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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

As indicated in Volume 1 of this report, the Township of Algonquin Highlands has completed an Environmental
Assessment in accordance with the Environmental Assessment Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter E.18 to identify the

best solution for long-term waste management within the municipality.

The Township of Algonquin Highlands has completed a comprehensive consultation program in the development
of the Waste Management Plan Environmental Assessment. The consultation program was scheduled such that
seasonal residents in the Township would have an opportunity to attend major Public Consultation Events held at
milestones throughout the process, commencing with the Terms of Reference preparation in 2004, through to the

presentation of the “Preferred Alternative” to the public at Public Consultation Event No. 4 in July 2006.

Several methods of consultation were used by the Township in the development of the Waste Management Plan
in an effort to inform and engage various agencies, groups, and interested parties throughout the Environmental

Assessment process.

It was the objective of the Township of Algonquin Highlands to ensure that the Environmental Assessment
process, the work program, and the consultation program were open and transparent, and that interested parties

could maintain project involvement and knowledge.

The following agencies, groups, and interested parties were informed and engaged in the consultation process:
e The Ontario Ministry of the Environment.

e The Government Review Team.

e First Nations Agencies and Groups.

e The Public.

e Other Agencies and Groups.

Information specific to the comprehensive and successful consultation program is detailed in this report.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

As indicated in Volume 1 of this report, the Township of Algonquin Highlands (the Township) has completed an
Environmental Assessment (EA) in accordance with the Environmental Assessment Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter

E.18 (EAA) to identify the best solution for long-term waste management within the Township.

11 BACKGROUND

In accordance with Section 5.1 of the EAA, the Township was required to consult with interested parties in the
preparation of the Terms of Reference (ToR; SGS, June 4, 2004) and the EA:

“When preparing proposed terms of reference and an environmental assessment, the proponent

shall consult with such persons as may be interested.” 1996, c. 27, s. 3.

The Township has conducted a comprehensive consultation program throughout the EA in the development of
the Waste Management Plan (WMP). The consultation program was scheduled such that seasonal residents in
the Township would have an opportunity to attend major Public Consultation Events (PCE) held at milestones
throughout the process, commencing with the Terms of Reference preparation in 2004, through to the

presentation of the “Preferred Alternative” to the public at PCE No. 4 in July 2006.

1.2 PURPOSE AND SCOPE

The purpose of this Record of Consultation (RoC) is to provide reviewers of the EA Report with an organized
document which demonstrates the level of consultative effort undertaken by the Township in the development of
the WMP, as a requirement of the EAA and as a complement to the various studies completed and documented

in Volume 1 of the EA Report.

The RoC will provide the reviewer with a general description of the methods of consultation undertaken with
various agencies, groups, parties, and the public, and provides supporting documentation to this effect in the

attached Appendices. A methodology of the consultative efforts has been included in Section2.0.
Consultation during the EA was conducted with the following groups:

e The Ontario Ministry of the Environment (MOE) Project Coordination Section of the Environmental

Assessment and Approvals Branch (EAAB), as summarized in Section 3.0.

e Government review agencies on the municipal/regional, provincial, and federal levels, identified as the

Government Review Team (GRT) for the WMP, as summarized in Section 4.0.

e First Nation peoples with interest (land claims, cultural significance, etc.) in the study area (i.e. the Township

of Algonquin Highlands), as summarized in Section 5.0.

Cambium Environmental Inc. Page 1
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e The public, and stakeholder groups in general; specifically to those members of the public and stakeholder

groups that expressed interest in the WMP, as summarized in Section 6.0.

e Other agencies and groups not identified above, as summarized in Section 2.5.

2.0 METHODOLOGY

Several methods of consultation were used by the Township throughout the EA process in an effort to inform and
engage various agencies, groups, and interested parties in the development of the WMP. A summary of these

methods are included in the following sections.

Throughout the development of the WMP it was the Township’s objective to ensure that the process, the work
program, and the consultation program were open and transparent, and that interested parties could maintain

involvement in, and knowledge of, the project.

In consideration of the objective described above, the Township periodically prepared notification documentation
throughout the EA process. The documentation was in the form of summary work plans, in preparation for
pending activities required for a given phase of the EA, and as notification of studies that were proposed for

subsequent phases. These documents include:

e General Work Plan for Initial Studies for Environmental Assessment (GWP), SGS Lakefield Research Limited,
October 2004 (Appendix A).

e Detailed Work Plan for Further Studies for Environmental Assessment (DWP), SGS Lakefield Research
Limited, September 2005 (Appendix B).

Upon completion of the objectives and activities outlined in the GWP and DWP, summary letter reports dated May
19, 2005 and April 21, 2006, respectively, were circulated to the GRT for comment. These summary letter reports

are included in Appendix C, as part of the review agency consultation.

2.1 ONTARIO MINISTRY OF THE ENVIRONMENT

In preparation for the initiation of the EA, the Township met with the MOE in a pre-consultation meeting in
September 2003 to review the various requirements and regulatory aspects of the EAA as it would pertain to this
project. Upon formal commencement of the project in 2003 and the preparation and submission of the ToR in
2004, the MOE assigned a project officer to the EA to provide guidance and assistance in conducting the WMP
development. Appendix C includes information and correspondence from the MOE in relation to the completion
of the EA.

Cambium Environmental Inc. Page 2
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2.2 GOVERNMENT REVIEW TEAM

Consultation with the Government Review Team (GRT) began early in the EA program, with the review of the
draft ToR in early 2004. The GRT was consulted throughout the process through requests for information,
submission of the GWP summary, and submission of the DWP summary. Appendix D includes information and
correspondence from the GRT in relation to the completion of the EA.

2.3 FIRST NATIONS

During the initial consultation with respect to the ToR in 2004, the Ontario Native Affairs Secretariat (ONAS)
advised the Township to consult with Indian and Northern Affairs Canada and the Nipissing First Nation on the

EA. The Township included these three groups in the EA consultation program.

In preparation of the submission of the EA Report, the Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs (MMA; formerly ONAS)
submitted correspondence dated October 3, 2007 which indicated that the expansion of the Maple Lake site in the
Township of Algonquin Highlands appears to be located within an area where a number of First Nations belonging
to the Williams Treaty, as well as Wahta First Nation, have existing or asserted rights. This project could impact
or be of interest to Aboriginal peoples and MAA recommended that the following First Nations groups should be

consulted:

e Wahta Mohawks - Bala, Ontario.

e Curve Lake First Nation - Curve Lake, Ontario.

¢ Chippewas of Mnjikaning (Rama) — Rama, Ontario.

e Alderville First Nation — Roseneath, Ontario.

e Hiawatha First Nation — Keene, Ontario.

e Mississaugas of Scugog Island — Port Perry, Ontario.
e Beausoleil First Nation (Christian Island) — Cedar Point, Ontario.
e Chippewas of Georgina Island — Sutton West, Ontario.
¢ Nipissing First Nation — Garden Village, Ontario.

e Mississaugas of the New Credit — Hagersville, Ontario.

The Township included the above-mentioned ten (10) groups in correspondence from the point of notification of
potential interest in the project onward. In 2009, MAA recommended that the Algonquins of Ontario become a
part of the consultation process, due to current negotiations with Canada and Ontario with respect to a land claim

that covers a portion of eastern Ontario within the Township. The Algonquins of Ontario were immediately sent a

Cambium Environmental Inc. Page 3
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Status Update Letter, which included a summary of the project, identified the Preferred Alternative, and included a
map of the study area. The Algonquins of Ontario were encouraged to request a copy of the Draft EA Report for

review and comment if interested.

Appendix E includes information and correspondence from the First Nations groups regarding the completion of
the EA.

2.4 PUBLIC

The Township has utilized many different resources to ensure that consultation with the public throughout the EA
process has been effective and useful. Since the Township used public comment and opinion in the screening of
the Alternatives To the Undertaking, public interest and comment was vital to the support of the WMP
development. Appendix F includes information and correspondence with respect to consultation with the public in

relation to the completion of the EA.

2.4.1 PUBLIC CONSULTATION EVENTS

As indicated in Section 1.1, the Township hosted a total of four (4) Public Consultation Events (PCE) during the
course of the EA. PCE No. 1 was held during the preparation of the ToR, and the subsequent three PCEs were

held during the EA at appropriate milestones in the development of the project.
The format for each PCE was as follows:

e Aslide presentation was given outlining the key aspects of the EA process, the results of any technical work
studies completed to date, requirements for additional studies, importance of public involvement, and next
steps in the project. Future work on the project was summarized in the GWP (Appendix A) and DWP
(Appendix B) available for review by the public, in draft version, during PCE No. 2 and PCE No. 3,

respectively.

e A question and answer session was conducted where attendees could provide any comments or enquiries

with respect to the project.

e An open house was held where attendees could view the poster boards which presented information on the

project and afforded the opportunity to have direct discussions with respect to the EA process and the WMP.

The Township also prepared a questionnaire which was available at each PCE for completion and return to the
Township during the PCE or to the Township within two to three weeks following the event. Following each PCE
a summary was prepared that reflected the outcome of the questionnaires, and comments and questions received

during each event.

Cambium Environmental Inc. Page 4
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24.2 PUBLIC LIAISON COMMITTEE

During PCE No. 1 in September and October of 2003, the Township invited interested parties to be part of the
Public Liaison Committee (PLC), which was tasked with a specific mandate and responsibilities with respect to
the EA process. It was decided that the Township’s Working Group would met regularly with the PLC to discuss

project progress and any public comments or concerns that have been raised outside of the formal PCEs.

The PLC was formed with several members of the public, two members of Council, and one member of Township
staff. The role of the PLC is to facilitate two-way communication between the public and the Township, to involve
interested stakeholders for the duration of the EA, and to help communicate concerns and/or solutions that may

arise during the project.

The PLC was tasked with the following responsibilities during the EA:

e Assist in identifying interested and affected parties and methods available to communicate to these.
e Conduct regular meetings which are open to the public to invite public input on the EA.

e Disseminate information received from the Working Group to the public through various means including, but
not limited to, the use of open meetings, newsletters, and emails sent to property associations and business

associations.

e Collect and summarize public input received with respect to the EA and provide this to the Working Group to

ensure public input is available to be included in the process.
¢ |dentify potential issues and public concerns to the Working Group.

Members of the PLC were asked to attend the PCEs to provide continuity and familiarity to members of the public.

2.4.3 MEDIA

Local newspapers are an integral means of communication to the public in a small, rural municipality such as the
Township of Algonquin Highlands. For this EA, three newspapers were fundamental in the provision of

information to the public: The Huntsville Forester, The Minden Times, and The Haliburton Echo.

Other media approaches were also utilized to provide information to the public, to communicate upcoming PCEs,

and other waste management matters. These efforts included:

e Press releases in the local newspapers, at specific milestones in the EA and in preparation for upcoming
PCEs. A series of press releases of the Notice of Final Submission were issued from February 24, 2010
through the first week of the First Inspection Period. A copy of the Notice of Final Submission is included in

Appendix F.
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e Radio announcements on local stations (More FM 105.5 and Moose FM) providing notice to the public of
upcoming PCEs and of the final submission of the EA Report to the Minister. Radio announcements of the
final submission of the EA Report to the Minister were made during the first week of the First Inspection

Period.

e Regular (seasonal) “Waste Matters...” newsletters providing project status reports and notification of
upcoming waste management events, educational insights, and other information pertinent to the EA. The
newsletters were included in tax mailings, and as handouts at existing waste disposal/transfer sites in the

Township.

e The establishment and on-going management of an information “base station” related to the EA at the
Township office and on the Township’s internet webpage: http://www.algonquinhighlands.ca/admin/
waste_mgt.htm. This webpage holds all pertinent information related to the project for public viewing. The
DRAFT EA Report (November 11, 2009), the Notice of Final Submission (February 26, 2010) and the Final

EA Report (February 26, 2010) were posted on the webpage for public review and comment.

¢ In special cases, direct (or electronic) mailings were utilized to ensure PLC members, stakeholders, and the

public were notified of various stages of the EA and/or upcoming PCEs.

2.5 OTHER AGENCIES AND GROUPS

Throughout the project, specific requests for information were submitted to several facilities, agencies, and groups
that were not part of the GRT for the project, to obtain information with respect to specific Alternatives To the
Undertaking. The information obtained was used in the evaluation of the alternatives. The information requests
and information received have been included in the appendices of Volume 1 of 2 (Volume 1, Appendix W). The
information solicited through information requests was primarily related to opportunities for waste importation and

exportation, costing, and natural resources in the Township.

3.0 CONSULTATION WITH THE ONTARIO MINISTRY OF THE ENVIRONMENT

The MOE Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch (EAAB) acted as a Ministry representative in
cooperation with the Township in the development of the WMP. To date, the project has had several officers
assigned to the file, whom have provided support and information to the Township throughout the various phases

of study.

Summary documentation related to the MOE EAAB's assistance has been attached in Appendix C. In addition,
any and all correspondence, submissions, etc. sent to the Government Review Team (GRT) were copied to the
Project Officer at the MOE EAAB. This information is attached in Appendix Dof this record.

Cambium Environmental Inc. Page 6
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4.0 CONSULTATION WITH THE GOVERNMENT REVIEW TEAM

The Township has undertaken comprehensive consultation with the GRT in the development of the WMP.

4.1 TIMELINE OF CONSULTATION WITH THE GRT
The following correspondence was sent to the GRT at different stages in the project soliciting comments:

¢ Request for Information (RFI): select agencies were contacted to collect background information, etc. for the

various technical aspects, site locations, etc. that were being considered in the development of the project.

e General Work Plan (GWP) Summary: as mentioned in Section [J above, interim reports were prepared and
presented to the public and pertinent review agencies throughout the project. In this particular case, the GWP
(SGS, 2004) was summarized in correspondence dated May 19, 2005 and this GWP summary was circulated

to various agencies for comment.

e Detailed Work Plan (DWP) Summary: similar to the GWP, the DWP (SGS, 2005) was summarized in

correspondence dated April 21, 2006 and this DWP summary was circulated to the GRT for comment.

e Request for Comment (RFC): completed as a follow-up to the DWP summary; certain agencies were

contacted as a reminder to provide comments on the DWP summary.

e Project Summary: the project was summarized in correspondence dated October 17, 2007 and this project
summary was circulated to all First Nations groups with potential interest in this project (as indicated by ONAS
in 2004 and MAA on October 3, 2007).

e First Draft EA Report was submitted to the MOE reviewers on May 22, 2007 for review and comment.
e EA Report submitted on October 29, 2007 to all members of the GRT for review and comment.

e EA Report was withdrawn from the Environmental Assessment process of February 14, 2008, as a result of

significant comments received from the GRT.

e Status Update Letter: correspondence dated November 2, 2009 was submitted to all members of the GRT as
an overview of the findings of the EA and to provide notice to the GRT that the DRAFT EA Report will be

submitted for review shortly.
e DRAFT EA Report: submitted on November 11, 2009 to all members of the GRT for review and comment.

¢ Final submission of the EA Report to the GRT on February 26, 2010.

Cambium Environmental Inc. Page 7
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4.2 SUMMARY OF GRT COMMENTS

Comments from the GRT were used to assist in the various technical studies completed in the identification of the
Preferred Alternative to the Undertaking for the EA, as described in Volume 1 of this report. Consultation with the
GRT is included in Appendix D.

Notable comments from the GRT on the first submission of the EA Report in October, 2007, which led to the

withdrawal of the report to complete additional work, include:

e Quantitative sample calculations with respect to predicted noise levels must be included for the MOE to
support the conclusion that noise levels will not be an issue (D. Miller — MOE Air and Noise Section). To

address this comment Cambium undertook a noise assessment of the Maple Lake waste disposal site.

e Significant comments were received with respect to the Numerical Hydrogeological Modelling Report (W.
Lusk — MOE Water Resources Unit). Reviewer requested additional information to ensure that a
precautionary approach was taken with respect to the groundwater at the Maple Lake site. To address the
comments, Cambium completely revised the Hydrogeological Report and installed several new overburden
and bedrock monitoring wells to provide updated information with respect to groundwater conditions to the
north of the waste mound.

e Significant comments from MOE EAAB with regard to making the EA compliant with the Codes of Practice for

Preparing and Reviewing Environmental Assessments in Ontario (COP).

The following comments, while addressed in the Final EA did not require significant additional work, and hence

did not play a role in the withdrawal of the EA Report.

e Ministry of Transportation cited potential concerns with traffic on Highway 35 especially with the turn on and
off of Maple Lake Road; however this is not anticipated to be a concern in the foreseeable future. The
impacts on traffic will be lessened by the transport of waste from transfer stations by trucks rather than by

numerous personal vehicles.

e Transport Canada recommended contacting the Stanhope Airport to advise them of the proposed expansion
and to address any concerns they may have. The Stanhope Airport, operated by the Township, has no

concerns with the potential expansion of the Maple Lake site.

Comments from the GRT on the revised DRAFT EA Report, submitted to the GRT on November 11, 2009,

included:

e Ministry of Health and Long-Term Care requested acknowledgement of sites within the municipality that are
approved to accept septic and holding tank waste, and the capacity of these sites as related to the expected

demand for this service. None of the Township waste disposal sites accept this form of waste. Biosolids are

Cambium Environmental Inc. Page 8
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managed by private companies, which require certificates of approval to haul, store and land apply the waste.

Resultantly, this is outside of the scope of this EA.

e Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs (MAA) confirmed that the study area is within an area of Ontario where the
Algonquins of Ontario have existing or asserted rights that are presently under negotiations with Canada and
Ontario. MAA recommended that the Algonquins of Ontario be notified of the EA process. The EA Status
Update Letter (November 2, 2009) was sent to the contact information provided. Opportunity to request a
copy of the DRAFT EA Report (November 11, 2009) for review and comment was extended. No response

was received.

e MOE Water Resources Unit requested further information on the background bedrock water quality and the
bedrock aquifer. MOE supports the site expansion for the overburden aquifer. A response letter was sent to
Mr. Warren Lusk detailing Cambium’s proposed approach to his request for further information. In order to
proceed with the approval of the EA, a new bedrock well must be installed at the Maple Lake waste disposal
site. The new monitor will assist in confirming the groundwater flow direction, the location of the groundwater
divide, and the water quality of the bedrock aquifer. The new well was installed February 18 & 19, 2010.
Samples were collected and submitted for analysis to determine the background bedrock water quality. This

information was used to revise the Numerical Hydrogeological Modelling Report.

e MOE Certificate of Approval Review Section questioned the use of a permeable cover material, as proposed
in the closure plan for the Maple Lake waste disposal site. Approval from MOE is required to implement
permeable cover. Impermeable cover application requires an evaluation of whether landfill gas management
will be required. A response letter was sent to Mr. Neill with respect to the proposed cover for the Maple Lake
site. Cover material selection and composition is largely dependent on site performance and the potential for
migration of leachate. The surface and groundwater monitoring program will assist in the selection of the
most suitable cover type. Resultantly this operational decision will be made once several years of monitoring

program data is available to support cover material selection. Mr. Neill is in agreement with this approach.

e Algonquin Provincial Park requested a statement that the Township does not manage waste generated within
Algonquin Park boundaries, which encompass the two geographic Townships of Nightingale and Lawrence.
Algonquin Park manages waste disposed of within the park internally, or waste is exported by Ottawa Valley
Waste Recovery Centre. The information has been stated in the EA as per the request of Algonquin

Provincial Park.

Table 2 provides a summary of all the correspondence received from the GRT throughout the EA process.

Specific comments and actions taken are also included.

Cambium Environmental Inc. Page 9



Waste Management Plan Environmental Assessment Record of Consultation
The Corporation of the Township of Algonquin Highlands

Cambium Ref. No.: 10034-004

February 24, 2010

5.0 CONSULTATION WITH FIRST NATIONS

During the review of the ToR for this EA in 2004, the Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs (MAA, previously Ontario Native
Affairs Secretariat (ONAS)) identified the local First Nation group with potential interest in the study area and
recommended that the Township consult directly with that group (identified as the Nipissing First Nation).

51 SUMMARY OF FIRST NATIONS CONSULTATION

The following First Nations agencies and groups that were consulted throughout the EA:

e Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs (MAA; previously ONAS)

¢ Indian and Northern Affairs Canada (INAC)

¢ Nipissing First Nation.

Consultation with INAC, MAA and Nipissing First Nation in the development of the WMP has included the

following aspects:

e Requests for and the provision of background information related to cultural and/or heritage values as it

pertains to existing waste disposal sites, and potential areas of First Nation significance.
e Distribution of the GWP summary and DWP summary documents for comment.
e Submission of a request for comment on the DWP summary in September 2006.

e A project summary dated October 17, 2007 was circulated to all First Nations groups with potential interest in
this project (as indicated by ONAS in 2004 and MAA on October 3, 2007) to allow the interested First Nations

groups to become familiar with the project prior to receiving a copy of the EA Report.

The Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs (MAA), which was formerly the Ontario Native Affairs Secretariat, submitted
correspondence on October 3, 2007 indicating that the expansion of the Maple Lake site in the Township of
Algonquin Highlands appears to be located within an area where a number of First Nations belonging to the
Williams Treaty, as well as Wahta First Nation, have existing or asserted rights. This project could impact or be of

interest to these Aboriginal peoples and MAA recommended that the following First Nations groups be consulted:
o Wahta Mohawks - Bala, Ontario.
o Curve Lake First Nation - Curve Lake, Ontario.
o Chippewas of Mnjikaning (Rama) — Rama, Ontario.
o Alderville First Nation — Roseneath, Ontario.

o Hiawatha First Nation — Keene, Ontario.
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o Mississaugas of Scugog Island — Port Perry, Ontario.
o Beausoleil First Nation (Christian Island) — Cedar Point, Ontario.
o Chippewas of Georgina Island — Sutton West, Ontario.

e Status Update Letter: correspondence dated November 2, 2009 was submitted to all potentially affected First
Nations as an overview of the findings of the EA and to provide notice to First Nations that the DRAFT EA
Report will be submitted for review. An invitation was extended to First Nations to request a copy of the
DRAFT EA Report if interested.

e All First Nations were contacted directly by telephone on December 17, 2009 to solicit any comments and to

answer any questions with respect to the EA.

e Upon notification that the Algonquins of Ontario should be added to the First Nations consultation list, a
Status Update Letter was sent to the specified consultant of the Algonquins of Ontario (Jp2G) for review and

comment.

¢ Notice of Final Submission was sent to all First Nations, dated February 16, 2010. An invitation to request a
copy of the report for review and comment was extended. A comprehensive record of consultation with the

above First Nation groups has been compiled and is provided for review in Appendix E of this report.

6.0 CONSULTATION WITH THE PUBLIC

In an effort to maximize public involvement and input during the EA, the Township has utilized various
approaches to consult with the public. Whenever comments from members of the public were received the

Township prepared a formal response to those comments.

6.1 SUMMARY OF PUBLIC CONSULTATION

As indicated in Section 2.4, the Township utilized the following mediums to engage the public throughout the EA:
e Public Consultation Events.

¢ Newspaper articles, press releases, and public notices.

e Radio announcements.

e Mailings.

e Newsletters.

e Township webpage information centre.

More specific information with respect to the Public Consultation Events is described in the following sections.
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6.2 PUBLIC CONSULTATION EVENT NO. 1

In preparation of the ToR by which the Township has been conducting this project in accordance with the EAA,
the Township hosted PCE No. 1 on September 27 and October 4, 2003 to consult with the public on their
interests and concerns, and to gather input from the public about specific aspects of the project that were deemed
important in the study area. Attendance at the September 27" meeting in Dorset and at the October 4" meeting

in Halls Lake were twenty-eight (28) and twenty-three (23) members of the public, respectively.

Notice of PCE No. 1 was provided by the Township as follows:

¢ Newspaper Notices: Huntsville Forester, Minden Times, Haliburton Echo on September 8 and 15, 2003.
e Posted at Property Owner’s Associations, waste disposal sites, and local businesses.

e Posting on Township Webpage.

Public feedback revolved around several key issues including: how the public wished to be communicated with,
the preferred methods of dealing with solid waste, and the criteria by which management methods should be
evaluated. Issues of concern raised by the public included: water quality protection, land consumption for waste

disposal, impacts on traffic due to waste haulage, local aesthetic concerns and economic impacts.

No letters were received; however forty (40) questionnaires were returned to the Township. A sample of the
qguestionnaire and a summary of the results are included in Appendix F. Respondents identified key concerns
related to potential impacts to the natural environment from landfilling operations. The potential for groundwater,
surface water and biological impacts were afforded the highest level of concern by the most respondents, while

concerns with litter, debris, odour and public safety were also identified.

6.3 PUBLIC CONSULTATION EVENT NO. 2

With the consultation on the ToR completed through PCE No. 1 and the subsequent formal submission of the
ToR to the Ontario Minister of the Environment for approval, the Township held PCE No. 2 on August 26 and 28,
2004 to present the details of the ToR and to present the general work studies for completion in late 2004 and
early 2005, which were documented in a draft GWP (SGS, 2004) at that time. Attendance at the August 26™
meeting in Dorset and August 28" meeting in Halls Lake were twenty-one (21) and seventeen (17) members of

the public, respectively.

Upon completion of PCE No. 2 and a public comment period, the GWP was finalized and published for viewing by

interested parties on the Township’s webpage, local public libraries, and at the Township office.

Notice of PCE No. 2 was provided by the Township as follows:
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e Newspaper Notices — Huntsville Forester on August 18 and 25, 2004; and The Minden Times on August 13
and 20, 2004.

¢ Newsletters - Winter/Spring 2004 and Summer 2004 editions

Public feedback at PCE No. 2 revolved around several key issues including: increased waste diversion and
composting, discussion of implementing recycling programs that are used in other Provinces where refunds are

available for recyclables and on ideas to increase public attendance at the PCEs.

No letters were received following PCE No. 2; however thirty-three (33) questionnaires were returned to the
Township. The respondents were fifty-five (55) percent permanent residents, and forty-five (45) percent
seasonal. Fifty-two (52) percent of respondents used the Maple Lake waste disposal site as their primary waste
disposal location. Suggestions to increase waste diversion in the Township were offered. Residents expressed

an interest in increasing the number of hazardous waste days.

Complete summary information including a sample of the newspaper notices, newsletters and questionnaire and

a summary of the questionnaire results from PCE No. 2, have been included in Appendix F of this report.

6.4 PUBLIC CONSULTATION EVENT NO. 3

The Township completed the general studies identified in the General Work Plan (SGS, October 2004) and
prepared a summary document as a report for interested parties to review, as a continuation from PCE No. 2.
PCE No. 3 was held on August 4, and 6, 2005. Combined attendance at these two meetings was eighteen (18)
members of the public. Due to the low attendance during these events, a third event was held on August 31,
2005, to which fifty-eight (58) members of the public attended. With the results of the GWP in consideration, the
Township prepared a Detailed Work Plan (in draft) for review and comment at PCE No. 3. Upon completion of
PCE No. 3 and a public comment period, the DWP was finalized and published for viewing by interested parties

on the Township’s webpage, local public libraries, and at the Township office.
Notice of PCE No. 3 was provided by the Township as follows:

¢ Newspaper Notices — Huntsville Forester on July 20 and 27, and August 24, 2005; The Minden Times on
August 19 and 26, 2005.

¢ Newsletters - Winter 2005 and Summer 2005 editions
* Newspaper articles:
o Atrticle: “Do unto others”; The Minden Times; April 22, 2005.

o Atrticle: “Garbage: big bills and low limits the way of the future in Minden”; The Minden Times; April 22,
2005.
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o Article: “Hawk Lake landfill's time may be up”; The Minden Times; May 13, 2005.

o Article: “More garbage needs to make its way into recycling bins”; The Minden Times; June 3, 2005.
o Atrticle: “Maple Lake landfill may be expanded”; The Minden Times; August 12, 2005.

o Atrticle: “Lake Association still reviewing landfill site issue”; The Minden Times; September 2, 2005.

o Article: “Maple Lake owners urged to get involved on issues”; The Minden Times; September 9, 2005.
o Atrticle: “Traffic a concern if Maple Lake landfill expanded”; The Minden Times; September 9, 2005.

Public feedback at PCE No. 3 revolved around several key issues including: a discussion of implementing the
user pay system, and concerns surrounding the use of the Maple Lake site to handle all of the Townships waste.
Concerns with regard to the selection of Maple Lake included the impression that Maple Lake had been pre-
determined to be the most suitable site, and concerns about potential surface water impacts in the area
surrounding Maple Lake; namely to Maple and Beech Lakes, the wetland near the Maple Lake site, and creeks
feeding into Beech Lake. Responses to questions detailed the EA process and requirements as they relate to

waste disposal site selection.

Fifty-seven (57) questionnaires were returned to the Township following PCE No. 3. More than half (57%) of
respondents to the questionnaire were seasonal residents. Highlights of the questionnaire results included:
comments related to the implementation of a user pay system and the potential acceptance of waste diversion
methods such as composting. Responses indicate that residents would be open to a bag limit, provided that they
are not charged any fees in addition to present taxes for waste disposal. Respondents are not likely to use a
central composting facility if there is any form of charge for this service, since the vast majority of residents
compost on their own properties for free. Sixty-nine (69) percent of respondents indicated that their preferred
option for waste management in the Township would be a new waste disposal site. The other thirty-one (31)
percent of respondents would like to see Maple Lake expanded, with a number of the other existing sites used as
transfer stations. Residents felt that waste exportation should be explored in the EA process, but that incineration

was too expensive to be pursued at this time.

Eight (8) letters were received by the Township, following PCE No. 3, from individuals and property owners
associations. All letters received from individuals presented concerns related to the closure of the Hawk Lake
waste disposal site, such as the potential for increased littering, inconvenience to residents of the Hawk Lake
area, and traffic concerns. All requested that Hawk Lake remain open as a transfer station. The letter received
from the Halls and Hawk Lakes Property Owners Association expresses similar concerns for the 540 seasonal
residents in that area. The Maple, Beech and Cameron Lakes Area Property Owners Association letter cites
concerns related to Township correspondence with the association, resolution to groundwater concerns related to
the Maple Lake site, the basis for the selection of Maple Lake as a candidate site for expansion. A detailed

summary of the concerns raised in each letter submitted to the Township is presented in Table 1.
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Table 1 Letters Submitted by the Public

Author Date Key Points

Paul D. Terry January 24, 2006 = e Voiced concerns over the pending closure of the Hawk Lake WDS.

e Concerned with past management of the Hawk Lake WDS, such
as inadequate staffing, poor implementation of the recycling
program and occurrences of illegal dumping.

e Inadequate notice of meetings related to the pending closure of
Hawk Lake (WDS).

e Cites potential traffic issues with transportation of waste to Maple
Lake WDS for Halls Lake area residents.

e Concerned with bear population becoming a nuisance to local
residents once landfill, and food supply, is not longer available.

e States that seasonal residents, as significant taxpayers in the
Township, should be able to expect services.

e Requests that Hawk Lake WDS remain open as a transfer station
and recycling centre.

Jeff Quigg January 12,2006 @ e Concerned that Hawk Lake WDS will not be considered as an
option for a transfer station.

e Concerned with long drive to Maple Lake WDS, particularly for
seasonal residents with water access only.

e Closure of Hawk Lake WDS will likely lead to increased illegal
dumping and increased traffic on North Shore Road.

Sonja & lan Sellors | January 23,2006 | e Concerned with closure of Hawk Lake WDS and the illegal
dumping that may ensue upon closure.

e Request that Hawk Lake WDS remain open or operate as a
transfer station.

Jim & Gerda January 17,2006 e Voiced concerns over the pending closure of the Hawk Lake WDS,
Hammond including the increased potential for illegal dumping.

¢ Requests that Hawk Lake WDS remain open as a transfer station.

Ray Patrick January 17,2006 e Concerned with closure of Hawk Lake WDS and the illegal
dumping that may ensue upon closure.

e Requests that Hawk Lake WDS remain open or operate as a
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transfer station.

Ken Comrie January 20, 2006 = e Requests that Hawk Lake WDS remain open as a transfer station.

e Cites a questionnaire done by the Township in 2003 which
indicated that an equal number of individuals use the Hawk Lake
and Maple Lake WDSs, and that access to compost and recycling
facilities are important to residents.

e Approves of the Township monitoring what residents throw out,
and of a one bag limit on waste.

The Maple, Beech = November 28, | ¢ Concerns expressed over the Township’s and PLC’s handling of

and Cameron 2005 communications regarding the proposed expansion of the Maple
Lakes Area Lake WDS.
Property

e Information request submitted to the Township for information

Association . :
specific to certain correspondence, work completed and
resolutions to groundwater quality concerns.

Halls & Hawk November 3, e Concerned with the closure of the Hawk Lake WDS.

Lakes Property 2005 _ S

owners e Urges Council to ensure that a transfer station is implemented at

o Hawk Lake WDS.
Association

e Concerned with the added time to seasonal residents round trip
travel if Hawk Lake WDS were not a part of the waste
management system for the Township.

e Concerned with impacts on local bear population, and potential
property damage, human safety and bear mortality that may arise
from landfill closure.

e Requests a co-ordinated approach to a potential bear
management problem between MNR, the Township and local
residents.

Summary information from PCE No. 3 and some of the items listed above have been included in Appendix F of

this report.

6.5 PUBLIC CONSULTATION EVENT NO. 4

PCE No. 4 was held on July 20 and 22, 2006 to present the findings of the DWP and the proposed recommended
Preferred Alternative To the Undertaking for the EA. Due to the lack of attendance at these events, to which only
thirteen (13) members of the public attended, an additional consultation opportunity was provided to the residents
of the Township through an invitation for interested parties to contact Cambium for additional information or to

submit comments or inquiries with respect to the findings of the EA throughout the month of October 2006.
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Notice of PCE No. 4 was provided by the Township as follows:

Newspaper Notices — Huntsville Forester on July 5, 2006.

— Additional Consultation: Huntsville Forester on September 27 and October 4, 11, 18,
and 25, 2006; Haliburton Echo on October 3, 10, 17, and 24, 2006; The Minden Times on
September 27 and October 4, 11, 18, and 25, 2006.

¢ Radio Announcements — Public service announcements on Moose FM and More FM 105.5 a few days prior

to the events.
e Newsletters — Summer 2006 edition
e Newspaper articles:
o Article: “Algonquin Highlands still looking at Maple Lake landfill’; The Minden Times; July 26, 2006.

o Article: “Landfill takes on another of the three ‘R’s’ with new building”; The Huntsville Forester; November
1, 2006.

o Article: “No sparks, no fire when candidates face the voters”; The Minden Times; November 1, 2006.
o Atrticle: “Council ends term on happy recycling note”; The Minden Times; November 8, 2006.
o Atrticle: “Want a few extra hundred bag tags?”; The Minden Times; November 15, 2006.

Public feedback at PCE No. 4 revolved around several key issues including: the use of backyard composters and
potential issues with bears, a discussion of traffic increases to the Maple Lake site, operational issues such as

hours and enforcement, and the potential for a County-wide waste disposal site.

Eight (8) questionnaires were completed and returned to the Township following PCE No. 4. Six (6) of the
respondents were permanent residents. Fifty-seven (57) percent of respondents agreed with the outcome of the
EA which was a recommendation to expand Maple Lake waste disposal site as the Preferred Alternative. Those
who did not agree with the outcome of the EA cited increases in traffic, exceedances of the speed limit, an
increased danger of spills and potential impacts to the wetland as reasons for disagreement. Respondents
agreed that a leaf and yard waste compost facility should be implemented at Maple Lake (75%), but many
respondents indicated that they would not personally use the composting facility (57%). All respondents agreed

that household hazardous waste days should be held more frequently.

No letters were received by the Township during the additional consultation period of October 1 to 31, 2006,

which was well advertised in Newspaper Notices.

Summary information from PCE No. 4 and some of the items listed above have been included in Appendix F of

this report.
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6.6 NOTIFICATIONS OF EA PROGRESS

The Township notified the public of progress on the EA project at two significant milestones in the later stages of
the project; the submission of the DRAFT EA Report, and the Final Submission of the EA Report to the Minister
for approval. The Township maintained a waste management information centre on the Township webpage,
which was updated as the EA progressed. The DRAFT EA Report (November 11, 2009) was posted on the
webpage for review and comment. The DRAFT Report was made available for review in the Township office

during the DRAFT review period. No comments were received from the public on the DRAFT Report.

Public notification of the Final Submission of the EA Report to the Minister for approval included advertisements
on a local radio station (Moose FM) and circulation of the Notice of Submission for two consecutive weeks in two

local newspapers. Specifically, the following actions were taken to notify the public:

¢ Radio Announcement: thirty second advertisements broadcast three times per day on Moose FM (105.5) on
February 26, 27 and March 6, 2010.

e Newspaper Advertisement: the Notice of Final Submission was included as % page advertisements in the
Minden Times on February 24 and March 3, 2010, and in the Haliburton Echo on March 2 and 9, 2010.

Copies of the Notice of DRAFT Completion, Notice of Final Submission and the radio announcement are included
in Appendix F. The public viewing locations for the Final EA Report were detailed on the Township webpage, in
the Notice of Final Submission and at each viewing location. An invitation to comment on the EA Report was

extended to interested parties as a component of the notifications.
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Submission

Agency (Date) Date of Response | Summary of Comments Response
Final EA Report
(February 24,
2010)

Indian and Northern ToR (June 4, 2004) | July 8, 2004 e Will no longer be providing a response to e Noted.

Affairs Canada
(formerly Department
of Indian Affairs and
Northern Development
Canada)

form correspondence regarding projects
undergoing a class or individual
environmental assessment under the
Ontario EAA where there is no federal or
First Nation involvement.

e Proponent should make efforts to identify
and notify potentially interested Aboriginal
groups.

e Provided some websites which may be of
assistance in identifying Aboriginal groups
within the vicinity of a specific proposed
project.

e Proponent did consult with

local First Nations agencies
and groups.

DWP Summary
(April 21, 2006)

No Response

RFC (September

No Response

29, 2006)
None October 4, 2007 e Proponent should make efforts to identify ¢ Noted. Websites were
and notify potentially interested Aboriginal consulted for any additional
groups. potentially affected First
e Provided some websites which may be of Nations.
assistance in identifying Aboriginal groups
within the vicinity of a specific proposed
project.
None October 11, 2007 e Provided a list of five First Nations that ¢ These First Nations were

have submitted claims in the area of
interest.

added to the GRT list.

Initial EA Report
(October 29, 2007)

November 7, 2007

e Update contact person to Michael
Johnson, Ontario Ministry of Culture.

e Noted.

February 2010




Agency

Submission
(Date)

Date of Response

Summary of Comments

Response

Initial EA Report
(October 29, 2007)

December 10,
2007

Proponent should make efforts to identify
and notify potentially interested Aboriginal
groups.

Provided some websites which may be of
assistance in identifying Aboriginal groups
within the vicinity of a specific proposed
project.

Initial EA Report
(October 29, 2007)

December 13,
2007

There is active litigation within the vicinity
of this property.

Status Update
Letter (November
2, 2009)

January 21, 2010

Two letters received.

Consult the websites listed for possible
affected First Nations in the study area.
Identification of several First Nations within
the study area

e \Websites consulted for
additions to interested First
Nations List. None identified.

e All First Nations identified in
correspondence are already
on the contact list.

Legal Description
and Map
(November 11,
2009)

No Response

Letter Inquiry
(January 8, 2010)

January 21, 2010

Consult the websites listed for possible
affected First Nations in the study area.

Identification of several First Nations within
the study area

e \Websites consulted for
additions to interested First
Nations List. None identified.

e All First Nations identified in
correspondence are already
on the contact list.

Acknowledgement
of Receipt Letter
(February 11,
2010)

No Response

Legal Description
and map (February
24, 2010)

Environment Canada

ToR (June 4, 2004)

July 14, 2004

Would like to review draft EA report.

e Noted. Will be sent copy.

February 2010




Submission

Agency (Date) Date of Response | Summary of Comments Response
Final EA Report
(February 24,
2010)

Ministries of Citizenship | ToR (June 4, 2004) | June 21, 2004 e Provided a number of specific ¢ Noted.

and Immigration,
Culture, Tourism and
Health Promotion

(formerly Ontario
Ministry of Tourism and
Recreation)

considerations that will support and protect
the environmental requirements that
bolster recreation and tourism including
water quality for drinking and recreational
use, and suggested implementing waste
collection at trail heads.

GWP Summary
(May 19, 2005)

No Response

DWP Summary
(April 21, 2006)

No Response

Initial EA Report
(October 29, 2007)

No Response

Status Update
Letter (November
2, 2009)

No Response

Draft EA Report
(November 11,
2009)

November 25,
2009

e Draft EA Report forwarded internally to
Wai Kok at the Ministry of Culture.

e No concerns or issues to raise at this time.
e Minor revisions to terminology used.

e  Ministry Tourism Business Advisor for
Haliburton County (B. Quirt) has reviewed
the Report and has no concerns.

e Noted and revised.

Final EA Report
(February 24,
2010)

Ontario Ministry of
Culture

ToR (June 4, 2004)

No Response

GWP Summary
(May 19, 2005)

No Response

February 2010




Submission

Agency (Date) Date of Response | Summary of Comments Response
DWP Summary No Response
(April 21, 2006)
Review of Stage 1 | December 20, e Reviewed Archeological Report and the e Noted.
& 2 Archeological 2005 Ministry concurs with the
As_s_ess_m_ent Report recommendations of the report.
(Kinickinick, 2005) e Should other cultural heritage values
(archeological or historical materials or
features) be identified during operations,
all activity in the vicinity of the recovery will
be suspended and the Ministry of Culture
archeologist contacted.
Review of Stage 3 | December 20, e Reviewed Archeological Report and the e Noted.

Archeological
Assessment Report
(Kinickinick, 2006)

2006

Ministry has no further concerns.

e Should other cultural heritage values
(archeological or historical materials or
features) be identified during operations,
all activity in the vicinity of the recovery will
be suspended and the Ministry of Culture
archeologist contacted.

Status Update
Letter (November
2, 2009)

No Response

Draft EA Report
(November 11,
2009)

No Response

e Comments received from the Ministry of
Tourism and Culture as indicated above.

Final EA Report
(February 24,
2010)

Ontario Ministry of
Energy and
Infrastructure

ToR (June 4, 2004)

July 13, 2004

e Would like to be involved in the screening
of alternatives.

e Noted. Were sent GWP and
DWP summaries.

GWP Summary
(May 19, 2005)

No Response

February 2010




Submission

Agency (Date) Date of Response | Summary of Comments Response
DWP Summary No Response
(April 21, 2006)
Initial EA Report No Response
(October 29, 2007)
Status Update No Response
Letter (November
2, 2009)
Draft EA Report December 16, e  Will not be commenting on Draft EA. e Noted.

(November 11,
2009)

2009

Final EA Report
(February 24,
2010)

Ontario Ministry of
Northern Development
and Mines

DRAFT EA Cover
Letter (November
11, 2009)

No Response

Final EA Cover
Letter (February
24, 2010)

Ontario Ministry of
Municipal Affairs and
Housing

ToR (June 4, 2004)

July 19, 2004

e No comments.

DWP Summary
(April 21, 2006)

No Response

Initial EA Report
(October 29, 2007)

No Response

Status Update
Letter (November
2, 2009)

No Response

Draft EA Report
(November 11,
2009)

No Response

February 2010




Agency

Submission
(Date)

Date of Response

Summary of Comments

Response

Acknowledgement
of Receipt Letter
(February 11,
2010)

No Response

Final EA Report
(February 24,
2010)

Ontario Ministry of
Natural Resources,
South-Central Region

ToR (June 4, 2004)

No Response

GWP Summary
(May 19, 2005)

No Response

DWP Summary
(April 21, 2006)

No Response

Initial EA Report
(October 29, 2007)

No Response

Status Update
Letter (November
2, 2009)

No Response

DRAFT EA Cover
Letter (November
11, 2009)

No Response

Acknowledgement
of Receipt Letter
(February 11,
2010)

No Response

Final EA Cover
Letter (February
24, 2010)

Ontario Ministry of

ToR (June 4, 2004)

June 10, 2004

e No comments received.
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Submission

Agency (Date) Date of Response | Summary of Comments Response
Natural Resources, RFI September 17, e Provided values mapping for the portion of
Bancroft District 2004 the Township found within MNR Bancroft
District and a study completed during the
1970’s which details some natural
features.
RFI December 17, e Provided some information on species at
2004 risk, ANSIs, fish habitat, wildlife habitat,
and aggregate resources for the Hawk
Lake, Maple Lake and Pine Springs waste
disposal sites.
e Information on the Dorset and Oxtongue
Lake waste disposal sites will be
forwarded by the MNR Parry Sound
District Office.
GWP Summary No Response
(May 19, 2005)
Initial EA Report No Response
(October 29, 2007)
Status Update No Response
Letter (November
2, 2009)
Draft EA Report No Response
(November 11,
2009)
Acknowledgement | February 19, 2010 | ¢ Requested two copies of the Final EA in e Noted.

of Receipt Letter
(February 11,
2010)

digital format.

Final EA Report
(February 24,
2010)

Ontario Ministry of

ToR (June 4, 2004)

No Response

February 2010




Submission

Agency (Date) Date of Response | Summary of Comments Response
Natural Resources, RFI December 7,2004 | ¢ Provided information on aggregates, winter | ¢  Noted.
Parry Sound District deer concentration areas, resources
values mapping, and fish habitats for
Sherborne and McClintock townships.
e Site-specific biological review should
commence at the assessment and
evaluation of alternatives phase of the EA.
e Protection of natural resource values
should be given careful consideration.
RFI December 20, e The Oxtongue Lake site is in close e Noted.
2004 proximity to the town of Dwight.
e Have received numerous bear complaints
within this area.
e All new waste disposal sites and transfer
stations should be bear-proof.
GWP Summary No Response
(May 19, 2005)
DWP Summary No Response
(April 21, 2006)
Initial EA Report No Response
(October 29, 2007)
Status Update No Response
Letter (November
2, 2009)
Draft EA Report No Response
(November 11,
2009)
Acknowledgement | February 12, 2010 | e The Preferred Alternative is outside of the | ¢ Noted.

of Receipt Letter
(February 11,
2010)

area of jurisdiction.
No comments or concerns.
Do not require Final EA Report.

February 2010




Agency

Submission
(Date)

Date of Response

Summary of Comments

Response

Ontario Ministry of the

Environment
Eastern Region

ToR (June 4, 2004)

July 2, 2004

A formal review of the existing
environment or potential effects is
expected at the EA stage.

Noted

GWP Summary
(May 19, 2005)

No Response

DWP Summary
(April 21, 2006)

No Response

First Draft EA
Report (May 22,
2007)

June 28, 2007

July 26, 2007

June 26, 2007

July 6, 2007

Lack of documented air quality information.
Information requested by MOE Air and
Noise Section to address air quality.
Section 9 EPA analysis is not required. (M.
Ladouceur)

Specific recommendations with respect to
the surface water monitoring program were
made (V. Castro).

Concerns expressed over the ability of the
Site to meet the RUC. Revisions to the
hydrogeological model were requested.
Further discussion of the geology and
overburden characteristics was requested.
If an enlarged footprint were to be
approved additional monitoring wells to the
north and south would need to be installed
(W. Lusk).

EAAB provided comments with respect to
the overall format of the report, and
requested additional information on
several aspects (T. Rogers)

All information requested by
M. Ladouceur was added to
the EA Report.

The monitoring program will
be further refined during the
EPA approval process.

Further explanation of the
modeling approach was
provided to MOE.
Information on local
topography was provided.

Revisions were made as
requested.

February 2010




Agency

Submission
(Date)

Date of Response

Summary of Comments

Response

Initial EA Report
(October 29, 2007)

December 27,
2007

December 21,
2007

December 2007

Quantitative sample calculations with
respect to predicted noise levels must be
included for the MOE to support the
conclusion that noise levels will not be an
issue (D. Miller).

Significant comments were received with
respect to the Numerical Hydrogeological
Modeling Report. Reviewer requested
additional information to ensure that a
precautionary approach was taken with
respect to the groundwater at the Maple
Lake site (W. Lusk)

Significant comments from MOE EAAB
with regard to making the EA compliant
with the Codes of Practice (CoP) (EAPC
Project Officer)

Cambium completed a noise
assessment at Maple Lake
waste disposal site

Cambium completely revised
the Hydrogeological Report
and installed several new
overburden and bedrock
monitoring wells to provide
updated information with
respect to groundwater
conditions to the north of the
waste mound.

Report was updated to reflect
the CoP.

Status Update
Letter (November
2, 2009)

November 4, 2009

Status Update Letter should have been
sent to the Project Officer only for internal
distribution among MOE reviewers.

Noted.

February 2010




Agency

Submission
(Date)

Date of Response

Summary of Comments

Response

Draft EA Report
(November 11,
2009)

December 31,
2009

November 23,
2009

January 6, 2010

December 24,
2009

No significant concerns with the expansion
of Maple Lake WDS. The proposed
surface water monitoring program and
surface water trigger approach are
acceptable for the time being (V. Castro).

Agrees that the expansion of the Maple
Lake WDS will not cause air pollution
problems. The response letter states that
Mr. Longpre has received no complaints

with respect to the operation of this site (M.

Ladouceur).

Proposed undertaking satisfies MOE
sound level limits. Endorses the approval
of the proposed undertaking from a noise
perspective (V. Low).

Can support the site expansion for the
overburden aquifer. Requested further
information on the bedrock aquifer and
background bedrock aquifer water quality.

Noted.

Response letter sent to W.
Lusk to resolve comments
related to the bedrock
aquifer, background water
quality and Numerical
Hydrogeological Model.

Response from MOE dictated
that a background bedrock
monitoring well be installed to
confirm bedrock water quality
and flow direction.

Bedrock monitor was
installed at Maple Lake
February 18 & 19, 2010.

Final EA Report
(February 24,
2010)

Ontario Ministry of the
Environment

Waste Management
Branch

ToR (June 4, 2004)

June 22, 2004

Found ToR to be reasonable and
complete.

Provided a few comments regarding waste
generation.

Noted.

GWP Summary
(May 19, 2005)

No Response

DWP Summary
(April 21, 2006)

No Response

February 2010




Submission

Requested justification of precipitation
rates. Requested clarification of the cover
frequency and depth. The leachate
contingency strategy requires more
information (A. Neill).

Agency (Date) Date of Response | Summary of Comments Response
First Draft EA July 11, 2007 e The reviewer is in general agreementthat | ¢ Information added to the EA
Report (May 22, the estimates used to complete the waste Report as requested.
2007) generation calculations were reasonable.

Initial EA Report
(October 29, 2007)

December 21,
2007

e Comments were provided following the
submission of the DRAFT Report in May,
2007. No additional comments at this time
(A. Neill).

e Noted.

Status Update
Letter (November
2, 2009)

No Response

February 2010




Agency

Submission
(Date)

Date of Response

Summary of Comments

Response

Draft EA Report
(November 11,
2009)

December 17,
2009

Comments related to the proposed final
cover material. Approval from MOE is
required for permeable cover use.

The proposed landfill expansion is
generally acceptable from the Waste Unit's
perspective.

A response letter was sent to
Mr. Neill with respect to the
proposed cover for the Maple
Lake site.

Cover material selection and
composition is largely
dependent on site
performance and the
potential for migration of
leachate.

The surface and groundwater
monitoring program will assist
in the selection of the most
suitable cover type.

Resultantly this operational
decision will be made once
several years of monitoring
program data is available to
support cover material
selection.

A. Neill was satisfied with the
resolutions presented.

Final EA Report
(February 24,
2010)

Ontario Ministry of
Transportation,
Northeastern Region

ToR (June 4, 2004)

No Response

GWP Summary
(May 19, 2005)

No Response

DWP Summary
(April 21, 2006)

No Response

February 2010




Submission

Agency (Date) Date of Response | Summary of Comments Response
Initial EA Report December 5, 2007 | ¢ No direct impact to MTO facilities as a ¢ Noted.
(October 29, 2007) result of the preferred alternative.

e Only potential issue is traffic turning on
and off Highway 35; however, not likely in
foreseeable future.

e Issue of debris along the haul route on
MTOQO'’s right of way should be addressed.

Status Update No Response

Letter (November

2, 2009)

Draft EA Report No Response

(November 11,

2009)

Acknowledgement | February 16, 2010 | e No further interest in the EA. e Noted.

of Receipt Letter
(February 11,
2010)

Do not require a copy of Final EA Report.

Transport Canada

ToR (June 4, 2004)

June 22, 2004

Once alternative is selected, would like to
offer case-specific comments.

e Was sent DWP summary.

DWP Summary
(April 21, 2006)

No Response

Initial EA Report
(October 29, 2007)

December 18,
2007

Stanhope airport should be contacted.

Status Update
Letter (November
2, 2009)

No Response

Draft EA Report
(November 11,
2009)

No Response

February 2010




Agency

Submission
(Date)

Date of Response

Summary of Comments

Response

Acknowledgement
of Receipt Letter
(February 11,
2010)

February 15, 2010

Satisfied that the DRAFT Report address
the agency mandate. No comments or
concerns.

Requested a digital copy of the Final EA
Report.

e Noted.

Final EA Report
(February 24,
2010)

Ministry of Aboriginal
Affairs (formerly
Ontario Native Affairs
Secretariat)

RFI

June 10, 2004

Not aware of any First Nation’s land claims
that will have an impact on this project.

Should contact Nipissing First Nation for
comments on this project.

¢ Nipissing First Nation was
added to the GRT list.

ToR (June 4, 2004)

July 20, 2004

Proposed project may be of interest to
Aboriginal people.

Should contact Nipissing First Nation for
comments on this project.

¢ Nipissing First Nation was
added to the GRT list.

DWP Summary
(April 21, 2006)

No Response

RFC (September
29, 2006)

No Response

None

October 3, 2007

The expansion of the Maple Lake site in
the Township of Algonquin Highlands
appears to be located within an area
where a number of First Nations belonging
to the Williams Treaty, as well as Wahta
First Nation, have existing or asserted
rights.

This project could impact or be of interest
to Aboriginal peoples and MAA
recommended several First Nations
groups to be consulted with.

e First Nations list was updated
to include eight additional
communities. All subsequent
correspondence was
distributed to updated list.

February 2010




Submission

Agency (Date) Date of Response | Summary of Comments Response
Initial EA Report No Response
(October 29, 2007)
Status Update No Response
Letter (November
2, 2009)
Draft EA Report November 27, e Confirmed that the study area is within an e Noted.

(November 11,
2009)

2009

area of Ontario where the Algonquins of
Ontario have existing or asserted rights
that are presently under negotiations.

e Recommended to contact the Algonquins
of Ontario through their consultant Jp2G,
and three branches of INAC.

e Status Update Letter was

sent to the Algonquins of
Ontario using the contact
information provided by MAA.
No response was received.

e |etters were sent to INAC,

two responses were received.

Final EA Report
(February 24,
2010)

Trillium Lakelands
District School Board

ToR (June 4, 2004)

e No comments.

Final EA Report
(February 24,
2010)

Peterborough Victoria
Northumberland and
Clarington Catholic
District School Board

ToR (June 4, 2004)

No Response

GWP Summary
(May 19, 2005)

No Response

DWP Summary
(April 21, 2006)

No Response

Initial EA Report
(October 29, 2007)

No Response

February 2010




Submission

Agency (Date) Date of Response | Summary of Comments Response
Status Update No Response
Letter (November
2, 2009)
Draft EA Report December 21, e Outside of board jurisdiction. e Noted.
(2N08\S/§mber 11, 2009 e No comment or interest in the project.
e No further correspondence to be sent.
Conseil scolaire de ToR (June 4, 2004) | No Response
district du Centre Sud- GWP Summary No Response
Ouest (May 19, 2005)
DWP Summary No Response
(April 21, 2006)
Initial EA Report No Response
(October 29, 2007)
Status Update No Response
Letter (November
2, 2009)
Draft EA Report No Response
(November 11,
2009)
Acknowledgement | February 17,2010 | ¢ No comments or concerns with the DRAFT | ¢  Noted.

of Receipt Letter
(February 11,
2010)

EA Report.
e Do not require further involvement

e Do not require a copy of the Final EA
Report

Conseil scolaire de
district des écoles
catholiques du Centre
Sud

ToR (June 4, 2004)

No Response

GWP Summary
(May 19, 2005)

No Response

DWP Summary
(April 21, 2006)

No Response

Initial EA Report
(October 29, 2007)

No Response

February 2010




Agency

Submission
(Date)

Date of Response

Summary of Comments

Response

Status Update
Letter (November
2, 2009)

No Response

Draft EA Report
(November 11,
2009)

No Response

Acknowledgement
of Receipt Letter
(February 11,
2010)

No Response

Final EA Report
(February 24,
2010)

Ontario Ministry of
Education

ToR (June 4, 2004)

June 9, 2004

e School boards affected by this project
should be contacted.

e No further comments at this time.

e Circulated information to local
school boards.

DWP Summary
(April 21, 2006)

No Response

Initial EA Report
(October 29, 2007)

No Response

Status Update
Letter (November
2, 2009)

No Response

Draft EA Report
(November 11,
2009)

No Response

Acknowledgement
of Receipt Letter
(February 11,
2010)

No Response

February 2010




Agency

Submission
(Date)

Date of Response

Summary of Comments

Response

County of Haliburton

DRAFT EA Report
(November 11,
2009)

January 30, 2009

e The process is thorough and the
recommendations are reasonable.

e No concerns at this time.

e Noted.

Final EA Report
(February 24,
2010)

Wahta Mohawks

Project Summary
(October 17, 2007)

No Response

Initial EA Report
(October 29, 2007)

No Response

Status Update
Letter (November
2, 2009)

No Response

Telephone Contact
(December 17,
2009)

N/A

e |etter was received. If we did not hear
from Chief Commandant, everything is
fine.

e No comment at this time.

e Noted.

Notification of Final
Submission Letter
(February 16,
2010)

Curve Lake First Nation

Project Summary
(October 17, 2007)

No Response

Status Update
Letter (November
2, 2009)

No Response

Telephone Contact
(December 17,
2009)

N/A

e Message left on Chief Knott's voicemail.

e None.

None

February 1, 2010

Requested that all future correspondence
be digital.

e Noted.

February 2010




Agency

Submission
(Date)

Date of Response

Summary of Comments

Response

Notification of Final
Submission Letter
(February 16,
2010)

Chippewas of
Mnjikaning (Rama)

Project Summary
(October 17, 2007)

No Response

Initial EA Report
(October 29, 2007)

No Response

Status Update
Letter (November
2, 2009)

No Response

Telephone Contact
(December 17,
2009)

N/A

e Message left on Chief Stinson Henry's
voicemail.

e None.

Notification of Final
Submission Letter
(February 16,
2010)

Alderville First Nation

Project Summary
(October 17, 2007)

No Response

Initial EA Report
(October 29, 2007)

No Response

Status Update
Letter (November
2, 2009)

No Response

Telephone Contact
(December 17,
2009)

N/A

e Message left on Chief Mardsen’s
voicemail.

e None.

Notification of Final
Submission Letter
(February 16,
2010)

February 2010




Agency

Submission
(Date)

Date of Response

Summary of Comments

Response

Hiawatha First Nation

Project Summary
(October 17, 2007)

No Response

Initial EA Report
(October 29, 2007)

No Response

Status Update
Letter (November
2, 2009)

No Response

Draft EA Report
(November 11,
2009)

No Response

Telephone Contact
(December 17,
2009)

N/A

e Spoke to Lori Ritter.
e No comments at this time.

e Encouraged comment on any sections of
the EA pertaining to Hiawatha, so that
comments could be reflected in the final
submission of the EA.

e None.

Notification of Final
Submission Letter
(February 16,
2010)

Mississaugas of
Scugog Island

Project Summary
(October 17, 2007)

No Response

Initial EA Report
(October 29, 2007)

No Response

Status Update
Letter (November
2, 2009)

No Response

Telephone Contact
(December 17,
2009)

N/A

e Message left on Chief Gauthier's
voicemail.

e None.

February 2010




Agency

Submission
(Date)

Date of Response

Summary of Comments

Response

Notification of Final
Submission Letter
(February 16,
2010)

Beausoleil First Nation
(Christian Island)

Project Summary
(October 17, 2007)

No Response

Initial EA Report
(October 29, 2007)

No Response

Status Update
Letter (November
2, 2009)

December 7, 2009

¢ Notification that Status Update Letter was
sent to Mrs. Sandy - Barrister/Solicitor for
the Williams Treaty First Nations.

e Noted.

Telephone Contact
(December 17,
2009)

N/A

e Message left on Chief Monague Jr.’s
voicemail.

e None.

Notification of Final
Submission Letter
(February 16,
2010)

Chippewas of Georgina
Island

Project Summary
(October 17, 2007)

No Response

Initial EA Report
(October 29, 2007)

No Response

Status Update
Letter (November
2, 2009)

No Response

Telephone Contact
(December 17,
2009)

N/A

e |etter was received. If we did not hear

from Councillor Mooney, everything is fine.

e No comment at this time.

e None.

Notification of Final
Submission Letter
(February 16,
2010)

February 2010




Agency

Submission
(Date)

Date of Response

Summary of Comments

Response

Mississaugas of the
New Credit

Status Update
Letter (November
2, 2009)

No Response

Telephone Contact
(December 17,
2009)

N/A

e Message at Lands Membership and
Research Office

e None.

Notification of Final
Submission Letter
(February 16,
2010)

Moose Deer Point

Status Update
Letter (February
23, 2010)

Notification of Final
Submission Letter
(February 23,
2010)

Algonquins of Ontario
(c/o Jp2g)

Status Update
Letter (January 8,
2010)

No Response

Telephone Contact
(February 12,
2010)

N/A

e Message left on Jim Hunton’s voicemail.

Email
Acknowledgement
of Receipt
(February 12,
2010)

February 16, 2010

e Email response from Jim Hunton stating
that the Status Letter was received and
that the Algonquins of Ontario are in the
process of reviewing and responding to the
letter.

e Noted.

Notification of Final
Submission Letter
(February 16,
2010)

February 2010






