
$150 million.

Please take this opportunity to explain why, Councillor Brown and respond before
January 14.

Thankyou

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art McI lwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain. President
To:

___________________________

Subject: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmen1l Assessment - Please Explain
Date: January 7, 2009 11: 12:00 AM

January 7, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council

Clearview Township

Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Alicia Savage

This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why
Clearview Township is not planning for the number of people and jobs the
Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and all must
abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than
26,000. 65,000 is the number Council is planning for and intends to design and
build water and wastewater infrastructure to accommodate at a cost of more than
$150 million.

Please take this opportunity to explain why, Deputy Mayor Savage and respond
before January 14.

Thank you

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per

Art McI Iwain

President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “sdavidson@clearviewtwp.on.ca”;
Subject: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Please Explain
Date: January 7, 2009 11: 12:00 AM

January 7, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Shawn Davidson

This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why
Clearview Township is not planning for the number of people and jobs the
Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and all must
abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than
26,000. 65,000 is the number Council is planning for and intends to design and
build water and wastewater infrastructure to accommodate at a cost of more than
$150 million.

Please take this opportunity to explain why, Councillor Davidson and respond
before January 14.

Thank you

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art McI Iwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Pianninci Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain. President
To: ‘dmeasures@clearviewtwp.on.ca”;
Subject: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Please Explain
Date: January 7, 2009 11: 12:00 AM

January 7, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Doug Measures

This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why
Clearview Township is not planning for the number of people and jobs the
Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and all must
abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than
26,000. 65,000 is the number Council is planning for and intends to design and
build water and wastewater infrastructure to accommodate at a cost of more than
$150 million.

Please take this opportunity to explain why, Councillor Measures and respond
before January 14.

Thank you

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planninci Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “Sinbad_swash@hotmail.com”;
Subject: Wastfwater Municipal Class Environmeni Assessment - Please Explain
Date: January 7, 2009 11: 12:00 AM

January 7, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Robert Walker

This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why
Clearview Township is not planning for the number of people and jobs the
Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and all must
abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than
26,000. 65,000 is the number Council is planning for and intends to design and
build water and wastewater infrastructure to accommodate at a cost of more than
$150 million.

Please take this opportunity to explain why, Councillor Walker and respond before
January 14.

Thank you

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview PlanninQ Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwaln, President
To: “thompaterson@roqers.com”;
Subject: Wastewater Municipal Class Envlronmenl Assessment - Please Explain
Date: January 7, 2009 11:12:00AM

January 7, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Thom Paterson

This isa request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why
Clearview Township is not planning for the number of people and jobs the
Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and all must
abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than
26,000. 65,000 is the number Council is planning for and intends to design and
build water and wastewater infrastructure to accommodate at a cost of more than
$150 million.

Please take this opportunity to explain why, Councillor Paterson and respond
before January 14.

Thank you

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art McI Iwa in
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planninci Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “kferguson@clearviewtwp.on.ca’;
Subject: Wastewater Municipal Class EnvIronmental Assessment - Please Explain
Date: January 7, 2009 11: 12:00 AM

January 7, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Ken Ferguson

This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why
Clearview Township is not planning for the number of people and jobs the
Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and all must
abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than
26,000. 65,000 is the number Council is planning for and intends to design and
build water and wastewater infrastructure to accommodate at a cost of more than
$150 million.

Please take this opportunity to explain why, Mayor Ferguson and respond before
January 14.

Thankyou

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Aft Mcliwain. President
To: Thom Paterson (tpaterson@clearviewtwp.on.ca);
Subject: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Please Explain
Date: January 7, 2009 11: 14:00 AM

January 7, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Thom Paterson

This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why
Clearview Township is not planning for the number of people and jobs the
Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and all must
abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than
26,000. 65,000 is the number Council is planning for and intends to design and
build water and wastewater infrastructure to accommodate at a cost of more than
$150 million.

Please take this opportunity to explain why, Councillor Paterson and respond
before January 14.

Thankyou

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@beilnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: Councillor Walker;
Subject: Was1water Municipal Class EnvIronmental Assessment - Please Explain
Date: January 7, 2009 11: 15:00 AM

January 7, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Robert Walker

This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why
Clearview Township is not planning forthe number of people and jobs the
Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and all must
abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than
26,000. 65,000 is the number Council is planning for and intends to design and
build water and wastewater infrastructure to accommodate at a cost of more than
$150 million.

Please take this opportunity to explain why, Councillor Walker and respond before
January 14.

Thank you

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art McI Iwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Councillor Shawn Davidson
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIIwain, President;
Subject: RE: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmenl Assessment - Please Explain
Date: January 8, 2009 11:48:37 AM

Engineering studies are not land use planning
exercises. Clearview is looking at a much longer
timeframe with these EA’s. You can continue to
believe that this is not the case but you are
incorrect. The build out of the settlement areas of
Clearview will take many generations. It is
intelligent and prudent engineering to provide for the
allowances now rather than piece meal it together
every 20 years. The overall costs, efficiencies and
operational benefits are far greater than the
perception of growth control by not providing the
availability of infrastructure.

Growth will be determined by the community through the
growth plan, the revised OP, the Strategic Plan and
ultimately the marketplace. We are a desirable area.
Many have begun the part time migration to our fair
community and many will desire to reside here
permanently in the future. Our policies will continue
to protect the rural assets of Clearview regardless of
the growth that does occur within the settlement areas.

Shawn D. Davidson
Councillor
Township of Clearview

705.443.9191 cellular
705.428.4340 residence
705.428.6850 facsimile
705.428.2637 office

This e—mail contains information intended only for the
individual or entity named in the message. If the reader
has received this communication in error, please notify me
by reply e—mail and delete this message. Thank you.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:
clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wed 1/7/2009 11:12 AM
To: Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Please Explain

January 7, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Shawn Davidson

This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why
Clearview Township is not planning for the number of people and jobs the
Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and all must
abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than
26,000. 65,000 is the number Council is planning for and intends to design and
build water and wastewater infrastructure to accommodate at a cost of more than
$150 million.

Please take this opportunity to explain why, Councillor Davidson and respond
before January 14.

Thank you

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art McI lwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(i), and is
believed to be clean.



From: Clearview PlanninQ Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “Councillor Shawn Davidson”;
Subject: RE: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Please Explain
Date: January 8, 2009 5:01:00 PM

Confirming receipt and thank you. I have flagged this for Monday next.

From: Couricillor Shawn Davidson [mailto:sdavidson@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 8, 2009 11:49 AM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Aft Mcllwain, President
Subject: RE: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Please
Explain

Engineering studies are not land use planning
exercises. Clearview is looking at a much longer
timeframe with these EA’s. You can continue to
believe that this is not the case but you are
incorrect. The build out of the settlement areas
of Clearview will take many generations. It is
intelligent and prudent engineering to provide for
the allowances now rather than piece meal it
together every 20 years. The overall costs,
efficiencies and operational benefits are far
greater than the perception of growth control by
not providing the availability of infrastructure.

Growth will be determined by the community through
the growth plan, the revised OP, the Strategic Plan
and ultimately the marketplace. We are a desirable
area. Many have begun the part time migration to
our fair community and many will desire to reside
here permanently in the future. Our policies will
continue to protect the rural assets of Clearview
regardless of the growth that does occur within the
settlement areas.

Shawn D. Davidson
Councillor
Township of Clearview



705.443. 9191 cellular
705.428.4340 residence
705.428.6850 facsimile
705.428.2637 office

This e—mail contains information intended only for the
individual or entity named in the message. If the reader has
received this communication in error, please notify me by
reply e—mail and delete this message. Thank you.

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:
clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wed 1/7/2009 11:12 AM
To: Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Please Explain

January 7, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Shawn Davidson

This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why
Clearview Township is not planning for the number of people and jobs the
Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and all must
abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than
26,000. 65,000 is the number Council is planning for and intends to design and
build water and wastewater infrastructure to accommodate at a cost of more than
$150 million.

Please take this opportunity to explain why, Councillor Davidson and respond
before January 14.

Thankyou



Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art McI Iwa in
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: 11Councillor Shawn Davidson”;
Subject: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmenl Assessment - Please Explain
Date: January 9, 2009 4:39:00 PM

January 9, 2009

Clearview Township
Couricillor Sawn Davidson

Thank you for your reply, Councillor Davidson. Putting aside for now the Growth
Plan requirement that infrastructure planning, land use planning, and
infrastructure investment be co-ordinated to implement the Growth Plan, it would
be very helpful to know what benefits you see from growing to 65,000 people
instead of less than 26,000 people as the Growth Plan requires?

From: Councillor Shawn Davidson [mailto :sdavidson©clearviewtwp.on.cal
Sent: January 8, 2009 11:49 AM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Subject: RE: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Please
Explain

Engineering studies are not land use planning
exercises. Clearview is looking at a much longer
timeframe with these EA’s. You can continue to
believe that this is not the case but you are
incorrect. The build out of the settlement areas
of Clearview will take many generations. It is
intelligent and prudent engineering to provide for
the allowances now rather than piece meal it
together every 20 years. The overall costs,
efficiencies and operational benefits are far
greater than the perception of growth control by
not providing the availability of infrastructure.

Growth will be determined by the community through
the growth plan, the revised OP, the Strategic Plan
and ultimately the marketplace. We are a desirable
area. Many have begun the part time migration to



our fair community and many will desire to reside
here permanently in the future. Our policies will
continue to protect the rural assets of Clearview
regardless of the growth that does occur within the
settlement areas.

Shawn D. Davidson
Councillor
Township of Clearview

705.443.9191 cellular
705.428.4340 residence
705.428.6850 facsimile
705.428.2637 office

This e—mail contains information intended only for the
individual or entity named in the message. If the reader has
received this communication in error, please notify me by
reply e—mail and delete this message. Thank you.

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:
clearplan@bellnet.caJ
Sent: Wed 1/7/2009 11:12 AM
To: Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Please Explain

January 7, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Shawn Davidson

This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why
Clearview Township is not planning for the number of people and jobs the
Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and all must
abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than



26,000. 65,000 is the number Council is planning for and intends to design and
build water and wastewater infrastructure to accommodate at a cost of more than
$150 million.

Please take this opportunity to explain why, Councillor Davidson and respond
before January 14.

Thank you

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.



From: Councillor Shawn Davidson
To: Clearvlew Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President;
Subject: RE: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Please Explain
Date: January 10, 2009 2:50: 15 PM

I offered you a reply.

Our communications are complete.

Shawn D. Davidson
Council br
Township of Clearview

705.443.9191 cellular
705. 428.4340 residence
705.428.6850 facsimile
705.428.2637 office

This e-mail contains information intended only for the
individual or entity named in the message. If the reader
has received this communication in error, please notify me
by reply e-mail and delete this message. Thank you.

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:
clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Fri 1/9/2009 4:39 PM
To: Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Please Explain

January 9, 2009

Clearview Township
Council br Sawn Davidson

Thank you for your reply, Councillor Davidson. Putting aside for now the Growth
Plan requirement that infrastructure planning, land use planning, and
infrastructure investment be co-ordinated to implement the Growth Plan, it would
be very helpful to know what benefits you see from growing to 65,000 people
instead of less than 26,000 people as the Growth Plan requires?



From: Councillor Shawn Davidson [mailto:sdavidson@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 8, 2009 11:49 AM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Subject: RE: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Please
Explain

Engineering studies are not land use planning
exercises. Clearview is looking at a much longer
timeframe with these EA’s. You can continue to
believe that this is not the case but you are
incorrect. The build out of the settlement areas
of Clearview will take many generations. It is
intelligent and prudent engineering to provide for
the allowances now rather than piece meal it
together every 20 years. The overall costs,
efficiencies and operational benefits are far
greater than the perception of growth control by
not providing the availability of infrastructure.

Growth will be determined by the community through
the growth plan, the revised OP, the Strategic Plan
and ultimately the marketplace. We are a desirable
area. Many have begun the part time migration to
our fair community and many will desire to reside
here permanently in the future. Our policies will
continue to protect the rural assets of Clearview
regardless of the growth that does occur within the
settlement areas.

Shawn D. Davidson
Councillor
Township of Clearview

705.443.9191 cellular
705.428.4340 residence
705.428.6850 facsimile
705.428.2637 office



This e—mail contains information intended only for the
individual or entity named in the message. If the reader has
received this communication in error, please notify me by
reply e—mail and delete this message. Thank you.

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:
clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wed 1/7/2009 11:12 AM
To: Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Please Explain

January 7, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Shawn Davidson

This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why
Clearview Township is not planning for the number of people and jobs the
Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and all must
abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than
26,000. 65,000 is the number Council is planning for and intends to design and
build water and wastewater infrastructure to accommodate at a cost of more than
$150 million.

Please take this opportunity to explain why, Councillor Davidson and respond
before January 14.

Thankyou

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P



Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(li, and is
believed to be clean.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “Councillor Shawn Davidson”;
Subject: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Please Explain
Date: January 12, 2009 11:23:00 AM

Confirming receipt, and thank you.

From: Councillor Shawn Davidson [mailto :sdavidson©clearviewtwp. on.ca}
Sent: January 10, 2009 2:47 PM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Subject: RE: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Please
Explain

I offered you a reply.

Our communications are complete.

Shawn D. Davidson
Councillor
Township of Clearview

705.443.9191 cellular
705.428.4340 residence
705.428.6850 facsimile
705.428.2637 office

This e—mail contains information intended only for the
individual or entity named in the message. If the reader has
received this communication in error, please notify me by
reply e—mail and delete this message. Thank you.

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Aft Mcllwain, President [mailto:
clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Fri 1/9/2009 4:39 PM
To: Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Please Explain

January 9, 2009

Clearview Township



Council br Sawn Davidson

Thank you for your reply, Councilbor Davidson. Putting aside for now the Growth
Plan requirement that infrastructure planning, land use planning, and
infrastructure investment be co-ordinated to implement the Growth Plan, it would
be very helpful to know what benefits you see from growing to 65,000 people
instead of less than 26,000 people as the Growth Plan requires?

From: Councilbor Shawn Davidson [mailto :sdavidson@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 8, 2009 11:49 AM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Subject: RE: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Please
Explain

Engineering studies are not land use planning
exercises. Clearview is looking at a much longer
timeframe with these EA’s. You can continue to
believe that this is not the case but you are
incorrect. The build out of the settlement areas
of Clearview will take many generations. It is
intelligent and prudent engineering to provide for
the allowances now rather than piece meal it
together every 20 years. The overall costs,
efficiencies and operational benefits are far
greater than the perception of growth control by
not providing the availability of infrastructure.

Growth will be determined by the community through
the growth plan, the revised OP, the Strategic Plan
and ultimately the marketplace. We are a desirable
area. Many have begun the part time migration to
our fair community and many will desire to reside
here permanently in the future. Our policies will
continue to protect the rural assets of Clearview
regardless of the growth that does occur within the
settlement areas.

Shawn D. Davidson



Councillor
Township of Clearview

705.443.9191 cellular
705.428.4340 residence
705.428.6850 facsimile
705.428.2637 office

This e—mail contains information intended only for the
individual or entity named in the message. If the reader has
received this communication in error, please notify me by
reply e-mail and delete this message. Thank you.

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:
clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Wed 1/7/2009 11:12 AM
To: Councillor Shawn Davidson
Subject: Wastewater Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Please Explain

January 7, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Shawn Davidson

This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why
Clearview Township is not planning for the number of people and jobs the
Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and all must
abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than
26,000. 65,000 is the number Council is planning for and intends to design and
build water and wastewater infrastructure to accommodate at a cost of more than
$150 million.

Please take this opportunity to explain why, Councillor Davidson and respond
before January 14.

Thank you



Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art McI Iwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1), and is
believed to be clean.



Fram: Ctearview Plenning Coibon Inc - Art Mcjlwan. President
To: Clerk Camobell (bcnbelIde3viewtownshiD.ca);
Stbject Nottawa WastewaterTreathient System Munlclp Class Enironmentel Assessment - Reciest for Agreement in Principle
Date: Jauary 12, 2009 11:52:00 AM

January 12, 2009

Clearview Township
Delivered by fax to 705 428 0288 and e-mail

Bob Campbell, Clerk

The municipality posted a notice on December 17, 2008 regarding the Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment. It states “The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with
the Town of Collingwood for this proposed solution.” Please provide a copy of the agreement in principle, and a copy
of the resolution of Council authorizing It.

Thank you

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mdlwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower Suite 4105
77 KIng Street West, P0 58, Toronto ON M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printlngthis email.





From: CIear,iew Plannina Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwan. President
To: Clerk Cemøbell (bcemDbdl@dearvlewtownshiD.,,.
Subjacti Stayner Wtewater Treatment System Munlcip Class Enwonment Assessment - Request for Agiement in Iindple
Date: Ja,uy 12, 2009 11:53:00 AM

January 12, 2009

Clearview Township
Delivered by fax to 705 428 0288 and e-mail

Bob Campbell, Clerk

The municipality posted a notice on December 17, 2008 regarding the Stayner Wastewater Treatment System
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment. It states “The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with
the Town of Wasaga Beach for this proposed solution.” Please provide a copy of the agreement in principle, and a
copy of the resolution of Council authorizing it.

Thankyou

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art McI lwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower Suite 4105
77 King Street West, P0 58, Toronto ON M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIlwain, President
To: “ibcrispois@mgers.com’:
Subject: Stayner, Nottawa Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Reque for Explanation
Date: January 12, 2009 2:13:00 PM

January 12, 2009

Mayor arid Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

John Crispo

This is a routine follow up confirming no reply from you as yet to the January 7 request that you as an
individual member of Council explain why Clearview Township is not planning its water and wastewater
infrastructure and investment for less than the 26,000 people as the Growth Plan requires but instead for
65,000 people. I remind you of the Growth Plan’s requirement that infrastructure planning, land use
planning, and infrastructure investment be co-ordinated to implement the Growth Plan and am sincerely
interested in your explanation before January 14.

Thank you Councillor Crispo

per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E416 777 1329 F416 777 1325 P
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King St W P0 58, Toronto ON, M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIIwaIn. President
To: “rmcoillvravtcIearviewtwp.on.ca’:
Subject: Stayner, Nottawa Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Request for Explanation
Date: January 12, 2009 2:13:00 PM

January 12, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Roger McGillvray

This is a routine follow up confirming no reply from you as yet to the January 7 request that you as an
individual member of Council explain why Clearview Township is not planning its water and wastewater
infrastructure and investment for less than the 26,000 people as the Growth Plan requires but instead for
65,000 people. I remind you of the Growth Plan’s requirement that infrastructure planning, land use
planning, and infrastructure investment be co-ordinated to implement the Growth Plan and am sincerely
interested in your explanation before January 14.

Thank you Councillor McGillvray

per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King St W P0 58, Toronto ON, M51( 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain. President
To: ‘obrown(clearvitwo.on.ca’;
Subjecb Stayner, Nottawa Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Reque for Explanation
Date: January 12, 2009 2:13:00 PM

January 12, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Orville Brown

This is a routine follow up confirming no reply from you as yet to the January 7 request that you as an
individual member of Council explain why Clearview Township is not planning its water and wastewater
infrastructure and investment for less than the 26,000 people as the Growth Plan requires but instead for
65,000 people. I remind you of the Growth Plan’s requirement that infrastructure planning, land use
planning, and infrastructure investment be co-ordinated to implement the Growth Plan and am sincerely
interested in your explanation before January 14.

Thank you Councillor Brown

per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E416 777 1329 F416 777 1325 P
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King St W P0 58, Toronto ON, M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIiwain, President
To: “asavapecclearvievtwp.on.ca’:
Subject: Stayner, Nottawa Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Request for Explanation
Date: January 12, 2009 2:13:00 PM

January 12, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Alicia Savage

This is a routine follow up confirming no reply from you as yet to the January 7 request that you as an
individual member of Council explain why Clearview Township is not planning its water and wastewater
infrastructure and investment for less than the 26,000 people as the Growth Plan requires but instead for
65,000 people. I remind you of the Growth Plan’s requirement that infrastructure planning, land use
planning, and infrastructure investment be co-ordinated to implement the Growth Plan and am sincerely
interested in your explanation before January 14.

Thank you Deputy Mayor Savage

per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E416 777 1329 F416 777 1325 P
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King St W P0 58, Toronto ON, M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain. President
To: “dmeasures@clea,viewtwt,.on.ca”:
Subjecb Stayner, Nottawa Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Request for Explanation
Date: January 12, 2009 2:13:00 PM

January 12, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Doug Measures

This is a routine follow up confirming no reply from you as yet to the January 7 request that you as an
individual member of Council explain why Clearview Township is not planning its water and wastewater
infrastructure and investment for less than the 26,000 people as the Growth Plan requires but instead for
65,000 people. I remind you of the Growth Plan’s requirement that infrastructure planning, land use
planning, and infrastructure investment be co-ordinated to implement the Growth Plan and am sincerely
interested in your explanation before January 14.

Thank you Councillor Measures

per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E416 777 1329 P416 777 1325 P
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King St W P0 58, Toronto ON, M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain. President
To: “Sinbad ashhotmail.com”:
Subject: Stayner, Nottawa Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Request for Explanation
Date: January 12, 2009 2:13:00 PM

January 12, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Robert Walker

This is a routine follow up confirming no reply from you as yet to the January 7 request that you as an
individual member of Council explain why Clearview Township is not planning its water and wastewater
infrastructure and investment for less than the 26,000 people as the Growth Plan requires but instead for
65,000 people. I remind you of the Growth Plan’s requirement that infrastructure planning, land use
planning, and infrastructure investment be co-ordinated to implement the Growth Plan and am sincerely
interested in your explanation before January 14.

Thank you Councillor Walker

per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E416 777 1329 F416 777 1325 P
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King St W P0 58, Toronto ON, M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain. President
To: thomaterson@roaers.com”;
Subject: Staynei, Nottawa Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Reque for Explanation
Date: January 12, 2009 2:13:00 PM

January 12, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Thom Paterson

This is a routine follow up confirming no reply from you as yet to the January 7 request that you as an
individual member of Council explain why Clearview Township is not planning its water and wastewater
infrastructure and investment for less than the 26,000 people as the Growth Plan requires but instead for
65,000 people. I remind you of the Growth Plan’s requirement that infrastructure planning, land use
planning, and infrastructure investment be co-ordinated to implement the Growth Plan and am sincerely
interested in your explanation before January 14.

Thank you Councillor Paterson

per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King St W P0 58, Toronto ON, M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “kferguson(cleaMewtwp.on.ca”;
Subject: Stayner, Nottawa Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Reque for Explanation
Date: January 12, 2009 2:13:00 PM

January 12, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Ken Ferguson

This is a routine follow up confirming no reply from you as yet to the January 7 request that you as an
individual member of Council explain why Clearview Township is not planning its water and wastewater
infrastructure and investment for less than the 26,000 people as the Growth Plan requires but instead for
65,000 people. I remind you of the Growth Plan’s requirement that infrastructure planning, land use
planning, and infrastructure investment be co-ordinated to implement the Growth Plan and am sincerely
interested in your explanation before January 14.

Thank you Mayor Ferguson

per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E416 777 1329 F416 777 1325 P
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King St W P0 58, Toronto ON, M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Councillor Roper McGillvray
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain. President:
Subject: RE: Stayner, Nottawa Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Request for Explanation
Date: January 12, 2009 4:44:14 PM

To my knowledge we are not planning for 65,000 people and until the growth survey is completed do not
know what we will be planning for.

From: Ciearvlew Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwaln, President [mailto:clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Mon 1/12/2009 2:13 PM
To: Counciilor Roger McGllivray
Subject: Stayner, Nottawa Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Request for Explanation

January 12, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Roger McGillvray

This is a routine follow up confirming no reply from you as yet to the January 7 request that you as an
individual member of Council explain why Clearview Township is not planning its water and wastewater
infrastructure and investment for less than the 26,000 people as the Growth Plan requires but instead for
65,000 people. I remind you of the Growth Plan’s requirement that infrastructure planning, land use
planning, and infrastructure investment be co-ordinated to implement the Growth Plan and am sincerely
interested in your explanation before January 14.

Thank you Councillor McGillvray

e
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E416 777 1329 F416 777 1325 P
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King St W P0 58, Toronto ON, M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(li, and is
believed to be clean.



From: THOMAS PATERSON
To: Clearview Ptanruna Coal Won Inc - Art McIlwain. resident;
Subject Re: St’ner, Notta Munidp Class Environmental Assessment - Request for Explanation
Date: Januay 13, 2009 8:08:24 AM

Art

I’ll be back in Creemore on the 19th and will talk to you then.

Thom

On Mon, 1112I09, Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIlwain, President
<cleasplan@bellnet.ca> wrote:

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President <clearplan@bellnet.ca>
Subject Stayner, Nottawa Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Request for Explanation
To: thompaterson@rogers.com
Received: Monday, January 12, 2009, 7:13 PM

January 12, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council

Clearview Township

Delivered by fax and by e-mail

Thom Paterson

This is a routine follow up confirming no reply from you as yet to the January 7 request that
you as an individual member of Council explain why Clearview Township is not planning its
water and wastewater infrastructure and investment for less than the 26,000 people as the
Growth Plan requires but instead for 65,000 people. I remind you of the Growth Plan’s
requirement that infrastructure planning, land use planning, and infrastructure investment be
co-ordinated to implement the Growth Plan and am sincerely interested in your explanation
before January 14.

Thank you Councillor Paterson



Clearview Planning Coalition Inc

per

Art Mcllwain

President

clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P

Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105

77 King St W P0 58, Toronto ON, M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Richard Spraoas
To: dearplan@bdlnet,ca
cc: Bob Campbell: Bob Maybeny:
Subject: PiN: Nottawa Wastewater Treabnent System Municipal C3ass Environmental Assessment - Request for Agreement in Ptinaple
Date: January 13, 2009 11:33:54 AM
Attachments: Wastewater EA Notlawa Mreement in Principle Jan 09.pdf

As requested,

From: Bob Campbell
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2009 9:19 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: PW: Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Request for Agreement
in Principle

Robert Compbell, Clerk
CleaMew Township
(705) 428-6230 ext. 224

bcamobell@cleaMewtwo.on.ca

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2009 11:53 AM
To: Bob Campbell
Subject: Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Request for Agreement in
Principle

January 12, 2009

Clearview Township
Delivered by fax to 705 428 0288 and e-mail

Bob Campbell, Clerk

The municipality posted a notice on December 17, 2008 regarding the Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System Municipal
Class Environmental Assessment. It states “The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of
Collingwood for this proposed solution.” Please provide a copy of the agreement in principle, and a copy of the resolution
of Council authorizing it.

Thankyou

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art McI Iwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower Suite 4105
77 King Street West, P0 58, Toronto ON M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworksCb. and is
believed to be clean.



From: Richard Spracios
To: cIeaan@belInet.ca
cc: Bob Campbell; Bob May berry:
Subject FW: Stayner Wastewater Treabient System Muniapal Class Environmental Assessment - Request for Agreement in Pinaple
Date: January 13, 2009 11:38:43 AM
Attachments: Wastewater EA Stayner Aareement in Piinciple Jan 09.pdf

As requested

From: Bob Campbell
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2009 9:18 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: PSV: Stayner Wastewater Treatment System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Request for Agreement
in Principle

Robert Campbell, Clerk
Clearview Township
(705) 428-6230 ext. 224

bcamDbell@clearvlewtwD.on.ca

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Aft Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent Monday, January 12, 2009 11:53 AM
To: Bob Campbell
Subject: Stayner Wastewater Treatment System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Request for Agreement in
Principle

January 12, 2009

Clearview Township
Delivered by fax to 705 428 0288 and e-mail

Bob Campbell, Clerk

The municipality posted a notice on December 17, 2008 regarding the Stayner Wastewater Treatment System Municipal
Class Environmental Assessment. It states “The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of
Wasaga Beach for this proposed solution.” Please provide a copy of the agreement in principle, and a copy of the
resolution of Council authorizing it.

Thank you

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca £ 416 777 1329 F 416 777 1325 P
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower Suite 4105
77 King Street West, P058, Toronto ON M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1). and is
believed to be clean.



From: Richard Sprapcis
To: clearplan@bellnet.ca;
cc: Bob Mayberrv;
Subject: WASTEWATER MUNICIPAL CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
Date: January 13, 2009 12:30:05 PM

Please consider this as a Response to your January 7, 2009 Correspondence
to Clearview Mayor and Council, in which you wrote:

“This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why
Clearview Township is not planning for the number of people and jobs the
Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and all must
abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than
26,000. 65,000 is the number Council is planning for and intends to design and
build water and wastewater infrastructure to accommodate at a cost of more than
$150 million.”

The response is:

The goal of the Municipal Class EA Study was to provide servicing strategy
supporting each settlement area (Nottawa, Stayner) being built out. The
population at built out was based on the ultimate population and was determined
using the Official Plan and the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe
(GGH) which was developed under the Places to Grow Act 2005.

For Nottawa, the ultimate population (Section 4.2, page 17) is 8650 using the GGH
growth scenario.

For Stayner, the ultimate population (Section 4.3.4, page 20) is 28,200 using
the GGH (without intensification) growth scenario.

The strategy did not attempt to identify a projected growth rate, but an end
population. With this end population, the infrastructure required was
identified and can be phased in as demand materializes. This will eliminate
mothballing any infrastructure as growth continues.

This strategy was discussed with the Public at the PlC and Council was
made aware of this strategy when we provided updates on the Wastewater
Municipal Class EA’ s to them.



The long term requirements and phasing will occur in accordance with the
policies and regulations of the Provincial Policy Statement, the Growth Plan
for the Greater Golden Horseshoe, the County of Simcoe Official Plan and
the Township’s Official Plan.

This study is associated with longer term planning. Clearview will proceed in a
fiscally responsible manner in response to anticipated growth or servicing needs.
The Municipality is not in a position to fund all of these projects at once and the
ability to finance each phase will impact the timing of the construction of each
phase. (Reference —Executive Summary)

The project requirements and phasing will continue to reflect the Municipal,
Provincial and County policy frameworks on an ongoing basis. It is anticipated that
the projects will be reviewed and re-prioritized at five year intervals to match the
five year review period of Municipal, County and Provincial planning. Phasing of
the works will be considered in the context of any updates to growth plans as
incorporated in these policy documents. (Reference Executive Summary).

Should you have any questions, please advise.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

Bob Mayberry— please place in the Notice of Completion File



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “Richard Spragcis”;
Subject: RE: WASTEWATER MUNICIPAL CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
Date: January 14, 2009 1:13:00 PM

Hi Richard, and Happy New Year to you and your colleagues. This confirms receipt
of your e-mail below. I have flagged it for reply on Thursday January 15t1,, the day
after the January 14th deadline the request for explanation delivered to each
member of Clearview Council.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto :rspraggs©clearviewtwp.on .ca]
Sent: January 13, 2009 12:30 PM
To: clearplan@bellnet.ca
Cc: Bob Mayberry
Subject: WASTEWATER MUNICIPAL CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Please consider this as a Response to your January 7, 2009 Correspondence
to Clearview Mayor and Council, in which you wrote:

“This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why
Clearview Township is not planning for the number of people and jobs the
Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and all must
abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than
26,000. 65,000 is the number Council is planning for and intends to design and
build water and wastewater infrastructure to accommodate at a cost of more than
$150 million.”

The response is:

The goal of the Municipal Class EA Study was to provide servicing strategy
supporting each settlement area (Nottawa, Stayner) being built out. The
population at built out was based on the ultimate population and was determined
using the Official Plan and the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe
(GGH) which was developed under the Places to Grow Act 2005.

For Nottawa, the ultimate population (Section 4.2, page 17) is 8650 using the GGH
growth scenario.

For Stayner, the ultimate population (Section 4.3.4, page 20) is 28,200 using
the GGH (without intensification) growth scenario.



The strategy did not attempt to identify a projected growth rate, but an end
population. With this end population, the infrastructure required was
identified and can be phased in as demand materializes. This will eliminate
mothballing any infrastructure as growth continues.

This strategy was discussed with the Public at the PlC and Council was
made aware of this strategy when we provided updates on the Wastewater
Municipal Class EA’s to them.

The long term requirements and phasing will occur in accordance with the
policies and regulations of the Provincial Policy Statement, the Growth Plan
for the Greater Golden Horseshoe, the County of Simcoe Official Plan and
the Township’s Official Plan.

This study is associated with longer term planning. Clearview will proceed in a
fiscally responsible manner in response to anticipated growth or servicing needs.
The Municipality is not in a position to fund all of these projects at once and the
ability to finance each phase will impact the timing of the construction of each
phase. (Reference —Executive Summary)

The project requirements and phasing will continue to reflect the Municipal,
Provincial and County policy frameworks on an ongoing basis. It is anticipated that
the projects will be reviewed and re-prioritized at five year intervals to match the
five year review period of Municipal, County and Provincial planning. Phasing of
the works will be considered in the context of any updates to growth plans as
incorporated in these policy documents. (Reference Executive Summary).

Should you have any questions, please advise.

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

Bob Mayberrv — please place in the Notice of Completion File



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain. President
To: “ibcrispois@roaers.com11:
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Serious Environmental Concerns - Please Explain Why
Date: January 19, 2009 8:58:00 AM

January 19, 2009

Clearview Township
Mayor arid Members of Council
Delivered to every Member of Council
By fax to 705-428-0288 and e-mail

John Crispo

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000
people. Instead, it advertises it intends to design and build infrastructure for 65,000. You did not explain
why when invited to do that in writing. That makes it impossible to resolve through discussion the serious
environmental concerns attendant on planning otherwise than as the Growth Plan requires.
Understanding the consequences requires a full expert examination of the effect on the social, economic,
and physical environment of Clearview.

Councillor Crispo, please explain before 5:00 PM on January 22 why it is otherwise than in the best interest
of Clearview’s electors that the Minister issue a Part II order requiring an individual Environmental
Assessment to do that.

per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplanbellnet.ca E416 777 1325 P416 777 1329 F
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58 Toronto ON M5 K 1 E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “bcampbell@dearviewtownshio.ca”:
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Serious Environmental Concerns - Please Explain Why
Date: January 19, 2009 8:58:00 AM

January 19, 2009

Clearview Township
Mayor and Members of Council
Delivered to every Member of Council
By fax to 705-428-0288 and e-mail

Bob Campbell

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000
people. Instead, it advertises it intends to design and build infrastructure for 65,000. You did not explain
why when invited to do that in writing. That makes it impossible to resolve through discussion the serious
environmental concerns attendant on planning otherwise than as the Growth Plan requires.
Understanding the consequences requires a full expert examination of the effect on the social, economic,
and physical environment of Clearview.

Clerk Campbell, please explain before 5:00 PM on January 22 why it is otherwise than in the best interest
of Clearview’s electors that the Minister issue a Part II order requiring an individual Environmental
Assessment to do that.

per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplancbellnet.ca E416 777 1325 P416 777 1329 F
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P058 Toronto ON M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Plannini Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain. President
To: “rmcpillvrav(Thclearviewtwp.on.ca”:
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Serious Environmental Concerns - Please Explain Why
Date: January 19, 2009 8:58:00 AM

January19, 2009

Clearview Township
Mayor and Members of Council
Delivered to every Member of Council
By fax to 705-428-0288 and e-mail

Roger McGillvray

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000
people. Instead, it advertises it intends to design and build infrastructure for 65,000. You did not explain
why when invited to do that in writing. That makes it impossible to resolve through discussion the serious
environmental concerns attendant on planning otherwise than as the Growth Plan requires.
Understanding the consequences requires a full expert examination of the effect on the social, economic,
and physical environment of Clearview.

Councillor McGillvray, please explain before 5:00 PM on January 22 why it is otherwise than in the best
interest of Clearview’s electors that the Minister issue a Part II order requiring an individual Environmental
Assessment to do that.

i.aearview raanmng oaiauon inc

per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearelan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P058 Toronto ON M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, Prident
To: “obrown@clearvievtwp.on.ca’:
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Serious Environmental Concerns - Please Explain Why
Date: January 19, 2009 8:58:00 AM

January 19, 2009

Clearview Township
Mayor and Members of Council
Delivered to every Member of Council
By fax to 705-428-0288 and e-mail

Orville Brown

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000
people. Instead, it advertises it intends to design and build infrastructure for 65,000. You did not explain
why when invited to do that in writing. That makes it impossible to resolve through discussion the serious
environmental concerns attendant on planning otherwise than as the Growth Plan requires.
Understanding the consequences requires a full expert examination of the effect on the social, economic,
and physical environment of Clearview.

Councillor Brown, please explain before 5:00 PM on January 22 why it is otherwise than in the best
interest of Clearview’s electors that the Minister issue a Part II order requiring an individual Environmental
Assessment to do that.

per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplanalbellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58 Toronto ON M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain. President
To: “asavapeclearvijtwo.on.ca’:
Subjecb Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Serious Environmental Concerns - Please Explain Why
Date: January 19, 2009 8:58:00 AM

January 19, 2009

Clearview Township
Mayor and Members of Council
Delivered to every Member of Council
By fax to 705-428-0288 and e-mail

Alicia Savage

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000
people. Instead, it advertises it intends to design and build infrastructure for 65,000. You did not explain
why when invited to do that in writing. That makes it impossible to resolve through discussion the serious
environmental concerns attendant on planning otherwise than as the Growth Plan requires.
Understanding the consequences requires a full expert examination of the effect on the social, economic,
and physical environment of Clearview.

Deputy Mayor Savage, please explain before 5:00 PM on January 22 why it is otherwise than in the best
interest of Clearview’s electors that the Minister issue a Part II order requiring an individual Environmental
Assessment to do that.

per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearQlancbellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 p 416 777 1329 F
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P0 58 Toronto ON M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Aft Mcllwain, President
To: Hsdavidson@clearviewtwn.on.cau:

Subjecb Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Serious Environmental Concerns - Please Explain Why
Date: 3anuary 19, 2009 8:58:00 AM

January 19, 2009

Clearview Township
Mayor and Members of Council
Delivered to every Member of Council
By fax to 705-428-0288 and e-mail

Shawn Davidson

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000
people. Instead, it advertises it intends to design and build infrastructure for 65,000. You did not explain
why when invited to do that in writing. That makes it impossible to resolve through discussion the serious
environmental concerns attendant on planning otherwise than as the Growth Plan requires.
Understanding the consequences requires a full expert examination of the effect on the social, economic,
and physical environment of Clearview.

Councillor Davidson, please explain before 5:00 PM on January 22 why it is otherwise than in the best
interest of Clearview’s electors that the Minister issue a Part II order requiring an individual Environmental
Assessment to do that.

per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P058 Toronto ON M5 K 1 El

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “dmeasuresclearviItwD.on.ca”;
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Serious Environmental Concerns - Please Explain Why
Date: January 19, 2009 8:58:00 AM

January 19, 2009

Clearview Township
Mayor and Members of Council
Delivered to every Member of Council
By fax to 705-428-0288 and e-mail

Doug Measures

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000
people. Instead, it advertises it intends to design and build infrastructure for 65,000. You did not explain
why when invited to do that in writing. That makes it impossible to resolve through discussion the serious
environmental concerns attendant on planning otherwise than as the Growth Plan requires.
Understanding the consequences requires a full expert examination of the effect on the social, economic,
and physical environment of Clearview.

Councillor Measures, please explain before 5:00 PM on January 22 why it is otherwise than in the best
interest of Clearview’s electors that the Minister issue a Part II order requiring an individual Environmental
Assessment to do that.

per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P058 Toronto ON M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcliwain. President
To: “Sinbad vashhotmail.com”;
Subject: Municipal Cbss Environmental Assessment - Serious Environmental Concerns - Please Explain Why
Date: January 19, 2009 8:58:00 AM

January19, 2009

Clearview Township
Mayor and Members of Council
Delivered to every Member of Council
By fax to 705-428-0288 and e-mail

Robert Walker

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000
people. Instead, it advertises it intends to design and build infrastructure for 65,000. You did not explain
why when invited to do that in writing. That makes it impossible to resolve through discussion the serious
environmental concerns attendant on planning otherwise than as the Growth Plan requires.
Understanding the consequences requires a full expert examination of the effect on the social, economic,
and physical environment of Clearview.

Councillor Walker, please explain before 5:00 PM on January 22 why it is otherwise than in the best
interest of Clearview’s electors that the Minister issue a Part II order requiring an individual Environmental
Assessment to do that.

per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P058 Toronto ON M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain. President
To: ‘thomDatersontropers.com”:
Subjecb Municipal Cla Environmental Aessment - Serious Environmental Concerns - Please Explain Why
Date: January 19, 2009 8:58:00 AM

January 19, 2009

Clearview Township
Mayor and Members of Council
Delivered to every Member of Council
By fax to 705-428-0288 and e-mail

Thom Paterson

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000
people. Instead, it advertises it intends to design and build infrastructure for 65,000. You did not explain
why when invited to do that in writing. That makes it impossible to resolve through discussion the serious
environmental concerns attendant on planning otherwise than as the Growth Plan requires.
Understanding the consequences requires a full expert examination of the effect on the social, economic,
and physical environment of Clearview.

Councillor Paterson, please explain before 5:00 PM on January 22 why it is otherwise than in the best
interest of Clearview’s electors that the Minister issue a Part II order requiring an individual Environmental
Assessment to do that.

per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplanbellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P058 Toronto ON M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clean/jew Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain. President
To: “kferouson@clearvitw.on.ca”:
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Senous Environmental Concerns - Please Explain Why
Date: January 19, 2009 8:58:00 AM

January 19, 2009

Clearview Township
Mayor and Members of Council
Delivered to every Member of Council
By fax to 705-428-0288 and e-mail

Ken Ferguson

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000
people. Instead, it advertises it intends to design and build infrastructure for 65,000. You did not explain
why when invited to do that in writing. That makes it impossible to resolve through discussion the serious
environmental concerns attendant on planning otherwise than as the Growth Plan requires.
Understanding the consequences requires a full expert examination of the effect on the social, economic,
and physical environment of Clearview.

Mayor Ferguson, please explain before 5:00 PM on January22 why it is otherwise than in the best interest
of Clearview’s electors that the Minister issue a Part II order requiring an individual Environmental
Assessment to do that.

per
Art Mcllwain
President
cIearplantbellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 415 777 1329 F
Toronto Dominion Centre, Royal Trust Tower, Suite 4105
77 King Street W P058 Toronto ON M5K 1E7

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Councillor Douc Measures
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain. President;
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Serious Environmental Concerns - Please Explain Why
Date: January 19, 2009 5:32:59 PM

Art

If you want to talk to me, then leave me a LOCAL phone number for me to call you.

You didn’t attend our Council meeting on January 12. If you had, you would have heard an
explanation from the Director of Public Works on the matter of “infrastructure for a population
of 65,000 people.” Your friend and municipal Councillor John Crispo posed this line of
questions to the Director and received a valid response.

I suggest that you inquire with Councillor Crispo as he indicated following the comments from
the Director that he, “now understands that we have to build for a future potential, and not
just the allocation from the Province” (in reference to the recent population allocation of near
26,000).

regards,

Doug Measures
“. . for the greater good..”

Councillor - Ward 1
Clearview Township
705 428 6230
h. 705 445 1937
dmeasuresolearviewtownship.ca
www.clearviewtownship.ca



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain. President
To: “Councillor Doua Measures”;
Subject Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Serious Environmental Concerns- Please Explain Why
Date: January 19, 2009 5:45:00 PM

Confirming receipt and thank you. I immediately took your suggestion and called Councillor Crispo. I
read your quote to him. He denies ever saying he understands that we have to build for a future
potential, and not just the allocation from the province in reference to the recent population
allocation of near 26,000. I suggest you take that up with him.

Call me anytime if you want to talk. I will call you right back so the call will be on my nickel, or call
collect.

From: Councillor Doug Measures [mailto:dmeasures©clearviewtwp.on ca]
Sent: January 19, 2009 5:33 PM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Serious Environmental Concerns - Please
Explain Why

Art

Ifyou want to talk to me, then leave me a LOCAL phone number for me to call you.

You didn’t attend our Council meeting on January 12. If you had, you would have heard an
explanation from the Director of Public Works on the matter of”infraslructure for a
population of 65,000 people.” Your friend and municipal Councillor John Crispo posed this
line of questions to the Director and received a valid response.

I suggest that you inquire with Councillor Crispo as he indicated following the comments
from the Director that he, “now understands that we have to build for a future potential, and
not just the allocation from the Province” (in reference to the recent population allocation of
near 26,000).

regards,

Doug Measures
for the greater good..”

Councillor - Ward 1
Clearview Township
705 428 6230
h. 705 445 1937
dmeasuresclearviewtownship.ca
www.clearviewtownship.ca



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, Prident
To: Eugenia Chalambalacis (eugenia.chalambalacis@ontario.ca);
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Asssment - Township of Clearviw - Nottawa and Stayner Wastvater
Date: January 22, 2009 11:13:00 AM

January 22, 2009

Ministry of the Environment
Delivered by e-mail

Eugenia Chalambalacis

This confirms our discussion yesterday that it is acceptable to the Ministry that Part II Order requests be
delivered as .pdf attachments to e-mail. Your comments were helpful. Thank you

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca

Please considerthe environment before printingthis email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mdlwain. President
To: Richard Sracics (rsp agas dearvieNtwp.on.ca’): Clerk Camabell (bcamDbeIkdearviewtcvnshiD.ca’l;
Subject Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Notlawa and Stayner - Request to Extend and Request ta Elevate
Date: January 22, 2009 11:40:00 AM

January 22, 2009

Clearview Township
Delivered by fax 705 428 0288 and e-mail

Robert Campbell, Clerk and Richard Spraggs, Director of Public Works

This is about your Municipal Class Environmental Assessment — Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System and
your Municipal Class Environmental Assessment— Stayner Wastewater Treatment System. These are clearly
Schedule C activities and you advertised you were proceeding as a Schedule C project at the outset. Please
confirm before 9:00 AM tomorrow morning that you will voluntarily elevate each project to a Schedule C
project. You mailed your Notices of Completion later than December 17th• Important concerns arose during the
period since then. Please confirm before 9:00 AM tomorrow morning that you will extend the time for
negotiation of these concerns beyond January 31. Failure on your part to provide such confirmation will
confirm your refusal to do so.

Clearview Planning Coalltion Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@beIlnet.ca E416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Richard Sprxos
To: Clearview Plannina Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President;
cc: Don McNaltv: Bob Mavberrv:
Subject RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Notta and Stayner - Request to Extend and Request to Elevate
Date: January 22, 2009 5:266 PM

Schedule C or Schedule B ??‘?

The projectwas undertaken in accordance with Phases 1 & 2 of the Municipal Class EA Process. Please refer to
Figure 1.2 Municipal Class EA Process (Flow Chart). The findings of the project determined by RJ Burnside and
Associates in consultation with Township Staff determined that this indeed was Schedule B project and that the
Notice of Completion was then finalized.

In the Notice of Commencement Advertisement, (a copy of which is in Appendix E); it does not state “Schedule
C’ but it states that “the Project is being planned with Phases I and 2 of the Municipal Class Environmental
Assessment Process.” Your statement: “and you advertised you were proceeding as a Schedule C project at the
outset” is therefore incorrect.

In reviewing the Project File Report and also the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment Document for
municipal projects, there is no requirement / need for the Municipality to expend further tax payers dollars to
voluntary elevate each project to a Schedule C.

Important Concerns arose since then (December 17, 2008)

You have forwarded two e-mails and the important concerns that you have since December 17 are:

January 19, 2009

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people.
Instead it advertises its intention to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people. None of the
Mayor or other Members of Council have explained why. Neither does your January 13, 2009 e-mail. Even so, it
alludes to phasing. Please advise if Council is willing to commit to phase the design and construction of
infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people in a resolution that it passes before 5:00 PM on January
22.

January 14, 2009

“This is a request for you as an indMdual member of Council to explain why Clearview Township is not planning
for the number of people and jobs the Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and
all must abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than 26,000. 65,000 is the
number Council is planning for and intends to design and build water and wastewater infrastructure to
accommodate at a cost of more than $150 million.”

With regards to your two e-mails; I believe your statement:

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people
Instead it advertises advertises its intention to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people.

summarizes your Important concerns.

Council has not yet received a report on growth and so has not made a decision. The growth plan, rooted in



legislation, does provide a number. However, the associated transition regulation, also allows these numbers
to be exceeded by applications which precede the growth plan, of which Clearview has a substantial number.
As indicated in my previous c-mails, my previous response(s) is self explanatory and addresses your concerns.

I believe your concerns have been answered; therefore there is nothing to “negotiate” and no need to extend
the January 31, 2009 deadline.

Please advise if there are any other “important concerns” that you that you have not presented yet.

Thank you

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.

Director of Public Works

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcflwain, President Fmaifto:clearplan©bellnet.cal
Sent: Thursday, January 22, 2009 11:40 AM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend and Request
to Elevate

January 22, 2009

Clearview Township

Delivered by fax 705 428 0288 and e-mail

Robert Campbell, Clerk and Richard Spraggs, Director of Public Works

This is about your Municipal Class Environmental Assessment — Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System and your
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment — Stayner Wastewater Treatment System. These are clearly Schedule
C activities and you advertised you were proceeding as a Schedule C project at the outset. Please confirm before
9:00 AM tomorrow morning that you will voluntarily elevate each project to a Schedule C project. You mailed

your Notices of Completion later than December 17th Important concerns arose during the period since then.
Please confirm before 9:00 AM tomorrow morning that you will extend the time for negotiation of these

concerns beyond January 31. Failure on your part to provide such confirmation will confirm your refusal to do
so.



Clearview Planning Coalition Inc

per

Art Mcllwain

President

clearplan@bellnet.ca E416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1’). and is
believed to be clean.



From Clearv,ew P1annha Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwprn. President
Toi Rlchard Srapc”;
Subjecti Rf: Muniopal Class 8whnmental Assessments - Nottewa and Stayner - Request to tend - Request te Elevate - Request for Individual EA
Datei January 23, 2009 9:26:00 AM

Confirming receipt and thank you. You misstate the Growth Plan. The growth allocation is a hard cap. You misstate the
serious concerns raised during the review period. The net adverse effects of planning infrastructure otherwise than as
required by the Growth Plan are numerous and profound. You refuse to extend the time to attempt to negotiate a resolution
of the issues. You refuse to voluntarily elevate to Schedule C. Will you voluntarily undertake individual
environmental assessments? Please respond before 11:00 AM today.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto:rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Sent: January 22, 2009 5:27 PM
To: Clearvl Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIlwain, President
Cc: Don McNalty; Bob Mayberry
Subject: RE: Municlpd Class Environment Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend and Request to Elevate

Schedule C or Schedule B???

The project was undertaken in accordance with Phases I & 2 of the Municipal Class EA Process. Please refer to Figure
1.2 MunicIpal Class EA Process (Fl.v Chart). The findings of the project determined by RJ Bumside and Associates
in consultation with Township Staff determined that this indeed was Schedule B project and that the Notice of Completion
was then finalized.

In the Notice of Commencement Advertisement, (a copy of which is in Appendix E); it does not state “Schedule C” but it
states that the Project is being planned with Phases I and 2 of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment Process.”
Your statement: ‘and you advertised you were proceeding as a Schedule C project at the outset” is therefore incorrect.

In reviewing the Project File Report and also the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment Document for municipal
projects, there is no requirement I need for the Municipality to expend 1i,irther tax payers dollars to voluntary elevate each
project to a Schedule C.

Important Concerns arose since then (December 17, 2008)

You have forwarded two e-mails and the important concerns that you have since December 17 are:

January 19, 2009

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people.
Instead it advertises its intention to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people. None of
the Mayor or other Members of Council have explained why. Neither does your January 13, 2009 e-mail. Even so,
it alludes to phasing. Please advise if Council is willing to commit to phase the design and construction
of infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people in a resolution that it passes before 5:00 PM on
January 22.

January 14, 2009

“This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why Clearview Township Is not planning
for the number of people and jobs the Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and
all must abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than 26,000. 65,000 Is
the number Council is planning for and intends to design and build water and wastewater Infrastructure
to accommodate at a cost of more than $150 million.”’

With regards to your two c-mails; I believe your statement:

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people
Instead It advertises advertises its intention to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people.



summarizes your important concerns.

Council has not yet received a report on growth and so has not made a decision. The growth plan, rooted
in legislation, does provide a number. However, the associated transition regulation, also allows these numbers to
be exceeded by applications which precede the growth plan, of which Clearview has a substantial number.
As indicated in my previous c-mails, my previous response(s) is self explanatory and addresses your concerns

I believe your concerns have been answered; therefore there is nothing to “negotiate” and no need to extend
the January 31, 2009 deadline.

Please advise if there are any other “important concerns” that you that you have not presented yet.

Thank you

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.

Director of Public Works

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President fmailto:cIearDlanbellnet.ca1
Sent Thursday, January 22, 2009 11:40 AM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend and Request to Elevate

January 22, 2009

Clearview Township

Delivered by fax 705 428 0288 and e-mail

Robert Campbell, Clerk and Richard Spraggs, Director of Public Works

This is about your Municipal Class Environmental Assessment— Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System and
your Municipal Class Environmental Assessment — Stayner Wastewater Treatment System. These are clearly
Schedule C activities and you advertised you were proceeding as a Schedule C project at the outset. Please
confirm before 9:00 AM tomorrow morning that you will voluntarily elevate each project to a Schedule C
project. You mailed your Notices of Completion later than December 17th• Important concerns arose during
the period since then. Please confirm before 9:00 AM tomorrow morning that you will extend the time
for negotiation of these concerns beyond January 31g. Failure on your part to provide such confirmation will
confirm your refusal to do so.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc

per

Art McI Iwain



President

clearplan@belInet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F

Please censiderthe environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(1). and is
believed to be clean.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “ibcrispois@ropers.com”;
Subject Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Stayner & Nottawa - Request for Explanation
Date: )anuary 23, 2009 9:47 :00 AM

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each member of Council by fax to 705 428 0880 and by e-mail

John Crispo

Council is planning to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people even
though the Growth Plan requires it to plan infrastructure to accommodate 26,000. You have
made no explanation of why, John. Neither have you made any explanation of why it is
otherwise than in the best interest of the electors of Clearview Township for the Minister of
the Environment to order an individual class environmental assessment. Staff have refused
to extend the time to request one to attempt to negotiate a resolution of the issues or to
voluntarily elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental assessment.

If you have an explanation of why it is in the best interest of the electors to design and build
infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people, please make it now Councillor Crispo.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “bcampbell@clearviewtownship.ca”;
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Stayner & Nottawa - Request for Explanation
Date: January 23, 2009 9:47:00 AM

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each member of Council by fax to 705 428 0880 and by e-mail

Bob Campbell

Council is planning to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people even
though the Growth Plan requires it to plan infrastructure to accommodate 26,000. You have
made no explanation of why, Bob. Neither have you made any explanation of why it is
otherwise than in the best interest of the electors of Clearview Township for the Minister of
the Environment to order an individual class environmental assessment. Staff have refused
to extend the time to request one to attempt to negotiate a resolution of the issues or to
voluntarily elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental assessment.

If you have an explanation of why it is in the best interest of the electors to design and build
infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people, please make it now Clerk Campbell.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Pbnninp Coalition Inc - Art McIlwain, President
To: “rmcoillvrav@clearviewtwp.on.ca’;
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Stayner & Nottawa - Request for Explanation
Date: January 23, 2009 9:47:00 AM

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each member of Council by fax to 705 428 0880 and by e-mail

Roger McGillvray

Council is planning to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people even
though the Growth Plan requires it to plan infrastructure to accommodate 26,000. You have
made no explanation of why, Roger. Neither have you made any explanation of why it is
otherwise than in the best interest of the electors of Clearview Township for the Minister of
the Environment to order an individual class environmental assessment. Staff have refused
to extend the time to request one to attempt to negotiate a resolution of the issues or to
voluntarily elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental assessment.

If you have an explanation of why it is in the best interest of the electors to design and build
infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people, please make it now Councillor McGillvray.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIlwain. President
To: “obrown@clearviewtwp.on.ca”;
Subjecb Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Stayner & Nottawa - Request for Explanation
Date: January 23, 2009 9:47:00 AM

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each member of Council by fax to 705 428 0880 and by e-mail

Orville Brown

Council is planning to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people even
though the Growth Plan requires it to plan infrastructure to accommodate 26,000. You have
made no explanation of why, Orville. Neither have you made any explanation of why it is
otherwise than in the best interest of the electors of Clearview Township for the Minister of
the Environment to order an individual class environmental assessment. Staff have refused
to extend the time to request one to attempt to negotiate a resolution of the issues or to
voluntarily elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental assessment.

If you have an explanation of why it is in the best interest of the electors to design and build
infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people, please make it now Councillor Brown.

Clearview Planning Coalition nc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain. President
To: “asavage@clearviewtwp.on.ca”;
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Stayner & Nottawa - Request for Explanation
Date: January 23, 2009 9:47:00 AM

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each member of Council by fax to 705 428 0880 and by e-mail

Alicia Savage

Council is planning to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people even
though the Growth Plan requires it to plan infrastructure to accommodate 26,000. You have
made no explanation of why, Alicia. Neither have you made any explanation of why it is
otherwise than in the best interest of the electors of Clearview Township for the Minister of
the Environment to order an individual class environmental assessment. Staff have refused
to extend the time to request one to attempt to negotiate a resolution of the issues or to
voluntarily elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental assessment.

If you have an explanation of why it is in the best interest of the electors to design and build
infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people, please make it now Deputy Mayor Savage.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIIwain. President
To: “sdavidson@clearviewlwp.on.ca”;
Suhjecb Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Stayner & Nottawa - Request for Explanation
Date: January 23, 2009 9:47:00 AM

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each member of Council by fax to 705 428 0880 and by e-mail

Shawn Davidson

Council is planning to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people even
though the Growth Plan requires it to plan infrastructure to accommodate 26,000. You have
made no explanation of why, Shawn. Neither have you made any explanation of why it is
otherwise than in the best interest of the electors of Clearview Township for the Minister of
the Environment to order an individual class environmental assessment. Staff have refused
to extend the time to request one to attempt to negotiate a resolution of the issues or to
voluntarily elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental assessment.

If you have an explanation of why it is in the best interest of the electors to design and build
infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people, please make it now Councillor Davidson.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planninci Coalition Inc - Art McIlwain, President
To: “dmeasures@clearviewtwp.on.ca”;
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Stayner & Nottawa - Request for Explanation
Date: Janualy 23, 2009 9:47:00 AM

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each member of Council by fax to 705 428 0880 and by e-mail

Doug Measures

Council is planning to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people even
though the Growth Plan requires it to plan infrastructure to accommodate 26,000. You have
made no explanation of why, Doug. Neither have you made any explanation of why it is
otherwise than in the best interest of the electors of Clearview Township for the Minister of
the Environment to order an individual class environmental assessment. Staff have refused
to extend the time to request one to attempt to negotiate a resolution of the issues or to
voluntarily elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental assessment.

If you have an explanation of why it is in the best interest of the electors to design and build
infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people, please make it now Councillor Measures.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “Sinbad swash@hobnail.com”;
Subj ct Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Stayner & Nottawa - Request for Explanation
Date: January 23, 2009 9:47:00 AM

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each member of Council by fax to 705 428 0880 and by e-mail

Robert Walker

Council is planning to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people even
though the Growth Plan requires it to plan infrastructure to accommodate 26,000. You have
made no explanation of why, Robert. Neither have you made any explanation of why it is
otherwise than in the best interest of the electors of Clearview Township for the Minister of
the Environment to order an individual class environmental assessment. Staff have refused
to extend the time to request one to attempt to negotiate a resolution of the issues or to
voluntarily elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental assessment.

If you have an explanation of why it is in the best interest of the electors to design and build
infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people, please make it now Councillor Walker.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “thompaterson@rogers.com”;
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Stayner & Nottawa - Request for Explanation
Date: January 23, 2009 9:47:00 AM

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each member of Council by fax to 705 428 0880 and by e-mail

Thom Paterson

Council is planning to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people even
though the Growth Plan requires it to plan infrastructure to accommodate 26,000. You have
made no explanation of why, Thom. Neither have you made any explanation of why it is
otherwise than in the best interest of the electors of Clearview Township for the Minister of
the Environment to order an individual class environmental assessment. Staff have refused
to extend the time to request one to attempt to negotiate a resolution of the issues or to
voluntarily elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental assessment.

If you have an explanation of why it is in the best interest of the electors to design and build
infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people, please make it now Councillor Paterson.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “kferguson@clearviewtwp.on.ca”;
Subject Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Stayner & Nottawa - Request for Explanation
Date: Janualy 23, 2009 9:47:00 AM

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each member of Council by fax to 705 428 0880 and by e-mail

Ken Ferguson

Council is planning to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people even
though the Growth Plan requires it to plan infrastructure to accommodate 26,000. You have
made no explanation of why, Ken. Neither have you made any explanation of why it is
otherwise than in the best interest of the electors of Clearview Township for the Minister of
the Environment to order an individual class environmental assessment. Staff have refused
to extend the time to request one to attempt to negotiate a resolution of the issues or to
voluntarily elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental assessment.

If you have an explanation of why it is in the best interest of the electors to design and build
infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people, please make it now Mayor Ferguson.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
cIearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F

Please consider the environment before printing this email.



Fromi Richard Spreocs
To Clearview Plannina Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, Pesident
cc: Bob Mayberry;
Subject: RE: Muniopal Class &ivsvnmental Assessmente - Nottewa and Stayner - Request to Extend - Request to Elevate - Request for Individual EA
Date: January 23,2009 10:1609 AM

Mr Mcllwain

Thank you for your e-mail; please note that I just arrived at the Office 10 minutes ago; my attendance is required at Creemore
for Mill Street and the Ice Competition immediately; will not be able to respond to your e-mail by 11:00 AM today; possibly I
will have time this afternoon or I am planning to be in at work Saturday morning.

Thank you

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Clearvi Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President mailto:clearpIen@bdlnet.ca]
Sent: Fnday, January 23, 2009 9:27 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Municip Class Environmental Assessments - Nottaia and Stayner - Request to Extend - Request to Elate
- Request for IndMdual EA

Confirming receipt and thank you. You misstate the Growth Plan. The growth allocation is a hard cap. You misstate the
serious concerns raised during the review period. The net adverse effects of planning infrastructure otherwise than as
required by the Growth Plan are numerous and profound. You refuse to extend the time to attempt to negotiate a resolution
of the issues. You refuse to voluntarily elevate to Schedule C. Will you voluntarily undertake individual
environmental assessments? Please respond before 11:00 AM today.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto:rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 22, 2009 5:27 PM
To: Clearvlew Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Cc: Don McNalty; Bob Mayberry
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottewa and Stayner - Request to Extend and Request to Elevate

Schedule C or Schedule B 7??

The project was undertaken in accordance with Phases I & 2 of the Municipal Class EA Process. Please refer to Figure
1.2 Municipal Class EA Process (Flew Chart). The findings of the project determined by RJ Bumside and Associates
in consultation with Township Staff determined that this Indeed was Schedule B project and that the Notice of Completion
was then finalized.

In the Notice of Commencement Advertisement, (a copy of which is in Appendix E); it does not state “Schedule C” but it
states that “the Project is being planned with Phases I and 2 of the MunicIpal Class Environmental Assessment Process.”
Your statement: “and you advertised you were proceeding as a Schedule C project at the outset” is therefore incorrect.

In reviewing the Project File Report and also the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment Document for municipal
projects, there is no requirement I need for the Municipality to expend further tax payers dollars to voluntary elevate each
project to a Schedule C.

Important Concerns arose since then (December 17. 2008)

You have forwarded two e-mails and the important concerns that you have since December 17 are:

January 19, 2009

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people.
Instead it advertises its Intention to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people. None of
the Mayor or other Members of Council have explained why. Neither does your January 13, 2009 e-mail. Even so,
it alludes to phasing. Please advise if Council is willing to commit to phase the design and construction
of infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people in a resolution that it passes before 5:00 PM on



January 22.

January 14, 2009

“This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why Clearview Township is not planning
for the number of people and jobs the Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and
all must abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than 26,000. 65,000 is
the number Council Is planning for and intends to design and build water and wastewater infrastructure
to accommodate at a cost of more than $150 million.”

With regards to your two e-mails; I believe your statement

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people
Instead it advertises advertises its intention to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people.

summarizes your important concerns.

Council has not yet received a report on growth and so has not made a decision. The growth plan, rooted
in legislation, does provide a number. However, the associated transition regulation, also allows these numbers to
be exceeded by applications which precede the growth plan, of which Clearview has a substantial number.
As indicated in my previous c-mails, my previous response(s) is self explanatory and addresses youx concerns.

I believe your concerns have been answered; therefore there is nothing to “negotiate” and no need to extend
the January 31, 2009 deadline.

Please advise if there are any other “important concerns” that you that you have not presented yet.

Thank you

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.

Director of Public Works

From: Clearvtew Planning CoaIion Inc - Art McIlwain, President fmailto:cleaolan@bellnet.cal
Sent Thursd’, J-iuari’ 22, 2009 11:40 AM
To: RIchard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend and Request to Elevate

January 22, 2009

Clearview Township

Delivered by fax 705 428 0288 and e-mail

Robert Campbell, Clerk and Richard Spraggs, Director of Public Works



This is about your Municipal Class Environmental Assessment — Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System and
your Municipal Class Environmental Assessment — Stayner Wastewater Treatment System. These are clearly
Schedule C activities and you advertised you were proceeding as a Schedule C project at the outset. Please
confirm before 9:00 AM tomorrow morning that you will voluntarily elevate each project to a Schedule C
project. You mailed your Notices of Completion later than Decemberj7th Important concerns arose during
the period since then. Please confirm before 9:00 AM tomorrow morning that you will extend the time
for negotiation of these concerns beyond January 31g. Failure on your part to provide such confirmation will
confirm your refusal to do so.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc

per

Art McI Iwain

President

clearplan@bellriet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F

Please considerthe environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(li. and is
believed to be clean.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(121. and is
believed to be clean.



Fromi Clearview Plannina Colion Inc - Art Mcllwain. Prsdent
To: Richard SoraacW;
Subject: RE: Munldpal Class vbnmental Asaessmente - Nottewa and Stayner - Request to Extend - Request to Elevate - Request for Individual EA
Date: January 23, 2009 W:22:00 AM

Confirming receipt and thank you.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto:rspraggs@clearvlewtwp.on.ca)
Sent: January 23, 2009 10:17 AM
To: CIearvl Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Cc: Bob Mayberry
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottmia and Stayner - Request to Extend - Request to Elevate
- Request for IndMdual EA

Mr Mcllwain

Thank you for your e-mail; please note that I just arrived at the Office 10 mInutes ago; my attendance is required at Creemore
for Mill Street and the Ice Competition immediately; will not be able to respond to your e-mail by 11:00 AM today; possibly I
will have time this afternoon or I am planning to be in at work Saturday morning.

Thank you

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Clearvi Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIlwain, President [mailto:dearplai@bdlnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, January 23, 2009 9:27 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottwa and Stayner - Request to Extend - Request to Elevate
- Request for IndMdual EA

Confirming receipt and thank you. You misstate the Growth Plan. The growth allocation is a hard cap. You misstate the
serious concerns raised during the review period. The net adverse effects of planning infrastructure otherwise than as
required by the Growth Plan are numerous and profound. You refuse to extend the time to attempt to negotiate a resolution
of the issues. You refuse to voluntarily elevate to Schedule C. Will you voluntarily undertake individual
environmental assessments? Please respond before 11:00 AM today.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto:rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.caj
Sent: January 22, 2009 5:27 PM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Cc: Don McNalty; Bob Mayberry
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottewa and Stayner - Request to Extend and Request to Elevate

Schedule C or Schedule B ???

The project was undertaken in accordance with Phases I & 2 of the Municipal Class EA Process. Please refer to Figure
1.2 Municipal Class EA Process (Fl Chart). The findings of the project determined by RJ Bumside and Associates
in consultation with Township Staff determined that this indeed was Schedule B project and that the Notice of Completion
was then finalized.

In the Notice of Commencement Advertisement, (a copy of which is in Appendix E); it does not state “Schedule C” but it
states that “the Project is being planned with Phases I and 2 of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment Process.’
Your statement: “and you advertised you were proceeding as a Schedule C project at the outset” is therefore Incorrect.

In reviewing the Project File Report and also the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment Document for municipal
projects, there Is no requirement I need for the Municipality to expend further tax payers dollars to voluntary elevate each
project to a Schedule C.

irnoortant Concerns arose since then (December 17. 2008)

You have forwarded two e-mails and the important concerns that you have since December 17 are:



January 19, 2009

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people.
Instead it advertises its intention to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people. None of
the Mayor or other Members of Council have explained why. Neither does your January 13, 2009 e-mail. Even so,
it alludes to phasing. Please advise if Council is willing to commit to phase the design and construction
of infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people in a resolution that It passes before 5:00 PM on
January 22.

January 14, 2009

‘tThis is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why Clearview Township is not planning
for the number of people and jobs the Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and
all must abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than 26,000. 65,000 is
the number Council is planning for and intends to design and build water and wastewater infrastructure
to accommodate at a cost of more than $150 million.”

With regards to your two e-mails; I believe your statement

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people
Instead it advertises advertises its intention to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people.

summarizes your important concerns.

Council has not yet received a report on growth and so has not made a decision. The growth plan, rooted
in legislation, does provide a number. However, the associated transition regulation, also allows these numbers to
be exceeded by applications which precede the growth plan, of which Clearview has a substantial number.
As indicated in my previous e.mails, my previous response(s) is self explanatory and addresses your concerns.

I believe your concerns have been answered; therefore there is nothing to “negotiate” and no need to extend
the January 31 2009 deadline.

Please advise if there are any other “important concerns” that you that you have not presented yet.

Thankyou

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.

Director of Public Works

From: Clearvlew Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President 1maiIto:clearDIanbellnet.ca]
Sent: Thursd’, January 22, 2009 11:40 AM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend and Request to Elevate

January 22, 2009



Clearview Township

Delivered by fax 705 428 0288 and e-mail

Robert Campbell, Clerk and Richard Spraggs, Director of Public Works

This is about your Municipal Class Environmental Assessment — Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System and
your Municipal Class Environmental Assessment — Stayner Wastewater Treatment System. These are clearly
Schedule C activities and you advertised you were proceeding as a Schedule C project at the outset. Please
confirm before 9:00 AM tomorrow morning that you will voluntarily elevate each project to a Schedule C
project. You mailed your Notices of Completion later than December 17th Important concerns arose during
the period since then. Please confirm before 9:00 AM tomorrow morning that you will extend the time
for negotiation of these concerns beyond January 31. Failure on your part to provide such confirmation will
confirm your refusal to do so.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc

per

Art McI Iwain

President

clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F

( Please considertha environment before printing this email.

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks4’l). and is

believed to be clean

This message has been scanned for viruses and
dangerous content by VPNetworks(12). and is
believed to be clean.



From: Richard Soraaas
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mdlwain. P.sident;
cc: Bob Mayberry;
Subject: RE: Muniapal Class &ivironmentsl Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend - Request to Elevate - Request for IndtIdual EA
Date: January 23, 2009 5:13:12 PM

With regards to voluntarily elevating to a Schedule C or an indMdual EA; this is not necessary as undertaking the Phase 1
and Phase 2 of the EA Process was sufficient to determine the preferred solution(s).

I believe that your serious concern(s) are:

The net adverse effects of planning infrastructure othe,wise than as requ lied by the Growth Plan are numerous
and profound.

My comments are

1) the Growth Plan growth numbers are subject to regular review and possible revision.
2) The Growth Plan is subject to transitions regulations.
3) The Growth Plan represents a prediction or forecast for growth which is considerably shorter than a
reasonable infrastructure planning period.
4) The required infrastructure can be properly phased to accommodate actual growth in the context of a properly
engineered long term infrastructure plan.
5) Council will authorise budgets yearly as they determine necessary to meet the needs for infrastructure for both
existing and future populations.

This major infrastructure that we are now planning for will last for the next 60 to 80 years which is well beyond the
current planning window of growth for 2031; as previously mentioned in this e-mail and previous e-mails this infrastructure
will be designed and constructed in phases with Council’s authorization.

If I have misstated your concern(s) above, can you please advise.

Richard J. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Clearvievi Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bdlnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, January 23, 2009 10:22 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Municip Class Envtronment Assessments - NottaAia and Stayner - Request to Extend - Request to Elevate
- Request for IndMdual EA

Confirming receipt and thank you.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto:rspraggs@clearvlewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 23,2009 10:17 AM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, PresIdent
Cc: Bob Maybery
Subject RE: Municip Class Envlronment Assessments - Nottewa and Stayner - Request to Extend - Request to Elevate
- Request for TndMdual EA

Mr Mcllwain

Thank you for your e-mail; please note that I just arrived at the OffIce 10 minutes ago; my attendance is required at Creemore
for Mill Street and the Ice Competition immediately; will not be able to respond to your e-mail by 11:00 AM today; possibly I
will have time this afternoon or I am planning to be in at work Saturday morning.

Thank you

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Clearvlev, Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIlwain, President [mailto:clearplan@bdlnet.ca)



Sent: Friday, January 23, 2009 9:27 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject RE: Munkipal class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend - Request to Elevate
- Request for IndMdual EA

Confirming receipt and thank you. You misstate the Growth Plan. The growth allocation isa hard cap. You misstate the
serious concerns raised during the review period. The net adverse effects of planning infrastructure otherwise than as
required by the Growth Plan are numerous and profound. You refuse to extend the time to attempt to negotiate a resolution
of the issues. You refuse to voluntarily elevate to Schedule C. Will you voluntarily undertake individual
environmental assessments? Please respond before 11:00 AM today.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto:rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Sent: January 22, 2009 5:27 PM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Cc: Don McNalty; Bob Mayberry
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottewa and Stayner - Request to Extend and Request to Elevate

Schedule C or Schedule B???

The project was undertaken in accordance with Phases I & 2 of the Municipal Class EA Process. Please refer to Figure
1.2 Municipal Class EA Process (Fl Chart). The findings of the prqect determined by RJ Bumside and Associates
In consultation with Township Staff determined that this indeed was Schedule B protect and that the Notice of Completion
was then finalized.

In the Notice of Commencement Advertisement, (a copy of which is in Appendix E); it does not state “Schedule C but it
states that the Project is being planned with Phases I and 2 of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment Process.”
Your statement: “and you advertised you were proceeding as a Schedule C project at the outset” is therefore incorrect.

In reviewing the Project File Report and also the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment Document for municipal
projects, there is no requirement I need for the Municipality to expend further tax payers dollars to voluntary elevate each
project to a Schedule C.

lmortant Concerns arose since then (December 17. 2008)

You have forwarded two e-mails and the important concerns that you have since December 17 are:

January 19, 2009

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people.
Instead it advertises its intention to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people. None of
the Mayor or other Members of Council have explained why. Neither does your January 13, 2009 e-mail. Even so,
it alludes to phasing. Please advise if Council is willingto commit to phase the design and construction
of infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people in a resolution that it passes before 5:00 PM on
January 22.

January 14, 2009

‘T’his Is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why Clearview Township is not planning
for the number of people and jobs the Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and
all must abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than 26,000. 65,000 is
the number Council is planning for and intends to design and build water and wastewater infrastructure
to accommodate at a cost of more than $150 million.”

With regards to your two c-mails; I believe your statement:

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people
Instead it advertises advertises its intention to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people.



summarizes your important concerns.

Council has not yet received a report on growth and so has not made a decision. The growth plan, rooted
m legislation, does provide a number. However, the associated transition regulation, also allows these numbers to
be exceeded by applications which precede the growth plan, of which Clearview has a substantial number.
As indicated in my previous c-mails, my previous response(s) is self explanatory and addresses your concerns.

I believe your concerns have been answered; therefore there is nothing to “negotiate” and no need to extend
the January 31, 2009 deadline.

Please advise if there are any other “important concerns’ that you that you have not presented yet.

Thank you

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.

Director of Public Works

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President fmaiIto:cIearDlanbeIlnet.ca1
Sent: Thursd’, January 22, 2009 11:40 AM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend and Request to Elevate

January 22, 2009

Clearview Township

Delivered by fax 705 428 0288 and e-mail

Robert Campbell, Clerk and Richard Spraggs, Director of Public Works

This is about your Municipal Class Environmental Assessment — Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System and
your Municipal Class Environmental Assessment — Stayner Wastewater Treatment System. These are clearly
Schedule C activities and you advertised you were proceeding as a Schedule C project at the outset. Please
confirm before 9:00 AM tomorrow morning that you will voluntarily elevate each project to a Schedule C
project. You mailed your Notices of Completion later than December 17th Important concerns arose during
the period since then. Please confirm before 9:00 AM tomorrow morning that you will extend the time
for negotiation of these concerns beyond January 31g. Failure on your part to provide such confirmation will
confirm your refusal to do so.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc

per

Art McI Iwain

P resIdent
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From Clearvie Plannino Coalition Inc - Ait McTJwaIn. President
To Euen Chalambalacis (euoerna.dialarthabds@ontano.ca); °sabrina.qrando@ono.oa’j
cc Richard Spragqs (rspraqgsdearvi&twp.on.);
Subjecb Part U Order Request - Cisarview Township - Stayner and Noawa WestewaterTreatinent System Munidpal Cless 8wironmenlad Assessnnts.
Date: )anuary 23,20098:48:00 PM
Attachmehte: Part U Order Requestpdf

January 23,2009

The Honourable John Gerretsen
Minister of the Environment
135 St. Clair Avenue West
12th Floor, Toronto ON M4V 1P55
Delivered by e-mail to Sabrina Grando, Chief of Staff at sabrina.grando@ontario.ca and to Eugenla Chalambalacis,
Project Evaluator PROJECT REVIEW UNIT at eugenia.chalambalacis@ontario.ca.

The request of Clearview Planning Coalition Inc and Gleneden Property Service Corporation that the Minister make Part
II Orders is attached in the matter of the Township of Clearview Stayner Wastewater Treatment System Municipal
Class Environmental Assessment and in the matter of the Township of Clearview Nottawa Wastewater Treatment
System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment.

A copy of the request is also being sent to Richard Spraggs who is the director of Public Works for the Township of Clearview.

Gleneden and CPCI stand ready to discuss this important matter with your staff, Minister. Perhaps if all put their heads
together the matter can be resolved.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
Per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearolantbellnet.ca e-mail

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
Per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F
pscbellnet.ca E
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower Suite 4105
77KingStWPO58
Toronto ON M5K 1E7

Ps. The photo on the first page of the attachment is the McI lwaln family farm In Clearview Township.



From: Clearview Planning Coahtion Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: ‘ibcrispois@rogers.com”;
Subject: Municipal Class EnvironmenI Assessment - Part II Order Request
Date: January 23, 2009 8:49:00 PM

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each by fax to 705 428 0288 and by e-mail

John Crispo

I wrote earlier today John asking once again that you explain why it is in the
interest of the electors of Clearview Township to plan and build infrastructure to
accommodate 65,000 people when the Growth Plan requires planning
infrastructure for 26,000. You made no reply, John. The undertaking imposes
materially greater net adverse effects on the Economic, Natural, Social and
Cultural environments, and your Schedule B Municipal Class Assessment has not
assessed them. Staff have refused to negotiate, orto extend the time allowed for
discussion, or to elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental
assessment. I think the answer is likely pretty straightforward, and can be dealt
with by Council passing a resolution committing itself to phase construction of the
infrastructure so it implements the Growth Plan’s 26,000 projection, but staff say
that is not acceptable.

In any event, Councillor Crispo, this failure to join in discussion coupled with the
serious nature of the concerns really leaves no choice. Clearview Planning
Coalition Inc and Gleneden Property Service Corporation have now requested the
Minister of the Environment to order an individual environmental assessment as
the most effective, least costly, and really the only effective means to ensure that
the municipality provide adequately for the protection, conservation and wise
management of the environment.

I remain hopeful that when we each discuss this matter with Ministry staff a
satisfactory resolution will be found.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art McI lwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F
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From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “bcampbell@clearviewtownship.ca”;
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Part It Order Request
Date: January 23, 2009 8:49:00 PM

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each by fax to 705 428 0288 and by e-mail

Bob Campbell

I wrote earlier today Bob asking once again that you explain why it is in the interest
of the electors of Clearview Township to plan and build infrastructure to
accommodate 65,000 people when the Growth Plan requires planning
infrastructure for 26,000. You made no reply, Bob. The undertaking imposes
materially greater net adverse effects on the Economic, Natural, Social and
Cultural environments, and your Schedule B Municipal Class Assessment has not
assessed them. Staff have refused to negotiate, orto extend the time allowed for
discussion, or to elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental
assessment. I think the answer is likely pretty straightforward, and can be dealt
with by Council passing a resolution committing itself to phase construction of the
infrastructure so it implements the Growth Plan’s 26,000 projection, but staff say
that is not acceptable.

In any event, Clerk Campbell, this failure to join in discussion coupled with the
serious nature of the concerns really leaves no choice. Clearview Planning
Coalition Inc and Gleneden Property Service Corporation have now requested the
Minister of the Environment to order an individual environmental assessment as
the most effective, least costly, and really the only effective means to ensure that
the municipality provide adequately for the protection, conservation and wise
management of the environment.

I remain hopeful that when we each discuss this matter with Ministry staff a
satisfactory resolution will be found.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 p 416 777 1329 F
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From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIlwain, President
To: “rmcgillvray©clearviewtwp.on.ca”;
Subject: Municipal Class Envlronmenl Assessment - Part II Order Request
Date: January 23, 2009 8:49:00 PM

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each by fax to 705 428 0288 and by e-mail

Roger McGillvray

I wrote earlier today Roger asking once again that you explain why it is in the
interest of the electors of Clearview Township to plan and build infrastructure to
accommodate 65,000 people when the Growth Plan requires p’anning
infrastructure for 26,000. You made no reply, Roger. The undertaking imposes
materially greater net adverse effects on the Economic, Natural, Social and
Cultural environments, and your Schedule B Municipal Class Assessment has not
assessed them. Staff have refused to negotiate, orto extend the time allowed for
discussion, or to elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental
assessment. I think the answer is likely pretty straightforward, and can be dealt
with by Council passing a resolution committing itself to phase construction of the
infrastructure so it implements the Growth Plan’s 26,000 projection, but staff say
that is not acceptable.

In any event, Councillor McGillvray, this failure to join in discussion coupled with
the serious nature of the concerns really leaves no choice. Clearview Planning
Coalition Inc and Gleneden Property Service Corporation have now requested the
Minister of the Environment to order an individual environmental assessment as
the most effective, least costly, and really the only effective means to ensure that
the municipality provide adequately for the protection, conservation and wise
management of the environment.

I remain hopeful that when we each discuss this matter with Ministry staff a
satisfactory resolution will be found.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art McI Iwa in
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F
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From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “obrown@clearviewtwp.on.ca”;
Subject: Municipal Class EnvlronmenI Assessment - Part II Order Request
Date: January 23, 2009 8:49:00 PM

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each by fax to 705 428 0288 and by e-mail

Orville Brown

I wrote earlier today Orville asking once again that you explain why it is in the
interest of the electors of Clearview Township to plan and build infrastructure to
accommodate 65,000 people when the Growth Plan requires planning
infrastructure for 26,000. You made no reply, Orville. The undertaking imposes
materially greater net adverse effects on the Economic, Natural, Social and
Cultural environments, and your Schedule B Municipal Class Assessment has not
assessed them. Staff have refused to negotiate, orto extend the time allowed for
discussion, or to elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental
assessment. I think the answer is likely pretty straightforward, and can be dealt
with by Council passing a resolution committing itself to phase construction of the
infrastructure so it implements the Growth Plan’s 26,000 projection, but staff say
that is not acceptable.

In any event, Councillor Brown, this failure to join in discussion coupled with the
serious nature of the concerns really leaves no choice. Clearview Planning
Coalition Inc and Gleneden Property Service Corporation have now requested the
Minister of the Environment to order an individual environmental assessment as
the most effective, least costly, and really the only effective means to ensure that
the municipality provide adequately for the protection, conservation and wise
management of the environment.

I remain hopeful that when we each discuss this matter with Ministry staff a
satisfactory resolution will be found.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F
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From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain. President
To: ‘asavage@clearviewtwp.on.ca”;
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Part U Order Request
Date: January 23, 2009 8:49:00 PM

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each by fax to 705 428 0288 and by e-mail

Alicia Savage

I wrote earlier today Alicia asking once again that you explain why it is in the
interest of the electors of Clearview Township to plan and build infrastructure to
accommodate 65,000 people when the Growth Plan requires planning
infrastructure for 26,000. You made no reply, Alicia. The undertaking imposes
materially greater net adverse effects on the Economic, Natural, Social and
Cultural environments, and your Schedule B Municipal Class Assessment has not
assessed them. Staff have refused to negotiate, or to extend the time allowed for
discussion, or to elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental
assessment. I think the answer is likely pretty straightforward, and can be dealt
with by Council passing a resolution committing itself to phase construction of the
infrastructure so it implements the Growth Plan’s 26,000 projection, but staff say
that is not acceptable.

In any event, Deputy Mayor Savage, this failure to join in discussion coupled with
the serious nature of the concerns really leaves no choice. Clearview Planning
Coalition Inc and Gleneden Property Service Corporation have now requested the
Minister of the Environmentto order an individual environmental assessment as
the most effective, least costly, and really the only effective means to ensure that
the municipality provide adequately for the protection, conservation and wise
management of the environment.

I remain hopeful that when we each discuss this matter with Ministry staff a
satisfactory resolution will be found.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F
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From: Clearview Planninci Coalition Inc - Art McIlwain, President
To: “sdavidson@clearvlewtwp.on.ca”;
Subject: Municipal Class Environmenl Assessment - Part II Order Request
Date: January 23, 2009 8:49:00 PM

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each by fax to 705 428 0288 and by e-mail

Shawn Davidson

I wrote earlier today Shawn asking once again that you explain why it is in the
interest of the electors of Clearview Township to plan and build infrastructure to
accommodate 65,000 people when the Growth Plan requires planning
infrastructure for 26,000. You made no reply, Shawn. The undertaking imposes
materially greater net adverse effects on the Economic, Natural, Social and
Cultural environments, and your Schedule B Municipal Class Assessment has not
assessed them. Staff have refused to negotiate, or to extend the time allowed for
discussion, or to elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental
assessment. I think the answer is likely pretty straightforward, and can be dealt
with by Council passing a resolution committing itself to phase construction of the
infrastructure so it implements the Growth Plan’s 26,000 projection, but staff say
that is not acceptable.

In any event, Councillor Davidson, this failure to join in discussion coupled with the
serious nature of the concerns really leaves no choice. Clearview Planning
Coalition Inc and Gleneden Property Service Corporation have now requested the
Minister of the Environment to order an individual environmental assessment as
the most effective, least costly, and really the only effective means to ensure that
the municipality provide adequately for the protection, conservation and wise
management of the environment.

I remain hopeful that when we each discuss this matter with Ministry staff a
satisfactory resolution will be found.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art McI Iwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F
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From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “dmeasures@clearviewtwp.on.ca”;
Subject: Municipal Class EnvIronmenI Assessment - Part U Order Request
Date: January 23, 2009 8:49:00 PM

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each by fax to 705 428 0288 and by e-mail

Doug Measures

I wrote earlier today Doug asking once again that you explain why it is in the
interest of the electors of Clearview Township to plan and build infrastructure to
accommodate 65,000 people when the Growth Plan requires planning
infrastructure for 26,000. You made no reply, Doug. The undertaking imposes
materially greater net adverse effects on the Economic, Natural, Social and
Cultural environments, and your Schedule B Municipal Class Assessment has not
assessed them. Staff have refused to negotiate, orto extend the time allowed for
discussion, orto elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental
assessment. I think the answer is likely pretty straightforward, and can be dealt
with by Council passing a resolution committing itself to phase construction of the
infrastructure so it implements the Growth Plan’s 26,000 projection, but staff say
that is not acceptable.

In any event, Councillor Measures, this failure to join in discussion coupled with
the serious nature of the concerns really leaves no choice. Clearview Planning
Coalition Inc and Gleneden Property Service Corporation have now requested the
Minister of the Environment to order an individual environmental assessment as
the most effective, least costly, and really the only effective means to ensure that
the municipality provide adequately for the protection, conservation and wise
management of the environment.

I remain hopeful that when we each discuss this matter with Ministry staff a
satisfactory resolution will be found.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art McI Iwa in
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F
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From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “Sinbad_swash@hotmail.com”;
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Part U Order Request
Date: January 23, 2009 8:49:00 PM

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each by fax to 705 428 0288 and by e-mail

Robert Walker

I wrote earlier today Robert asking once again that you explain why it is in the
interest of the electors of Clearview Township to plan and build infrastructure to
accommodate 65,000 people when the Growth Plan requires planning
infrastructure for 26,000. You made no reply, Robert. The undertaking imposes
materially greater net adverse effects on the Economic, Natural, Social and
Cultural environments, and your Schedule B Municipal Class Assessment has not
assessed them. Staff have refused to negotiate, or to extend the time allowed for
discussion, or to elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental
assessment. I think the answer is likely pretty straightforward, and can be dealt
with by Council passing a resolution committing itself to phase construction of the
infrastructure so it implements the Growth Plan’s 26,000 projection, but staff say
that is not acceptable.

In any event, Councillor Walker, this failure to join in discussion coupled with the
serious nature of the concerns really leaves no choice. Clearview Planning
Coalition Inc and Gleneden Property Service Corporation have now requested the
Minister of the Environment to order an individual environmental assessment as
the most effective, least costly, and really the only effective means to ensure that
the municipality provide adequately for the protection, conservation and wise
management of the environment.

I remain hopeful that when we each discuss this matter with Ministry staff a
satisfactory resolution will be found.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F
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From: CleaMew Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
To: “thompaterson@roqers.com”;
Subject: Municipal Class Environmenl Assessment - Part U Order Request
Date: January 23, 2009 8:49:00 PM

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each by fax to 705 428 0288 and by e-mail

Thom Paterson

I wrote earlier today Thom asking once again that you explain why it is in the
interest of the electors of Clearview Township to plan and build infrastructure to
accommodate 65,000 people when the Growth Plan requires planning
infrastructure for 26,000. You made no reply, Thom. The undertaking imposes
materially greater net adverse effects on the Economic, Natural, Social and
Cuftural environments, and your Schedule B Municipal Class Assessment has not
assessed them. Staff have refused to negotiate, orto extend the time allowed for
discussion, or to elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental
assessment. I think the answer is likely pretty straightforward, and can be dealt
with by Council passing a resolution committing itself to phase construction of the
infrastructure so it implements the Growth Plan’s 26,000 projection, but staff say
that is not acceptable.

In any event, Councillor Paterson, this failure to join in discussion coupled with the
serious nature of the concerns really leaves no choice. Clearview Planning
Coalition Inc and Gleneden Property Service Corporation have now requested the
Minister of the Environment to order an individual environmental assessment as
the most effective, least costly, and really the only effective means to ensure that
the municipality provide adequately for the protection, conservation and wise
management of the environment.

I remain hopeful that when we each discuss this matter with Ministry staff a
satisfactory resolution will be found.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art MciIwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 p 416 777 1329 F
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From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Aft Mcllwain, President
To: “kferguson@clearviewtwp.on.ca”;
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessment - Part II Order Request
Date: January 23, 2009 8:49:00 PM

January 23, 2009

Mayor and Members of Council
Clearview Township
Delivered to each by fax to 705 428 0288 and by e-mail

Ken Ferguson

I wrote earlier today Ken asking once again that you explain why it is in the interest
of the electors of Clearview Township to plan and build infrastructure to
accommodate 65,000 people when the Growth Plan requires planning
infrastructure for 26,000. You made no reply, Ken. The undertaking imposes
materially greater net adverse effects on the Economic, Natural, Social and
Cuftural environments, and your Schedule B Municipal Class Assessment has not
assessed them. Staff have refused to negotiate, or to extend the time allowed for
discussion, orto elevate the project to a Schedule C or an individual environmental
assessment. I think the answer is likely pretty straightforward, and can be dealt
with by Council passing a resolution committing itself to phase construction of the
infrastructure so it implements the Growth Plan’s 26,000 projection, but staff say
that is not acceptable.

In any event, Mayor Ferguson, this failure to join in discussion coupled with the
serious nature of the concerns really leaves no choice. Clearview Planning
Coalition Inc and Gleneden Property Service Corporation have now requested the
Minister of the Environment to order an individual environmental assessment as
the most effective, least costly, and really the only effective means to ensure that
the municipality provide adequately for the protection, conservation and wise
management of the environment.

I remain hopeful that when we each discuss this matter with Ministry staff a
satisfactory resolution will be found.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplan@bellnet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F
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Fromr Cleervw Plannino Coalibon Inc - Ast Mcflwain. Presslent
To; Richard 5Qraq’;
Subjecti RE: Munldpal Class ivhDnmentsl Acsessmente - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend - Request te Elevate - Request for Individual EA
Dai 3anuary 23,2009 9:00:00 PM

Confirming receipt and thank you. You misstate the Growth Plan again. Since 2006 it has imposed the mandatory
requirement that infrastructure and investment be planned to implement its growth projections that in the case of
Clearview Township are less than 26,000 people. You have written refusing a request that Council by resolution undertake
to phase the infrastructure to implement the Growth Plan, and instead have advertised you intend to design and build it.
You have written refusing to negotiate and to extend the time provided for discussion. I am unavailable next week
and accordingly Clearview Planning Coalition and Gleneden Property Service Corporation have now asked the Minister to
order an individual environmental assessment because it provides the most effective, least costly, and as a practical matter
the only means to ensure that Clearview Township provides adequately for the protection, conservation and wise
management of the environment.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto:rspraggs@dearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 23, 2009 5:14 PM
To: Clearview PlannIng Coalition Inc - Art McIlwain, President
Cc: Bob Mayberry
Subject: RE: Munlclpd Class Environmentd Assessments - Nottewa and Stayner - Request to Extend - Request to Elevate
- Request for IndMdual EA

With regards to voluntarily elevating to a Schedule C or an indMdual EA; this Is not necessary as undertaking the Phase I
and Phase 2 of the EA Process was sufficient to determine the preferred solution(s).

I believe that your serious concern(s) are:

The net adverse effects of planning infrastructure otherwise than as required by the Growth Plan are numerous
and profound.

My comments are

1) the Growth Plan growth numbers are subject to regular review and possible revision.
2) The Growth Plan is subject to transitions regulations.
3) The Growth Plan represents a prediction or forecast for growth which is considerably shorter than a
reasonable infrastructure planning period.
4) The required infrastructure can be properly phased to accommodate actual growth in the context of a properly
engineered long term infrastructure plan.
5) Council will authorise budgets yearly as they determine necessary to meet the needs for infrastructure for both existing
and future populations.

This major infrastructure that we are now planning for will last for the next 60 to 80 years which is well beyond the
current planning window of growth for 2031; as previously mentioned in this e-mail and previous e-maiis this infrastructure
will be designed and constructed in phases with Council’s authorization.

If I have misstated your concern(s) above, can you please advise.

Richard i. Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwaln, President [maiito:clearpia,@bdlnet.ca]
Sent: Friday, January 23, 2009 10:22 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject: RE: Municipd Class Envlronmentd Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend - Request to Elevate
- Request for IndMdual EA

Confirming receipt and thank you.

From: Richard Spraggs mailto:rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 23, 2009 10:17 AM



To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIlwaIn, President
Cc: Bob Mayberry
Subject RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend - Request to Elevate
- Request for Individual EA

Mr Mcllwain

Thank you for your e-mail; please note that I just arnved at the Office 10 minutes ago; my attendance is required at Creemore
for Mill Street and the lee Competition immediately; will not be able to respond to your e-mail by 11:00 AM today; possibly I
will have time this afternoon or I am planning to be in at work Saturday morning.

Thank you

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.
Director of Public Works

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIIwaln, President [mailto:clearpla,@bellnetca)
Sent Friday, January 23, 2009 9:27 AM
To: Richard Spraggs
Subject RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend - Request to Elevate
- Request for IndMdual EA

Confirming receipt and thank you. You misstate the Growth Plan. The growth allocation is a hard cap. You misstate the
serious concerns raised during the review period. The net adverse effects of planning infrastructure otherwise than as
required bythe Growth Plan are numerous and profound. You refuse to extend the time to attempt to negotiate a resolution
of the issues. You refuse to voluntarily elevate to Schedule C. Will you voluntarily undertake individual
environmental assessments? Please respond before 11:00AM today.

From: Richard Spraggs [mailto:rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca]
Sent: January 22,2009 5:27 PM
To: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President
Cc: Don McNalty; Bob Mayberry
Subject: RE: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend and Request to Elevate

Schedule C or Schedule B???

The project was undertaken in accordance with Phases I & 2 of the Municipal Class EA Process. Please refer to Figure
1.2 Municipal Class EA Process (Flow Chart). The findings of the project determined by RJ Bumside and Associates
in consultation with Township Staff determined that this indeed was Schedule B project and that the Notice of Completion
was then finalized.

In the Notice of Commencement Advertisement. (a copy of which is in Appendix E); it does not state “Schedule C but it
states that the Project is being planned with Phases I and 2 of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment Process.’
Your statement: ‘rand you advertised you were proceeding as a Schedule C project at the outset” is therefore incorrect.

In reviewing the Project File Report and also the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment Document for municipal
projects, there is no requirement I need for the Municipality to expend firther tax payers doflars to voluntary elevate each
project to a Schedule C.

Imoortant Concerns arose since then (December 17. 2008)

You have forwarded two a-mails and the important concerns that you have since December 17 are:

January 19, 2009

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people.
Instead it advertises its intention to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people. None of
the Mayor or other Members of Council have explained why. Neither does your January 13, 2009 e-mail. Even so,
it alludes to phasing. Please advise if Council Is willing to commit to phase the design and construction
of infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people In a resolution that it passes before 5:00 PM on
January 22.



January14, 2009

“This is a request for you as an individual member of Council to explain why Clearview Township is not planning
for the number of people and jobs the Provincial Growth Plan requires, even though it is the law of the land and
all must abide by it. The number of people the law requires Council to plan for is less than 26,000. 65,000 is
the number Council is planning for and intends to design and build water and wastewater infrastructure
to accommodate at a cost of more than $150 million.”

With regards to your two c-mails; I believe your statement

The Growth Plan requires Clearview Township plan infrastructure to accommodate less than 26,000 people
Instead it advertises advertises its intention to design and build infrastructure to accommodate 65,000 people.

summarizes your important concerns.

Council has not yet received a report on growth and so has not made a decision. The growth plan, rooted
in legislation, does provide a number. However, the associated transition regulation, also allows these numbers to
be exceeded by applications which precede the growth plan, of which Clearview has a substantial number.
As indicated in my previous c-mails, my previous response(s) is self explanatory and addresses your concerns.

I believe your concerns have been answered; therefore there is nothing to “negotiate” and no need to extend
the January 31, 2009 deadline.

Please advise if there are any other “important concerns’ that you that you have not presented yet.

Thank you

Richard Spraggs, P. Eng.

Director of Public Works

From: Clearview Planning Coalibon Inc - Art Mcllwain, President rmailto:cle plan@bellnet.cal
Sent: Thursd’, January 22, 2009 11:40 AM
To: Richard Spraggs; Bob Campbell
Subject: Municipal Class Environmental Assessments - Nottawa and Stayner - Request to Extend and Request to Elevate

January 22, 2009

ClearviewTownshlp

Delivered by fax 705 428 0288 and e-mail

Robert Campbell, Clerk and Richard Spraggs, Director of Public Works

This is about your Municipal Class Environmental Assessment— Nottawa Wastewater Treatment System and
your Municipal Class Environmental Assessment — Stayner Wastewater Treatment System. These are clearly



Schedule C activities and you advertised you were proceeding as a Schedule C project at the outset. Please
confirm before 9:00 AM tomorrow morning that you will voluntarily elevate each project to a Schedule C
project. You mailed your Notices of Completion later than December 17th Important concerns arose during
the period since then. Please confirm before 9:00 AM tomorrow morning that you will extend the time
for negotiation of these concerns beyond January 31g. Failure on your part to provide such confirmation will
confirm your refusal to do so.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc

per

Art Mcllwain

President

cIearplancbelInet.ca E 416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F
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Cleylew Plaiibio Coalition Inc - Att t4cllwah. Resident
To: Eixanla Chalantalacis (euoen halsmbaIacIs©b.ca); stha#ando8onteIo.ca;
SubJt: FW: Part U Order ReJest - ClevIew Towreh Stsyner and Nothvawa Wastewate Treanant System l4j,Ic,aI Class Bwlorsnerited Assessments.
Date: Fthruary 2,20094:38:00 PM
Attadimeets: Part II Order Recpest.pdf

Confirming delivery by e-mail on Jan 23’ Please let me know if you failed to receive it.

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President Cmailto:cleaiplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent January 23, 2009 8:50 PM
To: Eugenia Chalarthalacis (eugenia.thalambalacis@ontano.ca); ‘sabrina.grando@ontario.ca’
Cc: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@dearviewtwp.on.ca)
Subject: Part II Order Request - Clearview Township - Stayner and Nottwawa Wastewater Treanent System Municipal
Class Environmentatj Assessments.

January23, 2009

The Honourable John Gerretsen
Minister of the Environment
135 St. CIa ir Avenue West
12th Floor, Toronto ON M4V1P55
Delivered by e-mail to Sabrina Grando, Chief of Staff at sabrina .rando@ontario.ca and to Eugenia Chalambalacis,
Project Evaluator PROJECT REVIEW UNIT at eugenia.chala mbalacis@ontario.ca.

The request of Clearview PlanningCoalitlon Inc and Gleneden Property Service Corporation thatthe Minister make Part
II Orders is attached in the matter of the Township of Clearview Stayner Wastewater Treatment System Municipal
Class Environmental Assessment and in the matter of the Township of Clearview Nottawa Wastewater Treatment
System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment.

A copy of the request is also being sent to Richard Spragga who is the director of Public Works for the Township of Clearview.

Gleneden and CPCI stand ready to discuss this important matter with your staff, Minister. Perhaps if all put their heads
together the matter n be resolved.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
Per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplanbellnet.ca e-mail

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
Per
Art Mcllwain
Broker of Record
416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F
epsc@bellnet.ca E
Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower Suite 4105
77 King St W P0 58
Toronto ON M5K1E7

Ps. The photo on the first page of the attachment Isthe Mcllwain familyfarm in Clearview Township.



From: Chalanibalacis. Eucienla (ENE)
To: Clearvlew Plennha Coalition it,c - Art Mcllwaln, President Ora,do, Sabrha (ENE);
subjed: R Part II Order Request - Cteevlew Towndrlp - Staer and Nottwawa Wastewater Treaitnent System F4idc,aI Class B,vfroiinentad Asaessmeits.
Date: February 3, 2009 9:04:23 AM

Hi Art,

We did receive your request. You should be receiving a formal acknowledgement letter shortly.

Thank you,

Eugenia Chalambalacis

From: Clearview Flanning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, President [mailto:dearplan@beilnet.ca]
Sent: February 2,20094:38 PM
To: Cl,abrthalads, Eugenia (ENE); Grando, Sabnna (ENE)
Subject: PW: Part II Order Request - Clearview Township - Stayner and Nottwawa Wastewater Treatment System
Municipal Class Environmentad Assessments.

Confirming delivery by e-mail on Jan 23w. Please let me know if you failed to receive it.

From: Clearview Flanning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, Phasident [mailts:clearplan@bellnetca]
Sent: January 23, 2009 8:50 PM
To: Eugenia Chalambalacis (eugenia.chalambalacis@oniario.ca); ‘sabnna.grando@ontario .c&
Cc: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Subject: Part II Order Request - Clearview Township - Stayner and Nottwawa Wastewater Treatment System Municipal
Class Environmentad Assessments.

January 23, 2009

The Honourable John cerretsen
Minister of the Environment
135 St. Clair Avenue West
12th Floor, Toronto ON M4V 1P55
Delivered bye-mail to Sabrina Grando, Chief of Staff at sabrina.rando@onta rio.ca and to Eugen ia Cha lambalacis,
Project Evaluator PROJECT REVIEW UNIT at eugen ia.chalambalacis@ontario.ca.

The request of Clearview Planning Coalition Inc and Gleneden Property Service Corporation that the Minister make Part
II Orders is attached in the matter of the Township of Clearview Stayner Wastewater Treatment System Municipal
Class Environmental Assessment and in the matter of the Township of Clearview Nottawa Wastewater Treatment
System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment.

A copy of the request is also being sent to Richard Spraggs who is the director of Public Works for the Township of Clearview.

Gleneden and CPCI stand ready to discuss this important matter with your staff, Minister. Perhaps if all put their heads
togetherthe matter can be resolved.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
Per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearplanibellnet.ca e-mail

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
Per
Art MclIwaln
Broker of Record
416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F
ipsc@bellnet.ca E

Toronto Dominion Centre
Royal Trust Tower Suite 4105
77 KingStW P058
Toronto ON M51( 1E7

Ps. The photo on the first page of the attach ment is the Mcllwa in family farm In Clearview Township.



From: Clearview Pts,nti Coalition Inc - kt Mcllwalii. President
To: 0,alambalacb, Euqenla (ENE)’;
Subjed: RE: Part II Order Request - Clewvlew Townthlp - Stsyner and NoUwawa Wastewater Treatment Systml t4sikWI Class eivlrorrnentad Assessnarits.
Date February 3, 2009 10:06:00 AM

Confirming receipt and thank you

From: (,alarthabds, Eugenia (ENE) [meilb:Eugenia.Chalambalads@ontario.caj
Sent: February 3,20099:04 AM
To: dearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, Resident; Grando, Sabrina (EN E)
Subject RE: Part II Order Request - Clearview Township - Stayner and Nottwawa Wastewater Treatment System
Municipal Class Environmentati Assessments.

Hi Art,

We did receive your request. You should be receiving a formal acknowledgement letter shortly.

Thank you,

Eugenia Chaiambalacis

From: Clearview Planning Coalition Inc - Art McIlwain, Resident [mailto:dearplan@bellnet.ca]
Sent: February 2, 2009 4:38 PM
To: Gialarthalacis, Eugenia (ENE); Grando, Sabnna (ENE)
Subject: FW: Part U Order Request - Clearview Township - Stayner and Nottwawa Wastewater Treatment System
Municipal Class Environmentad Assessments.

Confirming delivery by c-mail on Jan 23”. Please let me know if you failed to receive it.

From: Clearwiew Planning Coalition Inc - Art Mcllwain, Resident (mailte:dearplan@bellnetca]
Sent January 23, 2009 8:50 PM
To: Eugenia Chalambaiacis (eugenia.chabmbalacis@ontano.ca); ‘sabdna.grando@ontario.ca’
Cc: Richard Spraggs (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca)
Subject: Part II Order Request - (learview Township - Stayner and Nottwawa Wastewater Treatment System Municipal
Class Environmentad Assessments.

Januaryz3,2009

The Honourable John Gerretsen
Minister of the Environment
135 St. Clair Avenue West
12th Floor, Toronto ON M4V 1P55
Delivered bye-mail to Sabrina Grando, Chief of Staff at sabrina. andoionta rio.ca and to Eugen ia Chalambalacis,
Project Evaluator PROJECT REVIEW UNIT at eugenia.chalambalacisontario.ca.

The request of Clearview Planning Coalition Inc and Gleneden Property Service Corporation that the Minister make Part
Ii Orders is attached in the matter of the Township of Clearview Stayner Wastewater Treatment System Municipal
Class Environmental Assessment and in the matter of the Township of Clearview Nottawa Wastewater Treatment
System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment.

A copy of the request isa Iso being sent to Richard Spraggs who is the director of Public Works for the Township of Clearview.

Gleneden and CPCI stand ready to discuss this important matter with your staff, Minister. Perhaps if all put their heads
togetherthe matter can be resolved.

Clearview Planning Coalition Inc
Per
Art Mcllwain
President
clearpIanc)bellnet.ca e-mail

Gleneden Property Service Corporation
Real Estate Brokerage
Per
Art McI lwa in
Broker of Record
416 777 1325 P 416 777 1329 F
psctbeIInet.ca E

Toronto Dominion Centre
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Township ofClearview

Notxe of Public Information Centres for
Municipal Class Environmental Assessments (EA)

Long Term Wastewater Collection, Treatment and Disposal

Communities of Stayner, New Lowell and Nottawa

The Township of Clearview is undertaking three Municipal Class Environmental
Assessments (EA) to evaluate wastewater collection, treatment and disposal alternativesand select preferred solutions to service existing and future development in the
communities of Stayner, New Lowell and Nottawa. New Lowell and Nottawa arepresently unserviced, and it has been determined that the existing wastewater treatment
facility in Stayner is not capable of meeting the needs of development anticipated in theTownship’s Official Plan.

Public input and comments are now invited for incorporation into the three project files.

A Public Information Centre has been scheduled to provide all interested parties within
the three communities with background infbrmation on the studies, and to discuss the
wastewater collection, treatment and disposal alternatives being considered as part of this
project. The Public Infurmation Centre will be held on:

Wednesday, May 9th, 2007, from 4:00 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.
attbe

Stayner Community Centre, 269 RegIna Street, Stayner

Representatives from the Township of Clearview and the consulting frm will be
available at this Public Information Centre to discuss the project and answer questions.

If you wish to comment on the study or obtain additional inlbrmation, please contact:

Mr. Richard Spraggs, P.Eng., Mr. Robert Mayberry, P.Eng.
Township of Clearview R. 3. Burnside & Associates Ltd.
Box 200, 217 Gideon Street 3 Ronell Crescent
Stayner, Ontario LOM ISO Collingwood, Ontario L9Y 436
Tel: 705-428-6230; Fax: 705-428-0288 Tel: 705-446-0515 Fax: 705-446-2399
Email: rsorauzes(thclcarviewtwn.on.cp Email: bngvberr-yiirjburnsidccpm

This notice posted April 23, 2007.
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PUBUC INFORMATION CENTRE No. 1
May 9, 2007

Stayner, Nottawa and New Lowell
Long Term Sewage Collection and Treatment

Township of Clearview
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Your comments are encouraged and appreciated. If you are unable to complete your commeigsat this (line, p1 email, fax or email themby May 30, 2007 to:

Robert H. Maybeuy, P.Erig
Ri. Burmide & Associates Limited
3 RancH Crescent, Collingwood, Ontario L9Y 436
Phone 705-446-0315
Fax: 705-446-2399
E—mail (,, i —

iiftrnstzon ieprdhg this study being collected to assist the Township of Clevh in meetingtherequ ofttwEn Asses Act. ThywWbemesinedoefcrusodudngthcsand may be lectuded in study documentation. With the exception of personal In on, all comments willbecome put of (he public record.
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Your comments are encouraged and appreciated. If you are unable to complete your comnnts
at this time, please mail, fax or email them by May 30, 2007 to:

Robezt H. Mayberry, P.Eng
LI. Burnsidc & Associates Limited
3 Ronell Crescent, Collingwood, Ontario L9Y 4J6
Phone: 705-446-0315
Fax: 705-446-2399
E-mail: bmayberrv@iiburnside.com

Commentsandfrdonnad rep ngth dyarebeingcollectedtoasslst
die itenicets of the Eawiroamenwl Assessment Act. They will be tamed on file tar we during the aziy
and may be Included in study documentation. With the exception of personal information, all commeras will
become part ofbe public record.
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PUBUC INFORMATION CENTRE No. I
May 9, 2007

Stayner, Nottawa and New Lowell
Lon Term Sewage Collection and Treatment

Township ef
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Your comments are encouraged and appreciated If you are unable to complete your comments
atthistln*pI mLfaxormailthembyMay3o,2007to

Robeit H. Mayberry, P.Eng
RJ. Burnside & Associates United
3 Ronell Crescent, Collingwood, Ontario L9Y 436
Phone: 705-446-0515
Faz 705-446-2399
E-mail: bmaybeITv@riburnside.cOm

CowuJlI and information regarding this study are bei collected to assist the Townsldp ofClearview In meedugth requkemems of the Ravironme AsassameM Art. They will be maintained on file for use dwieg the studyan may iuded in a docaspentat With the ex of personal information, all comments willbecome pan of the public record.
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Your comments are and apprec ted. If you are unable to complete your commentsat this time please mail, fax or email them by May 30, 2007 to:

Robat IJ Mayberry, PEng
Ri. Burnaide & Associates Limited
3 Ronell Crescent. Collingwood, OnLio L9Y 436
Pbone: 705-4460515
Fax: 705-4462399
E-mail:_____________

Commenss and Information regarding diii study are beini collected to anist the Township of Clearview in nieedngthe requirements of die Environmental Assessment Act. They will be maintained on file lbr use dwing the studyand may be included In study documentation. With the exception ofparsonal information, II comments wjflbecome past of the public d.
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Contech
Engineering Solutions

May 30, 2007

Mr. RH. Maybeny, P.Eng.
RJ. & Macdates Limited
3 Ronnel Crescent
CoWngwood, Ontario
L9Y4JS

Dear . Maybeny,

Re: Pubic Information C.ntr. No.1
teceawa and New Lowell

Long Term Sewage Collection and 1reatm.,
townah of Clevbw

The Infomiatlon presented at th. above captioned Pubic I on Centre on May 91
2007 was vary infomiedve and well received.

In general, we concur with the majority of the infomi as well as theevaluation of the various alternative. for providing sewage servicing to these
C However, we believe that suggesUon that Alternative
Caroniuiitles would have a 1.ow Capltar Cost may be misleading. Convaying
wastewaterto as enternal WWTP should be expected to resuft In a eignlftcarit
ccnthutlon towards the purchase or replacement of the capacity uti This togetherwith the cost of a pump station and presumably a slgntftcard length of forcemabi shoitidbe considered be quite high. Th. conveyance of raw sewage over long distancespresent challenges.

We wish to note we a corn with elgeificant land holdings in Nottawaand New Lowell. Our cleat would be pleased to explore In the
Implementation of a suitable servicing alternative should this be of mIs, eat to tieMtlddpallly.

We thank you for a opportunity to provide our comments and would appreciate beingadded to the project circulation for future notices and Infoimation.

Respectfufly Submitted,

Shayno Large, GET
Senior Project Manager I Principal

SLAs



Dob MesyiR
1052AM

W. w add you to die n’eaUlng Hat. Thank you for your kitereat In the proje.

Bob Maybeny

R. H. . MASc. P.En.
R. J. Burnde & L.
3 Ronell creaces*
Cdmigwood. Onterlø
I.9V 4.J6
Tel: (705) 448.051
Fax (705) 446-2399
wwumsIdeonm

“-I-—

3M.yl2O07 1028 AM
To

cleviw EA

t am interested in the ER work for Stayner, New Lowell and Nottawa. Could
you please ad me to your mailing list for future meetings.

Thank you.

* This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the
individual to whom it is addressed. If you are not the intended recipient,

r -

I

Ceb

To
RkdeaMmib
lleierT

bee
Sub$ct Rm aeeEAD



... ..__. ..... . .a i s—si. r.i.s?,ja r9uq i—ut

- ( 21-j
i.rL Slmcoe Muskoka

Catholic District School Board
)‘iip. Blvd. Telephone (705) 722-3355Be_nh. Ontario lAM SKS tax (7w) 722

May23, 2007

U. &
3 Rmze.U cL.a1i
Collhigwood,
L9Y 416

Andon Robert Maibeny,P. Thig. WA FAX O?ILY 703-446-2399
U: cOMBTLi.rK

class Ea,frwmt.I
Towasbip at
Stsyasr,N1.4tawi and New Lewd LongTerm Snvage andTr.aeat
file N.. MGE 01394

DuarRobcuMy.

The Mnás$rolicDinriu SchoolBairdhas ionelv.dyma dad May 1,2007, ieigd Cas Bnvkarmia A’.eiiin dxm sToassl* 1Gaii Otr Bomiu1iL.‘thss the Towasbipof’ -. Is studying wutewst sasvicingsolistoon 1w existing mid antidpalad dmwi,mam inee ,si,Ie,nem areas (Stqner, Nuuxw. midNew Lowell) within dia Townildp.

Ow Board in hnmiuted in obf.n,. inl’iidOiI, Onco k,iowji reri the preliminaryak.c2tiveso thwfflbe deawell U the ro mnonded.oheloasfa the New Lowellarea. Wewouldllhetonomthatwehaveone(flel sdiool,nanclyOurLadyofthe Asininphlon School. louawd jnm ade ofNew Lowell on Coimty Roid9, which may beaWd by any of the ldfi’ andlar nwmided mi 1w weeicwar suvlaing. Thissdaool .u.hly has are own selnic mid the Bo.id weuld be Imaresiad in knowing thepaal thr oonnodng to any wawrseivlcmi Iii the mine.

1 Board woeld also li to note that we have sevsl school bus tot that ‘he. (3)ejem-,gaq schooli, namely G43t Lady ofib.Asswnpdm, School i0 New Lowell, St. Noel QaabnnelCnlbnllc School in Wassp Beach, and St. Mary’s School in ColHngwood, mid one (1) scecodaryschool, namely lain Vanler Cathofl lflgb School is Coflingwood, utilizing abc toa In the tine.h11.flt mirn Any potential eeneidoe as a inmalt ofthis Class EnvIronmental eitLImencogidhave inapaicotarbus romeoto th.abov.-uore4schoolg tham1wthe Boa dwouldllkezo be— jJ.mLat of mahuaswhen Imown.
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MrSprsgqs CieaMew Thwn.hØ
Mr. Burnslde EnglnneWig

R. WaseeIer EA - Notas.

As a of NM, I uld Ice to be contkiually Informed about 11* EA.
The concerns I have, are th p th Is No Need for Water or Wsser ServIces In NotMy ye ter Is tar my fanUles needs. and my Is sufficIent for our needs as welL lam definlffynot Interested In a for these seMces. If the reason for these servIces we for developement then Ibeaev. development shouJd pay for the bulk of the services.

I believe developers shouid pay, if they need these services to develop. They can pay to build theWaledWaitewator Plants or Pumpln Stalans. The present residents don’t need
Ifdownthemed, the planteare In. it havetodein, I an surethecosiawould be muchchoerthanue,(present residents) having pay tar The Plants.
You bi4
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May16,2007

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng.
Li. Burnside & Associates Limited
3 Ronell Cres.
Collingwood, Oniaiio L9Y 4J6

Re: Class Environmental Assessment
¼Township ofClearview

Stayoer, Nottawa and New Lowell Long-term Sewa Collection and
Treatment,
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Mr. Mayierry,

Thank you for your letter dated May 1, 2007 notifying us of the 3 Wastewater Class EAProjects for the communities of Clearview-Stayncr Nottawa New Lowell.
Pt note that we do not have any involvement on these projects and therefore will notbe providing any input in this regard.

Sincerely yours,

I
-

—. -V /Keith Grady
Senior Advisor, Environmental Review and
Approvals
InfiastructureJánada

cc Mr. Ridiarci Spraggs, PEng,, Township ofClearview

Canada



Bob MeyberrylfljB To R
‘bi-’1) 18IMayl2007 04:46 PM Steve GendronIRIB@RJB, Heather TrIpPIRJB@RJB, File

..- I CdlkigwoodIRJBRJB
sutject Cal from v1ctor at Rutty

Richard:

Just wanted to make you aware of a cal I received today. I dkM’t catch the gentleman’s last name, but tile
name I. Victor and he called from Spech’um Realty in 905 area code. He was interested In future

seMclng north Ottawa and south of POpIBrSR -specifically Lots 38 and 39 on the west side 01124.1
indicated that these areas appeared to be outside the Noltawa seWement boundary and were not part of
thestudyaree

He was asking If servicing for Nottawa would come front Colftngwood (presumably passing these lots) and
I said that we would be evaluating the option. I also noted that, If this option were selected and
bnplemented, this would not ensure that these prepertles would be serviced as they were outside th
settlement boundary. He seemed to understand this. I a suggested that he speak to either you or
Michael W if he had any more questions regarding these lots, potential for being serviced and related
questions, as they were outside our study area.

Hope you find this acceptable.

Have a nice weekend, and Ill talk to you next week. We need to review the feedback from the PlC and
stall making some decisions on this file in the near future.

Regards

Bob



Sob U IRJS To Steve GefldrorVJ$@RJB. Heather TrlpplRJB@RJB
l8lMayf2007 10:40 AM Rlcherd@deaMe’stap.on.ca

—
Si.tjecr Fw Class EA Township & CteaMew

Please take approptiats action to Xdrees Mr. Lyons request

Thanks

Bob

— ForWa’dSd by Bob MaybenylRJB Ofl 05l1807 1039 AM —

Lyons, Darryl (MA147’
- Dany.ycns To

161Meyl2007 03:26 PM m
Thl1y.Hateenby@o1ssrlo.ca, Slngbush, Bnice (MAH)’
cBnic..Sigbuelwontsdow. A,ms*mnO, BIS (81E’
lLAnn@cntadoca

Subject Class EAT ipol Cl iview

Good afternoon:

I have received a copy of y notice regardiog three Wastewater Class EA projects for the communities
of Stayner, Noltawa and New Lowalt m the Township ci Clearvlew. I understand that these are to
Inves wastewater servicing solutions or existing and anticipated development for the above
oomunee. I xdd request that any avaffae backWound kifo.mation on these projects be fotwarded
to my attention sod wish to be kept informed on the progress of these pn,jects

DariyI Lyons, MC1P. RPP
Plwmw. Community Planning Development

Mun Sirvices Office - Cenbal Ontario
Minisby of unicipel Affairs and Hous
777 Bay St. Toronto, OntarIo (2nd Floor)
M50 2E5

T: 416-5854048 or 1-800-668-0230
F: 416-585-6882
E: darryl.lycnsontsr1o.Ca
Plsas not. di new email address.

Visit ‘Vn-Ranp at www.msh.aov.an.c&OnRari

ForwardSourcelD:NT00030E72



Bob MeyberiyiRja To Ticider”
184b2OO7 1037AM Flrmaf

.1

TrIpØJR.JB

subjeCt Suwa. Class FA

Suzanne:

We wil make sure sf1 the names are cit the UsL

Tha

Bob

“Suzanne Troder” -

“kizsnn.TiwJei

16lMey12007 11:1 -—11 I

Bob,
Thaiilc you for going ov the PlC info with me last week,

IwouldlikctobeaddedtoyourmailinglisL

Als I have been asked to respond to your May 1 letter to Ed Houghtco, to say that Ed should
be kept on th, mailing list, and that Maivus Firman Coflingwood Public Utilities, should be

aswelt

Thank you Bob.

Suzanne

To 4mabenY@lbume.cariP

SUbjeCt ClewSeege LA
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R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited 3 Ronetl Crescent Collingwood ON L9Y 4J6 Canada

telephone (705) 446-0515 fax (705) 446-2399 web www.rjburnside.com

March 16, 2009

Via: Mail

Environmental Unit
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada
25 St. Clair Avenue East, 8thi Floor
Toronto, Ontario M4T 1M2

Re: Environmental Assessment — First Nations Consultation
Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

To Whom It May Concern,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future
wastewater collection and treatment options for the community of Nottawa. The
following First Nation bands have been contacted for their input:

Beausoleil First Nation
Chippewas of Georgina Island
Chippewas of Mnjikaning First Nation (Rama)
Chippewas of Nawash First Nation
Curve Lake First Nation
Hiawatha First Nation
Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation
Moose Deer Point First Nation
Saugeen First Nation
Wahta Mohawk Territory
Wasauksing First Nation

Sample contact letters are enclosed. The contact list was received from the Indian
and Northern Affairs Canada Specific Claims Branch.



Environmental Unit Page 2 of 2
March 16, 2009

If you have any questions about the Class EA, or know of any additional First Nation
bands that should be included in the circulation, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.mayberry@rjburnside.comj at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or Mr. Richard Spraggs
(rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Yours truly,

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Steve Gendron
Enc. Sample Letter

Key Plan
Detailed Project Plan

cc: Richard Spraggs, P.Eng, Director of Public Works

090310 FN letter INAC - Nottawa

2009-03-16 10:04 AM



R.J. Bumside & Associates Limited 3 Roneii Crescent Coiiingwood ON L9Y 4J6 Canada

telephone (705) 446-0515 fax (705) 446-2399 web www.dbumslde.com

March 16, 2009

Via: Mail

Aboriginal Relations and Ministry Partnerships Division
Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs
9th Floor, 160 Bloor St E
Toronto ON M7A2E6

Re: Environmental Assessment — First Nations Consultation
Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

To Whom It May Concern,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future
wastewater collection and treatment options for the community of Nottawa. The
following First Nation bands have been contacted for their input:

Beausoleil First Nation
Chippewas of Georgina Is land
Chippewas of Mnjikaning First Nation (Rama)
Chippewas of Nawash First Nation
Curve Lake First Nation
Hiawatha First Nation
Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation
Moose Deer Point First Nation
Saugeen First Nation
Wahta Mohawk Territory
Wasauksing First Nation

Sample contact letters are enclosed. The contact list was received from the Indian
and Northern Affairs Canada Specific Claims Branch.



Aboriginal Relations and Ministry Partnerships Division Page 2 of 2

March 16, 2009

If you have any questions about the Class EA, or know of any additional First Nation
bands that should be included in the circulation, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.mayberry(rjburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or Mr. Richard Spraggs
(rspraggs(cIearviewtwp. on. ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Yours truly,

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Steve Gendron
Enc. Sample Letter

Key Plan
Detailed Project Plan

cc: Richard Spraggs, P.Eng, Director of Public Works

090313 FN letter MOAA - Nottawa

2009-03-16 10:17 AM
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Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288
Stayner, Ontario
LOM iSO

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Beausoleil First Nation
1 Ogema Street
Christian Island, ON LOK 1 CO

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community ofNottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.rnayberry(arjburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs@:clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

-2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM



Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288
Stayner, Ontario
LOM iSO

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Chippewas of Georgina Island
RR 2
P0 Box N-13
Sutton West, ON LOE 1RO

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community ofNottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.mayberrv@rjburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

—2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM



Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288
Stayner, Ontario
LOM iSO

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Chippewas of Mnjikaning First Nation (Rama)
5884 Rama Road
Suite 200
Rama, ON LOK iTO

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community ofNottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.rnayberrv(rjburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

—2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM



Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288
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March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Chippewas ofNawash First Nation
RR 5
Wiarton, ON NOH 2T0

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community ofNottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.niayberry@riburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs@,clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

—2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM



Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwo.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288

ntario

[1EARVIEWTOWNSHIP7
E194

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Curve Lake First Nation
22 Winookeeda Road
Curve Lake, ON KOL lRO

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community ofNottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Coflingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.niayberrv@rjburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

-2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM



Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288
Stayner, Ontario
LOM iSO

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Hiawatha First Nation
123 Paudash Street
Hiawatha, ON KOL 2G0

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Bumside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community ofNottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.rnayberry@rjburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs2i)clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

—282 1843
2009.03-13 9:59 AM



Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288

ntario
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March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation
22521 Island Road
RR# 5
Port Periy, ON L9L 1B6

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community ofNottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.rnayberrv@rjburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggsi),c1earviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

-2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM



Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.ciearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288
Stayner, Ontario
LOM iSO

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Moose Deer Point First Nation
3719 Twelve Mile Bay Rd.
P0 BOX 119
Mactier, ON POC 1HO

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Bumside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community ofNottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.mayberrv(irjburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs@,clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

—2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM



Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288

ntario

[CLEARVIEW TOWNSHIP IE1994

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Saugeen First Nation
No.29 Highway #21
R.R. #1
Southampton, ON NOH 2LO

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community ofNottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.mayberrv@,rjburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs@,clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

—2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM



Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288
Stayner, Ontario
LOM iSO

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Wahta Mohawk Territory
P0 BOX 260
Baja, ON POC lAO

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community ofNottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.rnayberrv2rjburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggsc1earviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

-2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM



Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288
Stayner, Ontario
LOM iSO

March 12, 2009

Via: Mail

Wasauksing First Nation
P0 Box 250
Parry Sound, ON P2A 2X4

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has retained R.J. Bumside & Associates Limited to
undertake a Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater
collection and treatment options for the community ofNottawa. The Township wishes to
update you on the status of this Class EA project, and provide you with the opportunity to
comment.

The Class EA has been completed to the end of Phase 2 of the Municipal Class EA
process. The Township has identified the preferred servicing solution as construction of
a gravity sewer collection system within the Community ofNottawa going to a pump
station and forcemain to convey the wastewater to the Town of Collingwood wastewater
collection system. The treatment aspect of the sewage will be accomplished by the Town
of Collingwood at their existing Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The Township of Clearview has an agreement in principle with the Town of Collingwood
for this proposed solution. All construction for this project is to take place within
municipal Rights-of-Way and utility corridors within the Township of Clearview and the
Town of Collingwood. We have included a key plan of the project area and a detailed
plan of the proposed project location with this letter.



Please forward any comments that you may have on this project within thirty (30) days of
this letter.

If you have any questions about the Class EA, please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.rnayberry(Vrjburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned
(rspraggs(c1earviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Enc. Project File Report (Hard Copy and Digital copy)

Key Plan

Detailed Project Plan

Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

—2821843
2009-03-13 9:59 AM



R.J. Burnslde & Associates Umited 3 Ronell Crescent Collingwood ON L9Y 4J6 Canada
telephone (705) 446-0515 tax (705) 446-2399 web www.rjbumside.com

L( BuiNsIDE
[THE DIFFERENCE IS OUR PEOPLE]

May 14, 2009

Via: Email

Environmental Unit
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada
8th Floor
25 St. Clair Avenue East
Toronto, Ontario
M4T 1M2

Re: Environmental Assessment — First Nations Consultation
Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

To Whom It May Concern,

The Township of Clearview has contacted eleven First Nations for their input on the
Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater collection
and treatment options for the community of Nottawa. The comment period for these
bands was voluntarily extended by the Township of Clearview to May 30, 2009, and a
sample of the contact letter issued to provide notice of the extended comment period
is enclosed. The letter was issued to the following First Nations:

Beausoleil First Nation
Chippewas of Georgina Island
Chippewas of Mnjikaning First Nation (Rama)
Chippewas of Nawash First Nation
Curve Lake First Nation
Hiawatha First Nation
Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation
Moose Deer Point First Nation
Saugeen First Nation
Wahta Mohawk Territory
Wasauksing First Nation



Environmental Unit Page 2 of 2
May 14, 2009

If you have any questions about the Class EA please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.mayberry(riburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or Mr. Richard Spraggs
(rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Yours truly,

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Steve Gendron
Enc. Sample Letter

cc: Richard Spraggs, P.Eng, Director of Public Works

090511 P14 letter INAC 2 - Nottawa

2009-05-14 10:34 AM



R.J. Bumside & Associates LimIted 3 RonelI Crescent Colllngwood ON L9Y 4J6 Canada

telephone (705) 446.0515 tax (705)446.2399 web www.rjburnslde.com

K BuRNsIDE
[THE DIFFERENCE IS ouR P EOPLEj

May 14, 2009

Via: Email

Aboriginal Relations and Ministry Partnerships Division
Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs
9th Floor
160 Bloor St E
Toronto, ON
M7A 2E6

Re: Environmental Assessment — First Nations Consultation
Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

To Whom It May Concern,

The Township of Clearview has contacted eleven First Nations for their input on the
Class Environmental Assessment (“Class EA”) to assess future wastewater collection
and treatment options for the community of Nottawa. The comment period for these
bands was voluntarily extended by the Township of Clearview to May 30, 2009, and a
sample of the contact letter issued to provide notice of the extended comment period
is enclosed. The letter was issued to the following First Nations:

Beausoleil First Nation
Chippewas of Georgina Island
Chippewas of Mnjikaning First Nation (Rama)
Chippewas of Nawash First Nation
Curve Lake First Nation
Hiawatha First Nation
Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation
Moose Deer Point First Nation
Saugeen First Nation
Wahta Mohawk Territory
Wasauksing First Nation



Aboriginal Relations and Ministry Partnerships Division Page 2 of 2
May 14, 2009

If you have any questions about the Class EA please contact Mr. Bob Mayberry
(bob.mayberrv@rjburnside.com) at (705) 446-0515 x 389, or Mr. Richard Spraggs
(rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-6230 x 243.

Yours truly,

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

s_ GL
Steve Gendron
Enc. Sample Letter

cc: Richard Spraggs, P.Eng, Director of Public Works

090313 FN letter MOAA - Nottawa

2009-05-14 10:33 AM



Administration
217 Gideon Stzet
P.O. Box 200
Stayner, Ontario
LOM ISO

May 12, 2009

Via: Email

Pbone (705) 428-6230
Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca

Fax (705) 428-0288

Beausoleil First Nation
1 Ogema Street
Christian Island ON LOK 1CO

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bob.mayberrv@rjbtirnside.com) at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rspraegs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

F0ç: Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Steve Gendron, R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

i

090511 FN Letter#2 Nottawa
2009-05-12 3:21 :00 PM



Administration
217 Gideon Street
P.O. Box 200
Stayner, Ontario
LOM iSO

May 12, 2009

Via: Email

Re:

Dear Chief and Council,

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

090511 FN Letter#2 Nottawa
2009-05-12 3:21 :00 PM

I

Phone (705) 428-6230
Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca

Fax (705) 428-0288

I cIJARVthWTOWNSIIIP
1194

Chippewas of Georgina Island
RR2 P0 Box N-13
Sutton West ON LOE 1RO

Attention: Chief and Council

Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bob.mayberrv@rjburnside.com) at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Steve Gendron, R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario



Administration
217 Gideon Street
P.O. Box 200
Stayner, Ontario
LOM ISO

May 12, 2009

Via: Email

Curve Lake First Nation
22 Winookeeda Road
Curve Lake ON KOL 1RO

Re:

Dear Chief and Council,

Ptione (705) 428-6230
Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca

Fax (705) 428-0288

• ‘‘

Attention: Chief and Council

Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bob.mayberry@riburnside.com) at
(705) 4.46-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rspras@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Steve Gendron, R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

Yours truly,

Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

090511 FN Letter#2 Nottawa

2009-05-12 3:21 :00 PM



Administration
217 Gideon Street
P.O. Box 200
Stayner, Ontario
LOM iSO

May 12, 2009

Via: Email

Re:

Dear Chief and Council,

Pbone (705) 428-6230
Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca

Fax (105) 428-0288

I QEARVffW1UWNSIilP Il9

Chippewas of Mnjikaning First Nation (Rania)
5884 Rama Road Suite 200
Rama ON LOK iTO

Attention: Chief and Council

Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bob.mayberry@rjbumside.com) at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Steve Gendron, R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

Yours truly,

sL c
For: Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

090511 FN Letter#2 Nottawa
2009-05-12 3:21 :00 PM



Administration
217 Gideon Street
P.O. Box 200
Stayner, Ontario
LOM ISO

May 12, 2009

Via: Email

Re:

Phone (705) 428-6230
Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca

Fax (705) 428-0288

L°1’1

Chippewas of Nawash First Nation
RR 5
Wiarton ON N0H 2T0

Attention: Chief and Council

Township of Clearvlew Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bob.mayberrv@rjbuniside.com) at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Steve Gendron, R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

Yours truly,

G
F,r: Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

090511 FN Letter#2 Nottawa

2009-05-12 3:21:00 PM

Dear Chief and Council,



Administration
2llGideonStreet
P.O. Box 200
Stayner, Ontario
LOM iSO

Phone (705) 428-6230
Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca

Fax (705) 428-0288

May 12, 2009

Via: Email

Hiawatha First Nation
123 Paudash Street
Hiawatha ON KOL 200

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mi. Bob Mayberry (bob.mavberrv@rjburnside.com) at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

- G
F Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Steve Gendron, R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario
090511 FN Letter#2 Nottawa
2009-05-12 3:21 :00 PM

e bb Li .1



Administration
217 Gideon Street
P.O. Box 200
Stayner, Ontario
1DM iSO

May 12,2009

Via: Email

Re:

Dear Chief and Council,

Phone (705) 428-6230
Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca

Fax (705) 428-0288

qAI1T1JwNsHIP

Moose Deer Point First Nation
3719 Twelve Mile Bay Rd. P0 BOX 119
Mactier ON POC 1HO

Attention: Chief and Council

Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bob.mayberrv@riburnside.com) at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Steve Gendron, R.3. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

Yours truly,

s
Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

090511 FF4 Letter#2 Nottawa
2009-05-12 3:21 :00 PM



Administration
217 Gideon Street
P.O. Box 200
Stayner, Ontario
LOM ISO

May 12, 2009

Via: Email

Re:

Dear Chief and Council,

Phone (705) 428-6230
Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca

Fax (705) 428-0288

I U1ARVI!JWNSIilP I

Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation
22521 Island Road RR# 5
Port Perry ON L9L 1B6

Attention: Chief and Council

Township of Clearvlew Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bobmavberrv@rjburnside.com at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rsprafls@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705)428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., RI Burnside & Associates Limited

Steve Gendron, R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

Yours truly,

sL GJ
. Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

090511 FN Letter#2 Notta
2009-05-12 3:21:00 PM



Administration
217 Gideon Stzeet
P.O. Box 200
Stayner, Ontario
LOM ISO

May 12, 2009

Via: Email

Re:

/1 -w
Phone (705) 428-6230

Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
Fax (705) 428-0288

I CLEARVIEW TOWNSHIP]

Saugeen First Nation
No.29 Highway #21 R.R. #1
Southampton ON NOH 2W

Attention: Chief and Council

Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bob.mayberrv@rjbumside.com) at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., Ri. Burnside & Associates Limited

Steve Gendron, R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

Yours truly,

F0r Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

Dear Chief and Council,

090511 FN Letter#2 Nottawa

2009-05-12 3:21 :00 PM



Administration Phone (705) 428-6230
217 Gideon Street Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca
P.O. Box 200 Fax (705) 428-0288
Stayner, Ontario
LOM iSO

* 4$ :i i

May 12, 2009

Via: Email

Wasauksing First Nation
P0 Box 250
Parry Sound ON P2A 2X4

Attention: Chief and Council

Re: Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

Dear Chief and Council,

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bob.mayberrv@ribumside.com) at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

-

Fot; Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Steve Gendron, R.3. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario
090511 FN Lattar#2 Nottawa
2009-05-12 3:21:00 PM



Administration
217 Gideon Street
P.O. Box 200
Stayner, Ontario
LOM ISO

Phone (705) 428-6230
Web site www.clearviewtwp.on.ca

Fax (705) 428-0288

Mayl2,2009

Via: Email

Wahta Mohawk Territory
P0 BOX 260
Bala ON POC lAO

Re:

Dear Chief and Council,

I CIL4RVthWTOWNSfflPj
L k.&A 1994

Attention: Chief and Council

Township of Clearview Class Environmental Assessment
Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment
File No. MGE 08394

The Township of Clearview has extended the comment period for the Nottawa Long-
Term Wastewater Collection and Treatment Class Environmental Assessment to May 30,
2009. Please provide any comments on this project by this date.

Should you require any further information or require a meeting to discuss this project,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Bob Mayberry (bob.mayberry@rjbtirnside.com) at
(705) 446-0515 x 389, or the undersigned (rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca) at (705) 428-
6230 x 243.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

cc: Robert H. Mayberry, P.Eng., RI. Burnside & Associates Limited

Steve Gendron, Ri. Burnside & Associates Limited

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ontario

Yours truly,

For Richard Spraggs, P.Eng

090511 FN Letter#2 Nottawa
2009-05-12 3:21 :00 PM
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Cnippevas of AMA
f9r5t tbjation

A Proud Progressive First Nation Community

March 30, 2009

Cleaxview Township
217 Gideon Street
P.O Box 200
Staynez ON LOM iSO

Dear ML Spragga:

t’ 4 d

5’1aiL 6..wc ‘f5 M&g 9c

__

4w/c7
5884 Rama Road, SuIts 200

Rama, Ontario LOK iTO

1 705.325.3611 F 705.325.0879

As a member of the Williams Treaties First Nations, Rama First Nation acknowledges

receipt ofyour letter of March 12, 2009, which was received on March 17, 2009.

A copy of your letter has been forwarded to Karry S dy-McKenzie, Barrister & Solicitor,

Coordinator for WD1i2m Treaties First Nations for further review and response directly to

you. Ms. Sandy’s address is 8 Creawick Court Barrie, ON MM 2J7 and her telephone

number is (705) 792-5087.

We appreciate your tidng the time to share this important information with us.

Sincerely,

Chief Sharon Stnson Henry

c: Council, First Nation
Jeff Hewitt, General Counsel
Karry Sandy-McKenzie, Barrister & Solicitor
ChiefRodney Monague Jr., Portfolio Chief for Will’L?na Treaty Nations

SSH/sw

AT

APR 116 2O

Attention; Richard Spragga, P. :E:rig.
— ..-. —-------•——-—- —

iie Nottawa Long-Term Wastewater Conection and Treatment Class EA

www.ramafirstnation..ca
TflT D



Re: Environmental Assessments for Nottawa and Stayner MGE08394 Page 1 of 3

Re: Environmental Assessments for Nottawa and Stayner MGE08394
Kelly LaRocca
to:
Steve.Gendron
2009-04-17 10:08 AM
Show Details

History: This message has been forwarded.

Wonderful. Please feel free to send me email packages in future.

Yours truly,

Kelly Larocca

Original Message
From: Steve Gendron <Steve.Gendron@rjburnside.com>
To: Kelly LaRocca
Cc: File Collingwood <FileCollingwoodirjbumside.com>; rspragsclearviewtwp.on.ca <rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca>;
Bob Mayberry <Bob.Mavberrv@ijburnside.com>; Don McNalty <Don.McNaltv@ijbumside.com>
Sent: Fri Apr17 10:01:34 2009
Subject: Re: Environmental Assessments for Nottawa and Stayner MGE08394

Ms. LaRocca,

Thank you for your response. In order to ensure you receive copies of the
packages in a reasonable timeframe, I believe the most expedient approach
will be to email digital copies. Please find digital copies of the Nottawa
Environmental Assessment package attached to this email. The Stayner Class
Environmental Assessment package will follow in a subsequent email.

Regards,
Steve Gendron, B.ESc
R.J. Burnside & Associates
3 Ronell Crescent
Collingwood, Ontario
L9Y 4J6
Tel: (705) 446-0515
Fax: (705) 446-2399
Toll Free: 1-888-240-4508

(See attached file: 090417 Scugog letter - Nottawa.pdf)(See attached file:
090331 Detailed Project Plan - Nottawa.PDF)(See attached file: 090331 Key
Plan.PDF)(See attached file: 081205 Nottawa Sewage PFR.pdf)

“Kelly LaRocca”
<klaroccascugogf
irstnation.com> To

<Steve.Gendron@rjburnside.com>
2009-04-1605:11 cc
PM

Subject
Environmental Assessments for
Nottawa and Stayner

file://C:\Documents and Settings\sgendron\Local Settings\Temp\notes9F68O1 \—web737 1.... 2009-05-21



Re: Environmental Assessments for Nottawa and Stayner MGE08394 Page 2 of 3

Dear Steve,

Thank you for contacting my office. I have been away at meetings since our
last discussion, but did not forget about your request.

I have looked but cannot locate the said EA’s. I would appreciate as a
courtesy if you would be so kind as to re-send them to my attention.

Please contact me directly should you wish to discuss the matter of my
request.

Yours vezy truly,

Kelly LaRocca
Councillor
Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation
22521 Island Rd
Port Perry, ON, L9L 1B6
Phone: 905-985-3337 ext. 232
Fax: 905-985-8828
Email: kIaroccascugofirsthation.com

Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation Notice &
Disclaimer
This e-mail, and any attachments thereto, is
intended only for use by the addressee(s) named
herein and may contain legally privileged and/or
confidential information. If you are not the
intended recipient of this e-mail, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination, distribution or
copying or this e-mail, and any attachments thereto
is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
e-mail in error, you are required to immediately
notify me by telephone (above) and permanently
delete the original and any copy of this e-mail and
any printout thereof

Disclaimer added by CodeTwo Exchange Rules
www.codetwo.com

Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation Notice & Disclaimer
This e-mail, and any attachments thereto, is intended only for use by the
addressee(s) named herein and may contain legally privileged and/or
confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail,

file://C:\Documents and Settings\sgendron\Local Settings\Temp\notes9F68O 1\--web737 1.... 2009-05-21



RE: Class Environmental Assessments for Nottawa and Stayner MGE
08394
Jamie Kozlinsky to: Steve Gendron 2009-04-16 02:49 PM

Hi there: I have forwarded this message on to Kelly LaRocca, as well
as, Chief Tracy Gauthier and the other Councillor — Della Charles. You
should hear back from one of them.

Jamie Kozlinsky
Receptionist
Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation
22521 Island Rd.
Port Perry, ON, L9L 1B6
Phone: (905) 985—3337 ext. 221
Fax: (905) 985—8828
Email: jkozlinsky@scugogfirstnation.com

Original Message
From: Steve Gendron [mailto:Steve.Gendron@rjburnside.coml
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 2:31 PM
To: Jamie Kozlinsky
Cc: File Collingwood
Subject: Class Environmental Assessments for Nottawa and Stayner MGE
08394

Hello,

I have previously contacted your office to confirm whether you had
received
the Class Environmental Assessments for Nottawa and Stayner, mailed
March
13, 2009. I spoke with Ms. Kelly LaRocca, and she noted that she would
look through the files and get back to me.

I have not yet had a response, so I was wondering if someone could
confirm
receipt for me?

Regards,
Steve Gendron, B.ESc
R.J. Burnside & Associates
3 Ronell Crescent
Collingwood, Ontario
L9Y 4J6
Tel: (705) 446—0515
Fax: (705) 446—2399
Toll Free: 1—888—240—4508

Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation NOTICE & DISCLAIMER



Steve Gendron To: jroot@sauaeenfirstnation.ca

04•44 PM cc: rspragasclearviewtwo.on.ca, Bob Mayberry/RJBRJB, File
Collingwood/RJB@RJB, Don McNalty/RJBRJB

Subject: Nottawa Class Environmental Assessment RJB: MGE
08394

Ms. Janice Root,

On behalf of the Township of Clearview, RJ Bumside & Associates Limited mailed out two Class
Environmental Assessment packages to your office. These packages were concerning the communities
of Nottawa and Stayner, respectively. The packages were mailed on March 13, 2009. I have contacted
the receptionist at your office, and been informed that neither of the packages have been received, as of
yet. In order to ensure you receive copies of the packages in a reasonable timeframe, we are emailing
digital copies to your attention.

Please find digital copies of the Nottawa Environmental Assessment package attached to this email. The
Stayner Class Environmental Assessment package will follow in a subsequent email.

Regards,
Steve Gendron, B.ESc
R.J. Burnside & Associates
3 Ronell Crescent
Collingwood, Ontario
L9Y4J6
Tel: (705) 446-0515
Fax: (705) 446-2399
Toll Free: 1-888-240-4508

090401 Saugeen FN Letter - Nottawa.pdf

081205 Nottawa Sewage PFR.pdl

090331 Key Plan. PDF

090331 Detailed Project Plan - Nottawa.PDF



RE: Nottawa Class Environmental Assessment RJB: MGE 08394
Janet Root to: Steve Gendron 2009-04-16 02:44 PM

This will acknowledge receipt of your emails. I have redirected these
to the SON Environmental Office do Jake Linklater, phone number
519—534—5570.

Original Message
From: Steve Gendron [mailto:Steve.Gendron@rjburnside.comj
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 2:14 PM
To: Janet Root
Cc: File Collingwood
Subject: Fw: Nottawa Class Environmental Assessment RJB: MGE 08394

Ms. Janice Root,

I would just like to confirm that you received my previous emails (sent
April 1, 2009) with the digital copies of the Environmental Assessments
for
Nottawa and Stayner.

Regards,
Steve Gendron

Forwarded by Steve Gendron/RJB on 2009-04-16 02:13 PM

Steve Gendron/RJB

2009—04—06 02:18

PM jroot@saugeenfirstnation.ca

File Collingwood/RJB@RJB

Subject
Fw: Nottawa Class Environmental

Assessment
RiB:

MGE 08394



Ms. Janice Root,

I would just like to confirm that you received my two previous emails
(sent
April 1, 2009) with the digital copies of the Environmental Assessments
for
Nottawa and Stayner.

Regards,
Steve Gendron

Forwarded by Steve Gendron/RJB on 2009—04-06 02:16 PM

Steve Gendron/RJB

2009—04—01 04:44

PM jroot@saugeenfirstnation.ca

rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on. ca, Bob

Mayberry/RJB@RJB, File

Collingwood/RJB@RJB, Don

McNalty/RJB@RJB

Subj ect
Nottawa Class Environmental

Assessment
RJB:

MGE 08394



Ms. Janice Root,

On behalf of the Township of Clearview, RJ Burnside & Associates Limited
mailed out two Class Environmental Assessment packages to your office.
These packages were concerning the communities of Nottawa and Stayner,
respectively. The packages were mailed on March 13, 2009. I have
contacted the receptionist at your office, and been informed that
neither
of the packages have been received, as of yet. In order to ensure you
receive copies of the packages in a reasonable timeframe, we are
emailing
digital copies to your attention.

Please find digital copies of the Nottawa Environmental Assessment
package
attached to this email. The Stayner Class Environmental Assessment
package
will follow in a subsequent email.

Regards,
Steve Gendron, B.ESc
R.J. Burnside & Associates
3 Ronell Crescent
Collingwood, Ontario
L9Y 4J6
Tel: (705) 446—0515
Fax: (705) 446—2399
Toll Free: 1—888—240—4508

[attachment “090401 Saugeen FN Letter - Nottawa.pdf” deleted by Steve
Gendron /RJB]

[attachment “081205 Nottawa Sewage PFR.pdf” deleted by Steve
Gendron/RJB]
[attachment “090331 Key Plan.PDF” deleted by Steve Gendron/RJB]
[attachment “090331 Detailed Project Plan — Nottawa.PDF” deleted by
Steve
Gendron/RJB)



Steve Gendron To: lcarr@hiawathafn.ca

2009 03 31 02•08 PM
cc: rsDraaps(clearvieWtWp.on.ca, Bob Mayberry/RJBRJB, Don

- -

McNaIty/RJBRJB, File CoUingwood/RJBR.JB
Subject: Nottawa Class Environmental Assessment RJB: MGE

08394

Chief Laurie Carr,

As per our conversation on March 30th, please find digital copies of the Nottawa Environmental
Assessment package (hard copies previously mailed to your office) attached to this email. The Stayner
Class Environmental Assessment package will follow in a subsequent email.

Regards,
Steve Gendron, B.ESc
R.J. Burnside & Associates
3 Ronell Crescent
Collingwood, Ontario
L9Y4J6
Tel: (705) 446-0515
Fax: (705) 446-2399
Toll Free: 1-888-240-4508

090331 Hiawatha FN Letter Nottawa.pdf

081205 Nottawa Sewage PFR.pdf

090331 Key Plan.PDF

090331 Detailed Proect Plan - Nottawa.PDF



Re: Nottawa Class Environmental Assessment RJB: MGE08394
lcarr to: Steve Gendron 2009-04-06 06:14 PM
Please respond to lcarr

Hi Steve,

Yes I did receive them..thank you!!

Laurie
Original Message

From: Steve Gendron
To: lcarr@hiawathafn. ca
Cc: File Collingwood
Subject: Fw: Nottawa Class Environmental Assessment RJB:
MGE 08394
Sent: Apr 6, 2009 2:14 PM

Chief Laurie Carr,

I would just like to confirm that you received my two previous emails (sent
March 31, 2009) with the digital copies of the Environmental Assessments we
discussed on the phone.

Regards,
Steve Gendron

Forwarded by Steve Gendron/RJB on 2009—04-06 02:13 PM

Steve Gendron/RJB

2009—03—31 02:08 To
PM lcarr@hiawathafn.ca

cc
rspraggs@clearviewtwp.on.ca, Bob
Mayberry/RJB@RJB, Don
McNalty/RJB@RJB, File
Coll ingwood/RJB@RJB

Subject
Nottawa Class Environmental
Assessment RJ:
MGE 08394

Chief Laurie Carr,

As per our conversation on March 30th, please find digital copies of the
Nottawa Environmental Assessment package (hard copies previously mailed to
your office) attached to this email. The Stayner Class Environmental



Assessment package will follow in a subsequent emaiL

Regards,
Steve Gendron, B.ESc
R.J. Burnside & Associates
3 Ronell Crescent
Collingwood, Ontario
L9Y 4J6
Tel: (705) 446—0515
Fax: (705) 446—2399
Toll Free: 1—888—240—4508

[attachment “090331 Hiawatha FN Letter Nottawa.pdf” deleted by Steve
Gendron/RJB]
[attachment “081205 Nottawa Sewage PFR.pdf” deleted by Steve Gendron/RJB]
[attachment “090331 Key Plan.PDF” deleted by Steve Gendron/RJB]
[attachment “090331 Detailed Project Plan - Nottawa.PDF” deleted by Steve
Gendron/RJB]

Sent wirelessly from my BlackBerry device on the Bell network.

Envoyé sans fil par mon terminal mobile BlackBerry sur le réseau de Bell.



Richard Spraggs

From: Steve Gendron [Steve.Gendron@rjburnside.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2009 5:14 PM
To: nimkee-wil@zeuter.com
Cc: Bob Mayberry; Richard Spraggs; File CoNingwood
Subject: Township of Clearview - Nottawa Wastewater Class EA - Extension of comment period MGE

08394

WFN -

iottawa.PDF (24 KB

Attached, please find a letter regarding the extension of comment period for the Nottawa
Long Term Wastewater Class Environmental Assessment.

Regards,
Steve Gendron

(See attached file: WFN
- Nottawa.PDF)

This message has been scanned for viruses and dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



Richard Spraggs

From: Steve Gendron [Steve.Gendron@rjburnside.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2009 5:14 PM
To: linda@iroquoiscranberries.com
Cc: Bob Mayberry; Richard Spraggs; File Collingwood
Subject: Township of Clearview - Nottawa Wastewater Class EA - Extension of comment period MGE

08394

WMT -

Iottawa.PDF (25 KB

Attached, please find a letter regarding the extension of comment period for the Nottawa
Long Term Wastewater Class Environmental Assessment.

Regards,
Steve Gendron

(See attached file: WMT - Nottawa.PDF)

This message has been scanned for viruses and dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



Richard Spraggs

From: Steve Gendron [Steve.Gendron@rjburnside.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2009 5:13 PM
To: jroot@saugeenfirstnation.ca
Cc: Bob Mayberry; Richard Spraggs; File Collingwood
Subject: Township of Clearview - Nottawa Wastewater Class EA - Extension of comment period MGE

08394

SFN - Nottawa.PDF
(25 KB)

Attached, please find a letter regarding the extension of comment period for the Nottawa
Long Term Wastewater Class Environmental Assessment.

Regards,
Steve Gendron

(See attached file: SFN - Nottawa.PDF)

This message has been scanned for viruses and dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



Richard Spraggs

From: Steve Gendron [Steve.Gendron@rjburnside.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2009 5:12 PM
To: chief@ moosedeerpoint.com
Cc: Bob Mayberry; Richard Spraggs; File Collingwood
Subject: Township of Clearview - Nottawa Wastewater Class EA - Extension of comment period MGE

08394

MDPFN -

Iottawa.PDF (25 KB

Attached, please find a letter regarding the extension of comment period for the Nottawa
Long Term Wastewater Class Environmental Assessment.

Regards,
Steve Gendron

(See attached file: MDPFN - Nottawa.PDF)

This message has been scanned for viruses and dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



Richard Spraggs

From: Steve Gendron [Steve.Gendron@rjburnside.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2009 5:11 PM
To: klarocca@scugogfirstnation.com
Cc: Bob Mayberry; Richard Spraggs; File Collingwood
Subject: Township of Clearview - Nottawa Wastewater Class EA - Extension of comment period MGE

08394

MSIFN -

ottawa.PDF (25 KB

Attached, please find a letter regarding the extension of comment period for the Nottawa
Long Term Wastewater Class Environmental Assessment.

Regards,
Steve Gendron

(See attached file: MSIFN - Nottawa.PDF)

This message has been scanned for viruses and dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



Richard Spraggs

From: Steve Gendron [Steve.Gendron@rjburnside.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2009 5:10 PM
To: lcarr@ hiawathafn.ca
Cc: Bob Mayberry; Richard Spraggs; File Collingwood
Subject: Township of Clearview - Nottawa Wastewater Class EA - Extension of comment period MGE

08394

HFN - Nottawa.PDF
(24 KB)

Attached, please find a letter regarding the extension of comment period for the Nottawa
Long Term Wastewater Class Environmental Assessment.

Regards,
Steve Gendron

(See attached file: HFN - Nottawa.PDF)

This message has been scanned for viruses and dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



Richard Spraggs

From: Steve Gendron [Steve.Gendron@rjburnside.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2009 5:09 PM
To: manager@curvelakefn.com
Cc: Bob Mayberry; Richard Spraggs; File Collingwood
Subject: Township of Clearview - Nottawa Wastewater Class EA - Extension of comment period MGE

08394

CLFN -

ottawa.PDF (25 KB

Attached, please find a letter regarding the extension of comment period for the Nottawa
Long Term Wastewater Class Environmental Assessment.

Regards,
Steve Gendron

(See attached file: CLFN - Nottawa.PDF)

This message has been scanned for viruses and dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



Richard Spraggs

From: Steve Gendron [Steve.Gendron@rjburnside.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2009 5:09 PM
To: nawash @the-matrix.ca
Cc: Bob Mayberry; Richard Spraggs; File Collingwood
Subject: Township of Clearview - Nottawa Wastewater Class EA - Extension of comment period MGE

08394

CNFN -

iottawa.PDF (25 KB

Attached, please find a letter regarding the extension of comment period for the Nottawa
Long Term Wastewater Class Environmental Assessment.

Regards,
Steve Gendron

(See attached file: CNFN - Nottawa.PDF)

This message has been scanned for viruses and dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



Richard Spraggs

From: Steve Gendron [Steve.Gendron@rjburnside.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2009 5:08 PM
To: chief@ramafirstnation.ca
Cc: Bob Mayberry; Richard Spraggs; File Collingwood
Subject: Township of Clearview - Nottawa Wastewater Class EA - Extension of comment period MGE

08394

CMFN -

ottawa.PDF (25 KB

Attached, please find a letter regarding the extension of comment period for the Nottawa
Long Term Wastewater Class Environmental Assessment.

Regards,
Steve Gendron

(See attached file: CMFN - Nottawa.PDF)

This message has been scanned for viruses and dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



Richard Spraggs

From: Steve Gendron [Steve.Gendron@rjburnside.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2009 5:04 PM
To: jtaylor@georginaisland.com
Cc: Bob Mayberry; Richard Spraggs; File Collingwood
Subject: Township of Clearview - Nottawa Wastewater Class EA - Extension of comment period MGE

08394

CGIFN -

ottawa.PDF (24 KB

Attached, please find a letter regarding the extension of comment period for the Nottawa
Long Term Wastewater Class Environmental Assessment.

Regards,
Steve Gendron

(See attached file: CGIFN - Nottawa.PDF)

This message has been scanned for viruses and dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.



Richard Spraggs

From: Steve Gendron [Steve.Gendron@rjburnside.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2009 5:03 PM
To: council@chimnissing.ca
Cc: Bob Mayberry; Richard Spraggs; File Collingwood
Subject: Township of Clearview - Nottawa Wastewater Class EA - Extension of comment period MGE

08394

BFN - Nottawa.PDF
(24 KB)

Attached, please find a letter regarding the extension of comment period for the Nottawa
Long Term Wastewater Class Environmental Assessment.

Regards,
Steve Gendron

(See attached file: BFN - Nottawa.PDF)

This message has been scanned for viruses and dangerous content by VPNetworks(2), and is
believed to be clean.
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Project File Report — Receipt Log

March 26
Beausoleil - Left voicemail message
Georgina Island - Main receptionist away/Please call back Monday
Rama - Received both packages/Chief Sharon Stinson Henry will issue response letters
Nawash - Received both packages/Comments may come from Saugeen Ojibway Nation
Environment Office - (519) 534-5507
Curve Lake - Received both packages/Councillor Ed Coppaway is the contact for EAs
Hiawatha - left voicemail message with Chief Laurie Carr (contact for EAs)
Scugog Island - Have received at least one package/left message with Chief Tracy Gauthier
Moose Deer Point - Nothing received yet, but they haven’t picked up mail recently/Call back
Monday/Chief Barron King is the contact for EAs
Saugeen First Nation - Left voicemail message
Wahta Mohawk - Linda Commandant advises she is the contact, and has received both packages
Wasauking - Chief Councillor Shane Tabobandung is the contact for EAs/Call back Monday

March 30
Beausoleil - No answer
Georgina Island - No Answer
Hiawatha - Requested package to be emailed
Scugog - Contact out of office/requested call back on April 2
Moose Deer Point - Contact out of office/requested call back another day
Saugeen - Contact out of office/requested call back another day
Scugog - Contact out of office/requested call back on April 6

March 31
Hiawatha - Emailed packages to EN

April 1
Beausoleil - Left voicemail
Georgina Island - Contact out of office/requested call back on April 6/left voicemail
Moose Deer Point - Both packages received/packages with Chief
Saugeen- No packages received/emailed packages to FN

Aoril 6
Beausoleil - Chief Rod Monague Jr. stated he has a large pile of Class EAs, so he “probably”
received it. Could not confirm, and he indicated that these are low priority at the moment.
Georgina Island - Left voicemail.
Hiawatha - Emailed to confirm digital packages. No response yet.
Scugog - They are looking into it, and will contact me back.
Saugeen - Emailed to confirm digital packages. No response yet.
Wasauksing - Left voicemail.

April 16
Georgina Island - Emailed to confirm.
Scugog — Emailed to confirm.
Saugeen — Confirmed receipt
Wasauksing — Will look and contact me back

April 17
Scugog — Emailed digital packages, confirmed receipt.

April 20
Georgina Island - Confirmed received original copies.
Wasauksing — Confirmed received original copies.
First Nations Communications Record

2009-07-08 8:53:00 AM


