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2007-09-28

OWNER'SAssoc.

TO:Mayor and Council Town of South Bruce Peninsula

FROM: Amabel Property Owners Association

SUBJECT: Addendum no.2 EA Study Report Class EA Schedule C
Water and Sewage Works Study TBSP
Project No. 105142

597 CEAR #04-03-8130 TBSP
Upgrading of the Amabel-Sauble Well System

Over the last months, there has been much said at Council and Committee of the Whole
on these two projects. We have followed and listened to it enough, that it is now time for
us to correct the record and set the right information in place.

This letter is requesting that Councillor Mark Wunderlich stop using council sessions as a
platform for spreading false information about the Environmental Assessment Process as
conducted by this municipality and negative innuendo about the part that community
organizations and individuals have played in the process.

The following will outline our position on these two projects, as well as indicating the
involvement that our association has in them.

Proiect 105142 (in common parlance the old pipeline project) . From early 2000, the
association expressed and outlined fully, the concerns that we had with the project. These
were provided to the Ontario Ministry of the Environment as well as the Town of South
Bruce Peninsula. The representatives of the MaE have reviewed our concerns and
deemed that they were valid (remove and need to be addressed).. The town took no action
on these issues, although we were advised that the MaE did discuss them with the town
officials. There was no interruption in the EA process but the town failed to complete two
items that were documented as incomplete in the original EA. These were design of the
wastewater treatment plant and upgrade of the Wiarton water treatment plant to supply
the pipeline. The town failed to bring the project to a construction ready state by the time
the EA expired in 2006.
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With the issuance of the June 2006 document to update the EA, we once again,
formalized our issues and asked that they conduct a Part II Order Request(in common
language a Bump up). Once again, the MOE deemed our issues as valid and directed the
town to establish mediation on them but nothing was actioned. This was all covered
under the umbrella of the Environmental Assessment Act.

In April of 2007 our association as well as two other registrants( Sauble Anglers and
Hunters and Mr. Craig Gammie) of Part II Order Requests met with Henderson Paddon
and conducted a detailed review of the issues and the project as a whole. This was a very
successful event and the minutes of that show the outcomes, and establish a footprint for
the project to move ahead.

Proiect 597 CEAR #04-0308130. This is a project to combine and upgrade small water
systems in Amabel. In March of 2005, the monies for this project were announced by the
federal, provincial and municipal governments. The announcement clearly stated that the
Government of Canada investment was contingent on the successful completion of an EA
of the proposed project under the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act. Nothing
moved ahead on this project, as the town took the position that a Federal EA was not
required.

However, in January of 2006, the Federal agencies involved stated once again that the
EA was required and requested public input into this process. Our association did submit
ideas for this process (copies of which were provided to the town). Industry Canada and
the Canadian Environmental Assessment Panel met with town officials in September of
2006, where they reviewed the federal EA process. We met with this group after they had
met with town officials, where the same details on the federal EA process were covered.
The federal government was prepared to fund us to participate in the review process (not
a bump up) Amabel Property Owners Association declined to be actively involved.

.In our recent discussions with both groups, we find that they are still awaiting for the
finalization by the town and its engineering firm of the paperwork that is required.

The motion of July 22 to investigate the cost of bumps and the affect they are having
puzzled us. In the words of the COW of August 7, Councillor Wunderlich states there
are two Provincial and one Federal bumpups... This is misinformation. It must be
corrected or removed. There are three parties registered against one project, namely
105142 only and it is a provincial schedule C process at this time with no timeline or
solution or monies attached or requested .He states they are frivolous.. ..interesting choice
of words in that the MOE sees them as valid. From that point on, there were many more
disparaging words and comments either in the minutes, in the newspaper or on the radio
from Mr. Wunderlcih. He clearly has little or no understanding of the EA process or the
Ontario Environmental Assessment Act which governs these procedures.

It is to the credit of both Mayor Gilbert and Councillor Vukovic that they took the time
to understand the contents of our documents and why they were issued. It appears that no
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other councillor has done the same. Not once has Councillor Wunderlich ever met with or
requested to meet with the parties involved to develop an understanding of the issues but
instead he simply makes disparaging remarks..

The tone and the inference of the comments from Councillor Wunderlich lead one to
believe that we are causing undue problems and costing many dollars. He says that we, as
an association, do NOT have the right to use the public process of environmental
assessments and should not review any and/or all projects from the town. As taxpayers in
this town, we not only have the right to do this, but we have the obligation to perform this
function. Weare the only check that exists on municipal government and if we allowed
this level of government to do as they want, when they want, we abdicate our rights as
citizens. We will continue to research and evaluate all projects. If a project is well
thought and properly prepared, we should fmd no fault. If we find issues to challenge
then we do so.

.Weare requesting the following action from Council
1. censure Councillor Wunderlich for his false and misleading comments . We

know that he has been provided with written as well as verbal confirmation of
the facts. These he continues to ignore.

2. request of Councillor Wunderlich that he apologize to the three registrants
(Amabel Property Owners Association, Sauble Anglers and Hunters and Mr.
Craig Gammie ) for casting aspersions on their motives and concerns.

3. request that the CAO outline the current status of the two projects to council and
explain for the record that the municipality is obligated to follow both the
provincial and federal environmental assessment procedure and for the record
state that all perceived delays with the federal EA are the fault of the
municipality. The CAO should set the record straight by stating that the
municipality works within the confines of the Ontario Environmental
Assessment Act and invites community participation in the process.

We understand that being a councillor is not an easy jeb and we do appreciate those who
choose to serve. However, at the same time, we believe that correct research should be
done on all issues before speaking to them. In addition, the public has the right to
comment. Making snide or misleading statements is not part of the Code of Confiuct in
place and should not be condoned by anyone.

We do ask for a written response to our letter.

~
President Amabel Property Owners Association
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