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Appendix A – Record of Consultation 

Proposed Rehabilitation/Expansion of the Village of Westport 

Wastewater Treatment System (WWTS) 

 

Introduction  

The consultation and communication program for the Westport Wastewater Treatment System was 

designed to encourage engagement throughout the Municipal Class EA process. Consultation and 

communications was carried as part of the Class EA process to encourage dialogue and participation by 

agencies, groups, Aboriginal communities, and the general public.    

The public consultation and communication program:   

 Informed the interested public and stakeholders about the project and provide information that is 

timely and factual;  

 Encouraged opportunities for public input;  

 Promoted a public consultation strategy that includes stakeholders as valued  participants; 

 Tailor the consultation and communication program to the specific needs of the interested 

members of the public and stakeholder groups; and 

 Involved stakeholders by identifying appropriate mitigation measures and to assure them that 

these measures will be implemented.  

 

The following document provides a record of consultation activities carried out as part of the Westport 

Wastewater Treatment System (WWTS). 

Mailing List  

A Project Mailing List was developed at the outset of the Class EA Study. The list included stakeholders 

with a potential interest in the project. The mailing list included the following: 

 Village of Westport Staff; 

 County of Leeds and Grenville Clerks or Chief Administrative Officers; 

 Technical Steering Committee members; 

 Environmental/ Cottager groups; 

 Review Agencies:  Provincial ministries and agencies, Federal Government ministries and 

agencies, school boards, the Rideau Valley Conservation Authority, and the Leeds and Grenville 

Health Unit; 

 Aboriginal groups: Aboriginal groups with a potential interest, based on the Aboriginal and Treaty 

Rights Information System (ATRIS). 

 Residents and Business landowners: A 400 m (metre) radius of the existing Westport WWTS was 

included for the public notification to ensure coverage of adjacent properties.   

 



Residents and Businesses 

Residents and businesses were added to the project mailing list based on a general radius of 400 m from 

the Westport WWTS. The radius was developed to include properties on Concession 8, Perth Road 

(County Road 10) and nearby schools and businesses.  Individuals on the mailing list received copies of 

the Notice of Commencement/ PIC #1, Notice of PIC #2, as well as the Notice of Completion.  

  

Public Information Centres 

Two Public Information Centres (PICs) were held for this project on August 27, 2015 and December 3, 

2015. The PICs made use of a drop-in centre format featuring display boards which visually displayed 

project information.  Project team members from the Village of Westport and AECOM’s consulting team 

were available to speak one-on-one with the public during the meetings. All meeting materials were 

posted on the project website at http://village.westport.on.ca/town-hall/water-and-waste-water-

infrastructure.  Copies of the display boards, as well as written comments received and other materials 

are included in Appendix A.   

PIC summaries are found in the body of the ESR in Section 8. Comment sheets and written comments 

received are included in Appendix A.  

Agency and Municipality Consultation  

Consultation with government review agencies and the public is a necessary and important component of 

the Class EA process.  To meet the Class EA consultation requirements for this study, the Village of 

Westport ensured that the public and review agencies received all study notices to encourage 

participation in the two formal PICs.   

The following provides a summary of agency and municipality consultation:  

Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change  

Pre-Consultation activities were carried out with the review agency the Ministry of the Environment and 

Climate Change (MOECC). A meeting was held on July 21, 2015 to review technical memoranda #1-3. 

The meeting included, among other statements, the MOECC position that there should be no discharge 

to Upper Rideau Lake. MOECC also indicated that the project can conduct a staged Municipal Class EA 

until additional land is available to meet growth requirements. 

MOECC released memoranda on July 27, 2015 (in response to draft Technical Memorandum #3) and 

July 28, 2015 (in response to draft Technical Memorandum #2) to provide feedback related to the draft 

reports. These memoranda are included in Appendix A as correspondence.  

A second meeting with the MOECC was held on October 20, 2015 at their Kingston office to provide 

details regarding Technical Memorandum #6, as well as to discuss the results received for the Karst 

Assessment.  The question was raised of whether the WHPA study considered karstic features as 

described in the current assessment, and the Village agreed to contact the authors of this study/model to 

confirm this. The Alternative Design Concepts were discussed; Alternative Design Concept ‘B’ includes 

supplemental treatment, and, based on the weighting of the environmental considerations in the 

evaluation matrix and in consideration of the presence of the Well-head protection area near the site, it 

was identified as a Preliminary Preferred Design Concept. There were discussions on the constraining 
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parameters at the site; nitrates and chlorides.  It was noted that chlorides are a constraining parameter, 

however, not a health parameter, and the presence of background chlorides in the Village was noted.  

With the consideration of nitrates as the (traditional) constraining, health related parameter, it was noted 

that the empirical data for the site may support the consideration for an increase to the site’s rated 

capacity (from 310 m
3
/day to 350m

3
/day); this would be considered as a monitoring based approach, with 

the available additional supporting data. 

A third pre-consultation meeting with the MOECC took place on November 25, 2015 at their Kingston 

office. The meeting provided an opportunity to discuss TM #6, #6A and #6B, updated with additional data 

from the karst assessment, test pit soil characteristics, and calculations related to a proposed capacity 

increase to 350 m
3
/day based on empirical data.  It was discussed that Alternative Design Concept ‘A’ 

satisfied the current requirements for the site (giving consideration to the constraining parameters), and 

Alternative Design Concept ‘B’ is a beneficial future consideration, but is a significant cost as compared to 

Alternative Design Concept ‘A’ and it was not identified as requirement at this time based on the 

current/historical site data.  It was discussed that empirical data/proposed monitoring based approach is a 

recognized approach in the MOECC Sewer Design Guidelines. There were discussions on the monitoring 

requirement; it was agreed that a robust monitoring program is desirable to support the operations, and it 

was noted that this would be set forth by the MOECC in the new Environmental Compliance Approval 

(ECA) (previously known as C of A).  Features of the LSSDS were discussed, including considerations for 

screening/filtering of the treated effluent prior to discharge into the beds, to preserve the beds, sizing 

considerations (a conservative approach), and dosing strategies to distribute the loading to the beds.  It 

was noted that approaches to limit/lower organic loading into the disposal bed are desirable.   

Other agency correspondence is included further in Appendix A.   

Township of Rideau Lakes 

One post-Public Information Centre #1 comment was received from a Township of Rideau Lakes 

Councillor.  As this was received during the post-PIC period, it has been included as a PIC comment.  

The Township of Rideau Lakes provided a letter to the Village of Westport on September 15, 2015 

providing preliminary comments for the Westport WWTS Municipal Class “C” Assessment.  On 

September 22, 2015, Mayor Jones of the Village of Westport responded that the comments were 

received and would be considered as part of the ESR.   

Township of Rideau Lakes comments were considered in the preparation of PIC #2 boards and this ESR, 

in particular concerns about odour and aesthetics due to spray/snowmaking/mist, consideration for a 

broader study area, and the potential for adverse impacts to municipal and private wells. These 

considerations were also included in the Comparative Evaluation of Alterative Designs in Section 6.  

Rideau Valley Conservation Authority  

Correspondence was received from the Rideau Valley Conservation Authority as inputs to the Technical 

Steering Committee discussions. RVCA letters were received on June 23, 2015 for input into the draft TM 

#3 and October 9, 2015 for draft Technical Memorandum #6.  The RVCA comments were discussed and 

considered as part of the TSC meetings and documented in the TSC minutes. 

The Rideau Valley Conservation Authority had a representative on the TSC and provided input 

throughout, as identified in the TSC minutes.  

 



Other Agency Correspondence  

Letters were received from some of the provincial and federal review agencies in response to the Notice 

of Study Commencement and the formal invitations to the PICs.   

Responses to the Notice of Commencement/ Notice of PIC #1 or the Notice of PIC #2 were received from 

the following agencies:  

 Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry: identified their interest in receiving a copy of the 

Environmental Study Report when it is ready.  

 Transport Canada: Provided a summary of Acts that apply regarding their jurisdiction. None of 

the acts apply to this project.    

 Ministry of the Ministry of Environment and Climate Change: MOECC thanked the project 

team for sending the notice to their attention.  

 Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing (MMAH) was sent a copy of TM #1 which 

contained information on expected growth in the Village of Westport. The report was noted as 

received by MMAH, however no follow up comments were received.  

 Parks Canada: The agency was contacted on November 4, 2015 to seek information related to 

the Canadian Heritage River System, and whether Upper Rideau Lake is within this area. Parks 

Canada provided an excerpt from the 2000 designation document for the Rideau River system 

which states “the Rideau Canal and River in the City of Ottawa, the 202 km long navigable 

channel linking the lakes and rivers of the Rideau and Cataraqui systems between the Cities of 

Ottawa and Kingston, and the Tay Canal connecting the Rideau Canal to the Town of Perth.” No 

further engagement was required as the Class EA process will not include discharge to Upper 

Rideau Lake and the AECOM archaeologist stated that no heritage impacts are anticipated to this 

Rideau Waterway designated heritage river system.   

o Parks Canada emailed the project team on November 17, 2015 regarding project 

deadlines and indicated that they may have an interest under section 67 of the Canadian 

Environmental Assessment Act related to Crown Lands should there be any discharge to 

Upper Rideau Lake.  No discharge is required as part of Stage 1 works.  

 The Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport provided a letter on December 10. 2015 

acknowledging the project and providing a screening document for built heritage and for 

archaeological potential.  An archaeological assessment was conducted for this project and it is 

included in the ESR submission. The Built Heritage Screening was utilized for this project and no 

further studies are required.   

 

Agency and Municipality correspondence is included further in Appendix A.  

First Nations and Métis Consultation  

Aboriginal Rights and Treaty Rights are enshrined in the Canadian Constitution. The Crown has a duty to 

consult and accommodate if it contemplates decisions that may have the potential to affect Aboriginal 

Rights or Treaty Rights. In practice, the Crown delegates many of the procedural aspects of Consultation 

to proponents to ensure that aboriginal interests are identified and potential impacts addressed.  

 

First Nation and Métis groups were added to the project mailing list and provided notices throughout the 

project. These communities were asked to provide information about their Aboriginal or Treaty rights 

pertaining to a project. The Ontario Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs (MAA) and the Aboriginal Affairs and 

Northern Development Canada (AANDC) were also included on the mailing list to seek information. The 



Aboriginal and Treaty Rights Information System (ATRIS) was consulted to assist in developing the 

mailing list for this project.  

The following Aboriginal communities were provided with notifications: 

 Algonquins of Ontario Consultation Office 

 Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte 

 Métis Nation of Ontario  

 Curve Lake First Nation 

 Alderville First Nation 

 Hiawatha First Nation 

 Mississaugas of Scugog First Nation 

 Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation 

 Chippewas of Rama First Nation 

 Beausoleil First Nation 

 
This project is not anticipated to have any adverse effects following mitigation based on the following 

considerations: 

 The current site has been used for the last 20 years (former EA completed in 1995) for the 

purposes of a municipal wastewater disposal system. There is no proposed change to the use of 

the site for this purpose, and it will continue to be the site of a municipal wastewater disposal 

system. 

 The boundaries are anticipated to remain unchanged. No new lands have been identified for 

stage 1 (the focus of the Environmental Study Report for this Environmental Assessment).  

 Project siting will remain within the previously cleared area, and wooded areas will be avoided to 

maintain ecological integrity.  

 A Stage 1 archaeological assessment was completed on this site. The assessment did not 

identify known archaeological sites within 1km of the study area, but recommended a Stage 2 

archaeological assessment prior to construction.  

 The preferred alternative gives the site better groundwater management and reduces nuisance 

effects due to odour/ spray irrigation by disposing treated effluent below ground using a large 

sub-surface disposal system. The site will continue to be monitored by MOECC through regular 

reporting.   

First Nations and Métis communities were provided notifications was part of the project mailing list 

seeking information related to their Aboriginal or Treaty interests.  

The Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte provided general information about its traditional territory, an area 

which includes Southern Ontario and the northern shore of Lake Ontario. The community identified they 

would be interested if the preliminary archaeological investigations identified the potential for artifacts or 

burial remains.   

As requested, the Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte were provided a project summary letter, a copy of the 

Stage 1 archaeological report and other documents including Technical Memorandum #5, the Natural 

Heritage Constraints Analysis report, and the Notice of PIC #2. Should artifacts be uncovered that may 

have Aboriginal origin, the Village of Westport may seek to provide the Stage 2 archaeological 

assessment report to the Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte based on their expressed interest in the project.  

Hiawatha First Nation responded to the PIC #2 notice to thank the project team for the information. No 

further information was provided.  

First Nation and Métis correspondence is listed in Appendix A.  

 



Appendix A
A1: Project Notifications



 Notice of Study Commencement and  
Notice of Public Information Centre #1  

 
Proposed Rehabilitation/Expansion of the Village of Westport Wastewater 

Treatment System - Municipal Class “C” Environmental Assessment 
 
The Village of Westport has initiated a Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed 
rehabilitation or expansion of the Village of Westport Wastewater Treatment System. This study will meet 
the requirements for a Schedule ‘C’ project under the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment 
process (2007, 2011). 
 
The purpose of the study is to 
develop, assess and evaluate 
alternatives for the proposed 
wastewater treatment system 
rehabilitation or expansion. The EA 
study will result in a recommended 
plan to address capacity and 
operational issues, while also 
minimizing environmental impacts. 
 
The EA study is anticipated to be 
completed in the fall/winter of 2015. 
Upon completion, an Environmental 
Study Report (ESR) will be presented 
to the Village of Westport Council and 
the public for review and comment. A 
notice of study completion will be 
published at that time. 
 
The study area is provided in the key 
map and may be further refined 
during the EA process. 
 

 
 

Public Information Centre #1 
 

You are invited to attend the first Public Information Centre (PIC), the first of two designed to encourage 
dialogue between the project team and the public. Each Public Information Centre will feature a drop-in 
format (i.e. no presentation) to allow time for interested individuals to review the display boards, ask 
questions, and learn more about the project. The first PIC will be held: 
 

Thursday August 27, 2015 
North Crosby Community Centre (Township of Rideau Lakes) 

Address: 875 – 8
th

 Concession Road  
Westport, Ontario, K0G 1X0 

5:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m. (Drop-in Format) 
 

For further information about this project, or to be added to our mailing list, please contact: 
     

David Kielstra 
Environmental Assessment Coordinator 

AECOM 
654 Norris Court, 2

nd
 Floor 

Kingston, ON   K7P 2R9 
Phone: 613-634-2830  

E-mail: David.Kielstra@aecom.com 

Scott Bryce 
Village of Westport Clerk/Treasurer 

Village of Westport 
30 Bedford Street, P.O. Box 68  
Westport, Ontario   K0G 1X0 

Phone: 613-273-2191 
Email: sbryce@villageofwestport.ca 

 
Comments and information regarding this project are being collected in accordance with the requirements of the 
Environmental Assessment Act. Other than personal information, all comments received may be included in the 
project documentation and become part of the public record. If you require accommodation to fully participate in this 
meeting, please contact the Village of Westport at 613-273-2191 about any specific accessibility requirements. 

mailto:sbryce@villageofwestport.ca


 Notice of Public Information Centre #2  
 

Proposed Rehabilitation/Expansion of the Village of Westport Wastewater Treatment 
System - Schedule “C” Municipal Class Environmental Assessment 

 
A Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) is underway for the proposed rehabilitation or expansion 
of the Village of Westport Wastewater Treatment System (WWTS). The study is being conducted according to the 
requirements of a Schedule ‘C’ project under the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process (2007, 
2011). 

 
The purpose of the study is to develop, assess and 
evaluate alternatives for the proposed wastewater 
treatment system rehabilitation or expansion. The 
Class EA study will result in a recommended plan to 
address capacity and operational issues, while also 
minimizing environmental impacts. 
 
Public Information Centre (PIC #1) was held on August 
27, 2015 at which time the preliminary preferred 
solution was identified.  
 
The EA study is anticipated to be completed in 
December 2015. Upon completion, an Environmental 
Study Report (ESR) will be presented to the Village of 
Westport Council and the public for review and 
comment. A notice of study completion will be 
published at that time. 
 
The key map identifies the location of the Westport 
WWTS in relation to the general study area considered 
as part of this Municipal Class EA. 
 
 

Public Information Centre #2 
 

The second Public Information Centre (PIC #2) will present the preliminary alternative design concepts for the 
Westport WWTS. We invite you to the drop-in format PIC (i.e. no presentation) to allow time for interested 
individuals to review the display boards, ask questions, and learn more about the project. PIC #2 will be held: 
 

Date: Thursday December 3, 2015 

Location: Westport Free Methodist Church Hall 
85 Bedford Street 

Westport, Ontario, K0G 1X0 
Note: Please use back door for the hall 

Time: 5:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m. (Drop-in Format) 

 
For further information about this project, or to be added to our mailing list, please contact: 
     

David Kielstra 
Environmental Assessment Coordinator 

AECOM 
654 Norris Court, 2

nd
 Floor 

Kingston, ON   K7P 2R9 
Phone: 613-634-2830  

E-mail: david.kielstra@aecom.com 

Scott Bryce 
Village of Westport Clerk/Treasurer 

Village of Westport 
30 Bedford Street, P.O. Box 68  
Westport, Ontario   K0G 1X0 

Phone: 613-273-2191 
Email: sbryce@villageofwestport.ca 

 
Comments and information regarding this project are being collected in accordance with the requirements of the Environmental 
Assessment Act. Other than personal information, all comments received may be included in the project documentation and 
become part of the public record. If you require accommodation to fully participate in this meeting, please contact the Village of 
Westport at 613-273-2191 about any specific accessibility requirements. 

mailto:sbryce@villageofwestport.ca


 
Notice of Completion: Proposed Rehabilitation/Expansion of the Village of Westport 

Wastewater Treatment System - Schedule “C” Municipal Class Environmental 
Assessment 

 
The Village of Westport has completed a Municipal 
Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) for the 
proposed rehabilitation or expansion of the Village of 
Westport Wastewater Treatment System (WWTS). The 
study followed the requirements of a Schedule ‘C’ 
project under the Municipal Class Environmental 
Assessment process (2007, 2011).  

 
The study developed, assessed and evaluated 
alternatives for the proposed wastewater treatment 
system rehabilitation or expansion. The Class EA study 
resulted in a recommended plan to address capacity 
and operational issues, while also minimizing 
environmental impacts. 
 
The study included public notices, two Public 
Information Centres, a dedicated Technical Steering 
Committee, as well as meetings or communication with 
agencies, residents and other interested individuals. 
These engagement opportunities provided important 
input in the development and evaluation of alternatives. 
The key map identifies the location of the Westport 
WWTS in relation to the general area considered as 
part of this Municipal Class EA. 
 

Public Review Period 
 
The Environmental Study Report (ESR) will be available between December 21, 2015 and January 30, 2016 for the 
public review period. During this time the documents will be available on the Village of Westport website 
(http://village.westport.on.ca/town-hall/water-and-waste-water-infrastructure). You may also view a paper copy of 
the report during regular business hours (closed statutory holidays) at: 

 Village of Westport Town Hall, 30 Bedford Street, Westport, Ontario.  Open Weekdays 8:30 am - 4:30 pm. 

 Westport Public Library, 3 Spring Street, Westport, Ontario. Closed Wednesdays/ Sundays.   
 
If you have any questions or concerns regarding the information provided in the Report, please provide written 
comments to the contacts below by January 30, 2016:     

David Kielstra 
Environmental Assessment Coordinator 

AECOM 
654 Norris Court, 2

nd
 Floor 

Kingston, ON   K7P 2R9 
Phone: 613-634-2830  

E-mail: david.kielstra@aecom.com 

Scott Bryce 
Village of Westport Clerk/Treasurer 

Village of Westport 
30 Bedford Street, P.O. Box 68  
Westport, Ontario   K0G 1X0 

Phone: 613-273-2191 
Email: sbryce@villageofwestport.ca 

 
If concerns cannot be resolved you may request that the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change make an 
Order for the project to comply with Part II of the Environmental Assessment Act which addresses individual 
environmental assessments. The request must be made to: Director, Environmental Approvals Branch of the 
Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change at 135 St. Clair Avenue West, 1st Floor, Toronto, ON, M4V 1P5 
and the Minister, Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change, Floor 11, 77 Wellesley St.  W, Toronto ON M7A 
2T5 no later than 4:30 pm on January 30, 2016, with a copy of the request being sent to the Village of Westport and 
AECOM. 

 
Comments and information regarding this project are being collected in accordance with the requirements of the Environmental 
Assessment Act. Other than personal information, all comments received may be included in the project documentation and 
become part of the public record. If you require accommodation, please contact the Village of Westport at 613-273-2191 about 
any specific accessibility requirements. This Notice Issued December 17, 2015. 
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Appendix A 

A2: Project Mailing List 



Organization Salutation First Name Last Name Stakeholder Title Phone Phone2 Fax Email Address City Province Postal 

Code

Country

Village Contacts

Village of Westport Scott Bryce Clerk/Treasurer, Village of 

Westport

sbryce@villageofwestport.ca 30 Bedford St., P.O. Box 68 Westport ON K0G 1X0 Canada

Village of Westport Anne-Marie Koiner Deputy Clerk/Deputy Treasurer amkoiner@villageofwestport.ca 30 Bedford St., P.O. Box 68 Westport ON K0G 1X0 Canada

Village of Westport Niki Bresee Administrative Assistant nbresee@villageofwestport.ca 30 Bedford St., P.O. Box 68 Westport ON K0G 1X0 Canada

Village of Westport David Wallond Water/Wastewater Operator dwallond@kingston.net 30 Bedford St., P.O. Box 68 Westport ON K0G 1X0 Canada

Village of Westport Mayor Robin Jones Mayor rjones@villageofwestport.ca 30 Bedford St., P.O. Box 68 Westport ON K0G 1X0 Canada

Village of Westport Councillor Jackalyn Brady Councillor jbrady@villageofwestport.ca 30 Bedford St., P.O. Box 68 Westport ON K0G 1X0 Canada

Village of Westport Councillor Frank Huth Councillor fhuth@villageofwestport.ca 30 Bedford St., P.O. Box 68 Westport ON K0G 1X0 Canada

Village of Westport Councillor Mark Parliament Councillor mparliament@villageofwestport.ca 30 Bedford St., P.O. Box 68 Westport ON K0G 1X0 Canada

Village of Westport Councillor Gerald Schwinghamer Councillor gschwinghamer@villageofwestport.ca 30 Bedford St., P.O. Box 68 Westport ON K0G 1X0 Canada

Other Municipal/ 

County Contacts

Township of Rideau 

Lakes -General

info@twprideaulakes.on.ca

Township of Rideau 

Lakes

Mike Dwyer CAO, Township of Rideau Lakes 613-928-2251 - 

Ext. 231

mdwyer@twprideaulakes.on.ca 1439 County Rd 8 Delta ON K0E 1G0 Canada

United Counties of 

Leeds and Grenville

Andy Brown Chief Administrative Officer 613-342-3840 x 

2301

andy.brown@uclg.on.ca 25 Central Ave. W., Suite 100 Brockville ON K6V 4N6 Canada

United Counties of 

Leeds and Grenville

Kevin Spencer Public Safety Manager 613-342-3840 x 

2388

kevin.spencer@uclg.on.ca 25 Central Ave. W., Suite 100 Brockville ON K6V 4N6 Canada

United Counties of 

Leeds and Grenville

Les Shepherd Director of Works, Planning 

Services and Asset 

Management, UCLG

613-342-3840 

ext 2412

les.shepherd@uclg.on.ca 25 Central Ave. W., Suite 100 Brockville ON K6V 4N6 Canada

Twp of Athens Darleen Noonan CAO and Clerk/Treasurer (613) 924-2044 613.924.2091 Athens@ripnet.com 1 Main St. W. Athens ON K0E 2B0 Canada

Twp of Augusta Mayor Doug Malanka Mayor doug.malanka@outlook.com 3560 County Road 26, R.R. #2 Prescott ON K0E 1T0 Canada

City of Brockville Bob Casselman City Manager (613) 342-8772 

x438 

bcasselman@brockville.com 1 King Street West, P.O. Box 5000 Brockville ON K6V 7A5 Canada

Twp of Edwardsburgh 

Cardinal

Debra McKinstry CAO/Clerk 613-658-3055 

x104

dmckinstry@twpec.ca 18 Centre st, P.O Box 129 Spencerville ON K0E 1X0 Canada

Twp of Elizabethtown-

Kitley

mail@elizabethtown-kitley.on.ca 6544 New Dublin Rd, RR 2 Addison ON K0E 1A0 Canada

Twp of Front of 

Yonge

Elaine Covey Clerk (613) 923-2251 613 923-2421 ecovey@frontofyonge.com 1514 County Road 2 Mallorytown ON K0E 1R0 Canada

Town of Ganaoque Shellee Evans CAO 613-382-2149 613-382-8587 sevans@gananoque.ca 30 King Street East. P.O. Box 100 Gananoque ON K7G 2T6 Canada

Twp of Leeds and the 

Thousand Islands

Milena Avramovic CAO 613-659-2415 613-659-3619 mavramovic@townshipleeds.on.ca   1233 Prince St., PO Box 280 Lansdowne ON K0E 1L0 Canada

Village of Merrickville-

Wolford

J. Armstrong Chief Administrative Officer - 

Clerk

613-269-4791 613-269-3095 cao@merrickville-wolford.ca 317 Brock Street West, P.O. Box 340 Merrickville ON K0G 1N0 Canada

Municipality of North 

Grenville

Brian Carre CAO 613-258-9569 613-258-9620 bcarre@northgrenville.on.ca 285 County Road #44 Kemptville ON K0G 1J0 Canada

Town of Prescott Rob Whittkie Director of Corporate 

Services/Clerk

613-925-2812 613-925-4381 rwittkie@prescott.ca P.O. Box 160, 360 Dibble Street West Prescott ON K0E 1T0 Canada

Steering Committee

Steering Committee Scott Bryce Clerk/Treasurer, Village of 

Westport

See Village Staff section

Steering Committee Glenn Allen Retired Professional Engineer jglenallen@aol.com 

Steering Committee Nancy Martin Dept.  of Biomedical and 

Molecular Sciences, Queen’s 

University

nancy.martin@queensu.ca 

Steering Committee Les Shepherd Director of Works, Planning 

Services and Asset 

Management, UCLG

See Municipal/County Contacts

Steering Committee Brian Stratton Manager, Source Water 

Protection, Rideau Valley 

Conservation Authority

See Group Contacts

Steering Committee Mike Dwyer CAO, Township of Rideau Lakes See Municipal/County Contacts

Steering Committee Jayne MacDonald President, URLA See Environmental Organizations Section

Federal and 

Provincial Elected 

Officials
MPP Leeds-Grenville Mr. Steve Clark M.P.P (613) 342-9522 (613) 342-2501 info@steveclarkmpp.com 100 Strowger Boulevard, Suite 101 Brockville Ontario K6V 5J9 Canada

Village of Westport WWTS Mailing List
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MPP 

Leeds–Grenville–Tho

usand Islands and 

Rideau Lakes

Mr. Gord Brown M.P. 613-992-8756 613-996-9171 gord.brown@parl.gc.ca House of Commons Ottawa Ontario K1A 0A6 Canada

Ontario Government 

Staff
Ministry of Tourism, 

Culture and Sport

Ms. Valerie Andrews Manager, East Region 613-742-3366 1-800-267-

9340

613-742-5300  valerie.andrews@ontario.ca 347 Preston Street, 4th Floor Ottawa Ontario K1S 3J4 Canada

Ministry of Natural 

Resources and 

Forestry

Ms. Sharon Rew Planning Manager, Southern 

Region Planning Unit

705-755-5164 705-755-3292  sharon.rew@ontario.ca 4th Floor S, 300 Water Street Peterborough Ontario K9J 8M5 Canada

Ministry of Natural 

Resources and 

Forestry

Mr. Paul Kehoe Kingston Area Supervisor 613-531-5720 613-531-5730  paul.kehoe@ontario.ca 51 Heakes Lane, Ontario Government 

Building, Beachgrove Complex

Kingston Ontario K7M 9B1 Canada

Ministry of Natural 

Resources and 

Forestry

Ms. Elizabeth Spang A/District Planner, Peterborough 

District

705-755-3294 705-755-3125 Elizabeth.Spang@ontario.ca 300 Water Street, 1st Floor South Peterborough Ontario K9J 8M5 Canada

Ministry of 

Transportation

Ms. Tija Dirks Director, Transportation 

Planning Branch

416-585-7254 416-585-7324 tija.dirks@ontario.ca   College Park Suite 3000, 777 Bay St Toronto Ontario M7A 2J8 Canada

Ministry of 

Transportation

Mr. Darwyn Sproule Head, Planning and Design - 

Eastern Region

613-545-4795   darwyn.sproule@ontario.ca 1355 John Counter Blvd, PO Box 

4000

Kingston Ontario K7L 5A3 Canada

MOECC Ms. Vicki Mitchell Environmental Assessment Co-

ordinator

613-540-6852 vicki.mitchell@ontario.ca 1259 Gardiners Road, Unit 3, P.O. 

Box 22032 

Kingston Ontario K7M 8S5 Canada

MOECC - Regional 

(Eastern)

Ms. Holle Kew Director, Eastern Region 613-548-6901 613-548-6920 hollee.kew@ontario.ca 1259 Gardiners Rd., Unit 3 Kingston Ontario K7P 3J6 Canada

MOECC - Kingston 

District 

Mr. Brian Kaye Manager, Kingston District Office 613-548-6906 613-548-6920 brian.kaye@ontario.ca    1259 Gardiners Rd., Unit 3 Kingston Ontario K7P 3J6 Canada

MOECC - Approvals 

Branch - 

Environmental 

Assessment Services

Ms. Annamaria Cross Manager, Approvals Branch - 

Environmental Assessment 

Services

416-314-7967 annamaria.cross@ontario.ca   12A, 2 St. Clair Ave. W. Toronto Ontario M4V 1L5 Canada

Ministry of 

Agriculture, Food, 

and Rural Affairs,

Environmental and 

Land Use Policy Unit

Mr. John O'Neill Rural Planner- Environmental 

and Land Use Policy

613-258-8341 519-826-3109 John.O'Neill@ontario.ca   Provincial Government Bldg, PO Box 

2004

Kemptville Ontario K0G 1J0 Canada

Ministry of Municipal 

Affairs and Housing - 

East Region

Mr. Michael Elms Manager, Eastern Municipal 

Services Office

613-545-2100 michael.elms@ontario.ca Rockwood House, 8 Estate Lane Kingston Ontario K7M 9A8 Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal 

Affairs - Consultation 

Unit

Coordinator maa.ea.review@ontario.ca 160 Bloor Street East, 4th Floor Toronto Ontario M7A 2E6 Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal 

Affairs

Ms. Heather Levecque Consultation Unit, Aboriginal 

Relations and Ministry 

Partnerships Division

(416) 325-4044 (416) 326-1066 heather.levecque@ontario.ca 9th Floor, 160 Bloor Street East Toronto Ontario M7A 2E1 Canada

Ministry of Aboriginal 

Affairs

Ms. Lise Hansen Senior Negotiator (416) 326-4765 (416) 326-0542 lise.hansen@ontario.ca 720 Bay Street, 4th Floor Toronto Ontario M5G 2K1 Canada

Ministry of Economic 

Development, 

Employment and 

Infrastructure

Mr. Christopher Gleeson Senior Business Advisor 613-531-5594 christopher.gleeson@ontario.ca 51 Heakes Lane Kingston Ontario K7M9B1 Canada

Federal Government 

Staff
Fisheries and Oceans 

Canada

Ms. Sara Eddy Senior Habitat Biologist 905-336-4535 905-336-6285 Sara.Eddy@dfo-mpo.gc.ca 867 Lakeshore Road Burlington Ontario L7R 4A6 Canada

Aboriginal Affairs and 

Northern 

Development Canada 

- Consultation and 

Accomodation Unit

Coordinator cau-uca@aadnc-aandc.gc.ca

Environment Canada - 

Ontario Office

416-739-4826 416-739-4776 enviroinfo@ec.gc.ca 4905 Dufferin Street Toronto Ontario M3H 5T4 Canada

mailto:gord.brown@parl.gc.ca
mailto:Elizabeth.Spang@ontario.ca
mailto:tija.dirks@ontario.ca
mailto:darwyn.sproule@ontario.ca
mailto:vicki.mitchell@ontario.ca
mailto:hollee.kew@ontario.ca
mailto:brian.kaye@ontario.ca
mailto:annamaria.cross@ontario.ca
mailto:michael.elms@ontario.ca
mailto:maa.ea.review@ontario.ca
mailto:heather.levecque@ontario.ca
mailto:lise.hansen@ontario.ca
mailto:Sara.Eddy@dfo-mpo.gc.ca
mailto:cau-uca@aadnc-aandc.gc.ca
mailto:enviroinfo@ec.gc.ca


Parks Canada - 

National Historic Site 

Office

613-283-5170 613-283-0677 RideauCanal-info@pc.gc.ca  34 Beckwith Street South Smiths Falls Ontario K7A 2A8 Canada

Parks Canada Mr. Harry Szeto Resource Management Officer II :   613- 283-7199 

ext.274

Harry.szeto@pc.gc.ca 34a Beckwith Street South Smiths Falls Ontario K7A 2A8 Canada

Transport Canada - 

Ontario Region

Environmental Coordinator 416-952-0485 EnviroOnt@tc.gc.ca 4900 Yonge Street 4th Floor  (PHE) North York Ontario M2N 6A5 Canada

Utilities and 

Emergency Services

Local Fire Jay De Benardi Fire Chief, Rideau Lakes Fire 

Department

613-928-2251 

Ext. 237

fire.j@twprideaulakes.on.ca  1439 County Rd 8 Delta ON K0E 1G0 Canada

Local Ambulance Leeds and Grenville Paramedic 

Service

see Leeds and Grenville Clerk

OPP Rideau Lakes OPP P.O. Box 636, 4109 County Road 29 Brockville Ontario K6V 5V8 Canada

Hydro One Ms. Leslie Koch Sustainment Manager, Lines 

Information Systems and 

Programs

416-345-6275 416-345-5443 Leslie.koch@HydroOne.com 483 Bay Street (location TCT15) Toronto Ontario M5G 2P5 Canada

Bell Sandy Clement Regional Director, Community 

Affairs

613-542-8372 613-542-0825 sandy.clement@bell.ca 450 Princess Street, 2nd Floor Kingston Ontario K7L 4Z9 Canada

Union Gas Ms. Andrea Stass Manager, External 

Communications and Media 

Relations

1-800-571-8446 

ext. 5490 

astass@uniongas.com P.O. Box 2001 Chatham Ontario N7M 5M1 Canada

Rideau St. Lawrence 

Distribution Inc.

(613) 273 - 2191  rslu@rslu.ca 30 Bedford Street, P.O. Box 68 Westport Ontario K0G 1X0 Canada

Ratepayer/ Cottager 

and Interest Groups

Upper Rideau Lake 

Association

Ms. Jayne MacDonald President jmacdonald43@cogeco.ca Box 67 Westport ON K0G 1X0 Canada

Rideau Lakes 

Networking Group 

(RLNG)

Mr. Karl Fiander President rideaulakesng@gmail.com PO Box 93 Portland ON K0G 1V0 Canada

Big Rideau Lake 

Association

Mr. Doug Good President president@bigrideaulakeassociation.com PO Box 93 Portland ON K0G 1V0 Canada

Royal Canadian 

Legion – Upper 

Rideau Branch  

(Branch 542) 

Mr. Dave Wickenden 613-273-3615 10099 Perth Road, County Road 10 Westport Ontario K0G 1X0 Canada

Health/ 

Environmental 

Organizations
Leeds, Grenville & 

Lanark Health Unit

Ms. Anne Warren Board Chair 613-345-5685 613-345-2879 webmaster@healthunit.org 458 Laurier Blvd. Brockville Ontario K6V 7A3 Canada

Centre for 

Sustainable 

Watersheds 

(Watershed Canada)

613-264-1244 115-40 Sunset Blvd. Perth Ontario K7H 2Y4 Canada

Economic 

Development 

Organizations
The Westport and 

Rideau Lakes 

Chamber of 

Commerce

613-273-2929 wrlcc@rideau.net  36 Main Street, #2, P.O. Box 157 Westport Ontario K0G 1X0 Canada

Conservation 

Authorities/ Source 

Water Protection

Rideau Valley 

Conservation 

Authority/ Source 

Water Protection

Mr. Brian Stratton Manager, Source Water 

Protection

613-692-3571x 

1141

brian.stratton@mrsourcewater.ca PO Box 599, 3889 Rideau Valley 

Drive

Manotick Ontario K4M 1A5 Canada

Rideau Valley 

Conservation 

Authority

Ms. Sommer Casgrain-Robertson General Manager 613-692-

3571x1214

sommer.casgrain-robertson@rvca.ca PO Box 599, 3889 Rideau Valley 

Drive

Manotick Ontario K4M 1A5 Canada

School Boards

Upper Canada 

District School Board 

Ms. Teresa Polite Principal (613) 273-2842 (855) 428-1503 teresa.polite@ucdsb.on.ca 9921 Highway # 42 Westport Ontario K0G 1X0 Canada

http://www.pc.gc.ca/eng/lhn-nhs/on/rideau/courriel-email.aspx
mailto:Harry.szeto@pc.gc.ca
mailto:EnviroOnt@tc.gc.ca
mailto:fire.j@twprideaulakes.on.ca?subject=Open%20Air%20Burning%20Permits
mailto:Leslie.koch@HydroOne.com
mailto:sandy.clement@bell.ca
mailto:astass@uniongas.com
mailto:rslu@rslu.ca
mailto:jmacdonald43@cogeco.ca
mailto:president@bigrideaulakeassociation.com
mailto:brian.stratton@mrsourcewater.ca
mailto:sommer.casgrain-robertson@rvca.ca
mailto:teresa.polite@ucdsb.on.ca


Catholic Distric 

School Board of E. 

Ontario - St. Edward 

Catholic School

Mr. Dan Lesser Principal 613-273-2926 613-273-2636 mail@cdsbeo.on.ca Box 309, 51 Bedford St. Westport Ontario K0G 1X0 Canada

First Nations and 

Métis Organizations

Metis Nation of 

Ontario

Mr. Aly Alibhai Director, Lands, Resources and  

Consultation

416-977-9881 alya@metisnation.org 75 Sherbourne St. Suite 311 Toronto Ontario M5A 2P9 Canada

Mohawks of the Bay 

of Quinte

Chief R. Donald Maracle 613-396-3424 

ext 106

613-396-3627 rdonm@mbq.tmt.org 13 Old York Road, R.R.1 Tyendinaga Mohawk Territory Ontario K0K 1X0 Canada

Alderville First Nation Chief James Marsden 905-352-2011 905-352-3242 jbmarsden@alderville.ca P. O. Box 46, 11696 2nd Line Road Alderville Ontario K0K 2X0 Canada

Hiawatha First Nation Chief Greg Cowie 705-295-4421 705-295-4424 chiefcowie@hiawathafn.ca 123 Paudash Street R. R. #2 Keene Ontario K0L 2G0 Canada

Curve Lake First 

Nation

Chief Phyllis Williams 705-657-8045 705-657-8708 dutytoconsult@curvelakefn.ca 22 Winookeeda Road Curve Lake Ontario K0L 1R0 Canada

Algonquins of Ontario Ms. Janet Stavinga Executive Director 613-735-3759 algonquins@nrtco.net 31 Riverside Drive, Suite 101 Pembroke Ontario K8A 8R6 Canada

Near Stakeholders 

(non-Residents)
Township of Rideau 

Lakes Airfield c/o 

Rideau Lakes Flying 

Club

Mr. Bill Green 613-273-5282 613-273-

3290

wgreen@rideau.net Canada

Rideau Vista Public 

School

Ms. Teresa Polite Principal 613-273-2842 teresa.polite@ucdsb.on.ca 9921 Highway 42 Westport Ontario K0G 1X0 Canada

G. Tackaberry & 

Sons Construction 

Co. Ltd. – Westport 

Quarries  (Sweet's 

Sand and Gravel)

613-387-3838 3299 County Road 32, P.O Box 159 Seeley's Bay Ontario K0H 2N0 Canada

Herlehy Home 

Building Centre 

(2112361 Ontario 

Ltd.)

613-273-2052 10062 Old Perth Road   Westport Ontario K0G 1X0 Canada

Presbyterian 

Cemetery on Perth 

Road 

Mr. Russell Pchajek 613-273-7551 613-273-

2876

pchajek@rideau.net 10121 Perth Road, County Road # 10 Westport Ontario K0G 1X0 Canada

Residents within 

400 m

Removed for 

Privacy

mailto:alya@metisnation.org
mailto:chiefcowie@hiawathafn.ca
mailto:dutytoconsult@curvelakefn.ca
mailto:algonquins@nrtco.net
mailto:pchajek@rideau.net


 

   

Appendix A 

A3: Public Information Centre 
Display Boards 



Welcome! 

Cameron Smith 
Project Manager 
AECOM Canada Ltd, 
654 Norris Court 
Kingston, ON  K7P 2R9 
613.389.3703 
cameron.smith2@aecom.com 

Scott Bryce 
Clerk/Treasurer 
Village of Westport 
30 Bedford Street, P.O. Box 68 
Westport, ON  K0G 1X0 
613.273.2191 
sbryce@villageofwestport.ca 

Proposed Rehabilitation/ 
Expansion of the Village of 
Westport Wastewater 
Treatment System 

Municipal Class “C” Environmental Assessment 

Public Information Centre #1 
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Site Components 
• Lagoon Treatment & Storage (2 

Cells:  
– Cell #1 (55,000 m3 ) 

– Cell #2 (25,000 m3 ) 

• Effluent Transfer Well 

• Main Control (Snowfluent) Building 

• Distribution Valve House 

• Dispersion Towers and Snow  
Deposit Area 

• Main Control Building equipped with 
3 high pressure pumps and 1 air 
compressor. 

Westport Wastewater Treatment 
System (WWTS) Overview 

Overview 
• The Westport Wastewater Treatment System (WWTS) is located 

south/southwest of the Village of Westport; partially in the Village but largely 
on Village owned land in the Township of Rideau Lakes 

• Upgraded in 1996 to a lagoon and Snowfluent based WWTS through a 
previous Environmental Assessment 

How it Works 
• Effluent (treated wastewater from the lagoons) are disposed by snowmaking 

(freeze crystallization) during suitable winter conditions 
• Operates under a Ministry of Environment and Climate Change Certificate of 

Approval (No. 8927-89AHET) 
• Approved rated capacity is 310 m3 per day (113,150 m3/year) 
• Recently spray irrigation for supplemental effluent disposal occurs in suitable 

summer conditions 



• The existing WWTS has a design/rated capacity of 310 
m3/day (cubic meters per day).  

• Between 2011-2014, the period average day flow to the 
WWTS was 290 m3/day, nearly 95% of rated capacity.  

 

Current and Projected Future Growth (Equivalent 
Population) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Projected Average Day Wastewater Flows 

 

 

 

 

• Westport is intending to grow over the next 20 years 
based on potential new developments in the area. 

• Wastewater flows to the Westport WWTS are at the 
system’s full design/rated capacity and a solution is 
needed to address the needs of the system. 

Wastewater Capacity and  
Community Growth 

Growth Timeframe Estimated Wastewater 
Users 

Current 585 

10 Year (2025) 913 

20 Year (2035) 1,356 

Growth Timeframe Expected flows  
(cubic meters per day, m3/day) 

10 Year (2025) 437 m3/day  (1.5 times the current flows) 

20 Year (2035) 636 m3/day  (2.2 times the current flows) 



Issues Identification                      (A) 

The following is a summary of current status and key issues identified based 
on background information and observations, technical memoranda, pre-
consultation activities, and Technical Steering Committee input: 

 

Environmental Considerations:   

No Surface Water (Upper Rideau Lake) Discharge  - Remaining Option:  
Subsurface Disposal 

The position of the Ministry of Environment and Climate Change (regulatory 
approving agency) expressed through pre-consultation communications  is that there 
should be no surface water discharge to the Upper Rideau Lake from the Westport 
WWTS.  

 

Private and Municipal Well Supply and Source Water Protection  - Key 
considerations of regulatory authorities and of great importance to public 
health and safety 

The Westport WWTS property is upgradient of the municipal wells, and lies mainly 
within the current 25 year Wellhead Protection Area (WHPA) zone (the 5 year WHPA 
zone covers a very small northeast portion of the property). 

The Mississippi-Rideau Source Protection Plan (MRSPP) indicates that the area local to 
the municipal wells has been classified as a Highly Vulnerable Aquifer (HVA) and 
Significant Groundwater Recharge Area (SGRA).  These are key considerations in the 
planning process going forward.  

Current Status & Key Issues 



Municipal Growth/ Financial Considerations:                        (B) 

Community Growth and Wastewater Design/Rated Capacity of the Westport 
WWTS  - Capacity increase required for existing and future projected flows 

Presently the Village of Westport is limited in its ability to approve any new 
developments in the Village of Westport due to lack of wastewater treatment capacity. 
Existing wastewater/influent flows are approximately 95% of the Westport WWTS 
rated capacity. 

Westport is seen as a potential growth community, and the Village forecasts significant 
future development and population increases. The associated 10 year and 20 year 
projected future flows are approximately 1.5x and 2.2x greater than the current flows. 

 

Project Funding - Available funding: $2.2 million OCIF funding 

The Village of Westport was successful with a 2014 Ontario Community Infrastructure 
Fund (OCIF) funding application for WWTS upgrades. The OCIF funding is the amount 
of $2.2 million, of which 90% is grant, and includes the condition that the funded 
project works must be complete by the end of December 2016. 

The Village of Westport is actively pursuing other funding, however the Village’s 
economic capabilities for Westport WWTS upgrades may have a financial limitation/ 
constraint. 

 

Time Constraints and Staged Implementation  - Structure first/near term 
stage to address funding and timeline constraints 

The OCIF funding has funding timeline requirements that must be met. It is also 
necessary to consider a staged approach to meet a variety of immediate needs of the 
system as well as of other factors including: 

• Potential Village of Westport growth requirements, 

• Site design constraints, and 

• Available financial resources.  

Current Status & Key Issues 



Technical Considerations:                       (C) 

Functional Effluent Disposal Capacity  - The current No. 1 priority 
operational constraint 

The existing functional capacity of the snowmaking disposal system is significantly less 
than what is needed to meet existing annual disposal volume requirements.  

Summer spray irrigation has been used in recent years under a special approval for 
additional disposal capacity, although it is not part of the existing approved system 
under the Certificate of Approval.  

 

Subsurface Disposal – Existing Site Suitability and Capability - Requirement 
for an enhanced/replacement subsurface disposal system to be designed to 
suit site characteristics; site disposal volume capability is limited 

 A generally ideal subsurface disposal site has favourable characteristics such as 
deep/thick overburden, sandy soils, very low water table, and large buffer distances to 
protect groundwater. The existing Westport WWTS site does not have these ideal 
characteristics.  

 Based on existing ‘reasonable use concept’ threshold limits for the current WWTS 
operations, the theoretical maximum effluent dispersal capacity of the approved 
‘Snow Deposit Area’ is estimated as 350 m3/day (currently rated at 310 m3/day).  

 

Summer Spray Irrigation - Operations and performance would benefit from 
upgrades or replacement subsurface system 

Summer spray irrigation is not currently part of the Certificate of Approval and 
requires active management to stay within acceptable limits of groundwater and 
surface water monitoring.  

 

Current Status & Key Issues 



Problem/ Opportunity Statement 
The current Village of Westport wastewater treatment system (WWTS) is 
experiencing operational constraints and is at its approved capacity limit for 
average day influent flows (currently rated at 310 m3/day). Additional WWTS 
capacity is needed to adequately service existing and projected future 
wastewater flows. The Village wishes to identify a preferred alternative(s) to 
meet existing and future community needs for wastewater servicing. The 
Village of Westport is undertaking a “Municipal Class “C” (full) Environmental 
Assessment for the Rehabilitation/Expansion of the Village of Westport’s 
Wastewater Treatment System. 
 

Principal Considerations 
• Existing Infrastructure: Consider ways to maximize the use of and 

optimize the existing WWTS to recognize previous investments in site 
infrastructure;  

• Staged Approach: Consider options that may allow for a staged 
approach to meet the Village of Westport’s growth objectives and the 
Village’s Ontario Community Infrastructure Fund (OCIF) program funding 
requirements; 

• Zero Discharge to Upper Rideau Lake: Consider that any alternative 
must have zero discharge to Upper Rideau Lake to have a favourable 
review by Ministry of Environment and Climate Change; 

• Source Water and Groundwater Protection: Consider that any 
rehabilitated or new system should minimize potential risks to source 
water and groundwater.  

• Financial Sustainability and Timing: Consider potential financial 
viability, system sustainability and/or associated constraints related to 
alternative options. Available resources and other funding support can 
significantly affect implementation timelines.  

Problem/Opportunity 
Statement 



Screening and Assessment 
Methodology 

Methodology 
• A long list of preliminary planning alternative solutions was developed to 

consider a wide range of options for wastewater treatment system 
rehabilitation or expansion. 

• Preliminary Screening: Alternatives unable to meet the Problem Statement 
and associated principle considerations were screened out. 

Long List 
• Alternative 1 – Do Nothing 

• Alternative 2 – Reduce Wastewater Flows to the WWTS 

• Alternative 3 – Upgrade/Expand Existing Facility and Continued Subsurface 
Disposal 

• Alternative 4 – Additional/New Facility at Existing Site with Surface Water 
Discharge  

• Alternative 5 – Additional/New Facility at Existing Site with Subsurface Disposal 

• Alternative 6 – New Facility at a New Site with Surface Water Discharge 

• Alternative 7 – New Facility at a New Site with Subsurface Disposal 

• Alternative 8 – Convey Wastewater to Another Wastewater Treatment Facility 

Short List 
• Alternative 1 – Do Nothing 

• Alternative 3 – Upgrade/Expand Existing Facility and Continued Subsurface 
Disposal 

• Alternative 5 – Additional/New Facility at Existing Site with Subsurface Disposal 

• Alternative 7 – New Facility at a New Site with Subsurface Disposal 

Preliminary Screening 



Comparative Evaluation of 
Alternative Solutions 

The following is a description of the potential alternatives assessed to address 
capacity and community growth in the “Comparative Evaluation of Alternative 
Solutions” table: 
  

Alternative #1: Do Nothing 
• Maintain the Status Quo 

 

Alternative #3: Upgrade/Expand Existing + Subsurface Disposal  
• Upgrade/Expand existing WWTS at existing site, and continue subsurface 

disposal with upgraded/replacement disposal system(s). Maximize 
treatment and disposal capacity at site – but future additional land is 
required.  

 

Alternative #5: Additional/ New Facility,  Existing Site + Subsurface Disposal 
• Additional/New treatment facility at existing site, and continue subsurface 

disposal with upgraded/replacement disposal system(s). Maximize 
treatment and disposal capacity at site – but future additional land is 
required. 

 

Alternative #7: Construct New Facility at New Site + Subsurface Disposal 
• Construct a new treatment and subsurface disposal facility on a new site. 

Suitable land availability is required and the potential for new site to meet 
future wastewater servicing needs assumed. 

Comparative Methodology:  
• The short list was assessed further against additional technical, social, 

environmental and economic considerations.  
• Colour coded to identify the “Most Favourable” to “Least Favourable” 

alternatives for each category.   
 
 
 

            

Less positive/ favourable More positive/ favourable                

Legend: 



Comparative Evaluation of 
Alternative Solutions 

Item / Issue Consideration 

Alternative Solutions 

Alternative 1: Do 

Nothing 

Alternative 3: Upgrade/Expand 

Existing + Subsurface Disposal  

Alternative 5: Additional/ New 

Facility,  Existing Site + 

Subsurface Disposal 

Alternative 7: Construct 

New Facility at New Site + 

Subsurface Disposal 
Technical         

Address existing WWTS operational constraints No Yes, able to resolve Yes, able to resolve Yes, able to resolve 

Use and optimize existing site infrastructure Partially Yes Partially No 

Adequately service existing flows No Yes Yes Yes 

Adequately service future flows No No - existing site 

Yes – assumed additional land 

availability 

Potentially 

(Yes – assumed additional land 

availability) 

Yes – assumed 

Anticipated WWTS performance Marginal Improved Improved Most Improved 

Staged WWTS  implementation potential Not Applicable Yes Potentially Unlikely 

Ease of implementation Not Applicable Good – integrated to existing Requires new facility design Requires new land/site and new 

facility design 

Additional land required / [currently available] Not Applicable Future – Yes / [Available – No] Future – Yes /[ Available – No] Yes / [Available – No] 

Staged implementation opportunity Not Applicable Yes Potentially Unlikely 

Social         

Meet existing community servicing needs No Yes Yes Yes 

Meet community growth servicing needs No No – existing site 

Yes – assumed additional land 

Potentially 

(Yes – assumed additional land)  

Yes – assumed 

Potentially affect surrounding residences  No Yes – assumed additional land Yes – assumed additional land Yes – new site 

Affect surrounding lands / landuse planning No Yes – assumed additional land 

requirement 

Yes – assumed additional land 

requirement 

Yes – new site 

Cultural/Heritage resources impact No Potential – assumed future additional 

land 

Potential – assumed future additional 

land 

Potential – new site / additional 

land 

Recreation resources impact No No impact anticipated No impact anticipated No impact anticipated 

Economic         

Capital cost Not Applicable Moderate High Highest 

Operating cost Moderate Moderate High High 

Financial viability / sustainability Yes Yes Potentially Unlikely 

1st stage (cost/schedule) ability to fall within OCIF 

funding program limits/requirements 

Not Applicable Likely – near term 

No – future stage 

Unlikely – near term 

No – future stage 

No 

Additional 3rd party funding required for future 

stage(s) / [source secured] 

Not Applicable Likely / [Secured – No] Yes / [Secured – No] Yes / [Secured – No] 

Environmental         

Continued zero discharge to Upper Rideau Lake Yes – assuming adequate 

subsurface disposal 

functional capacity or 

alternate arrangements 

Yes Yes Yes 

Surface water quality Monitored – potential 

impact from failing 

systems 

Monitored – less potential impact Monitored - less potential impact Monitored – least potential 

impact 

Ground water quality and Well Head Protection 

Area (WHPA) 

Monitored – potential 

impact from failing 

systems (site within 

WHPA-Area D) 

Monitored – less potential impact 

(existing site remains within WHPA-

Area D) 

Monitored - less potential impact 

(existing site remains within WHPA-

Area D) 

Monitored – least potential 

impact (assumed relocated out 

of WHPA Area D) 

Terrestrial habitat impact No Potential – assumed future additional 

land 

Potential – assumed future additional 

land 

Potential – new site / additional 

land 

Aquatic habitat impact Potential impact from 

failing systems 

Less potential impact Less potential impact Least potential impact 

Result   Preliminary Preferred Solution     

            

Less positive/favourable More positive/favourable                Legend: 



Preliminary Preferred 
Alternative – Alternative #3 

Alternative #3: “Upgrade/Expand Existing Facility and Continued Subsurface Disposal” 

 

 

 

 

 

Preliminary Preferred Alternative 
Alternative #3 was identified as the Preliminary Preferred Alternative. The Preliminary 
Preferred Alternative is the result of the short list assessment of the alternatives, in addition to 
input from the Technical Steering Committee based on currently available information.  

Option Strengths: 
• Improves functional effluent disposal capacity 

and operations 
• Utilizes existing lagoons – recognized as one of 

the most  cost-effective methods of secondary 
wastewater treatment 

• Stage 1 to be structured to fall within the Village’s 
financial and timeline constraints 

• Use and optimize existing site infrastructure 
• Addresses immediate priorities 

 Staged Approach  
A staged approach is recommended:  
• Stage 1 of Preliminary Preferred 

Alternative (Alternative #3):  
– Focus of the Environmental 

Study Report (ESR) to be 
prepared.  The ESR will seek to 
address the immediate 
operational priority of improving 
and increasing subsurface 
disposal capabilities and 
adequately service existing flows 
in the near term 

– We will be considering various 
ways to implement the 
Preliminary Preferred 
Alternative (Alternative #3) that 
may include: 

• Potential upgrades to the 
existing effluent disposal 
systems (snow making and spray 
irrigation),  

• Potential for a  new large 
subsurface disposal system, 
and/or 

• A combination of these disposal 
systems - all utilizing the existing 
lagoons for wastewater 
treatment. 

• Future Stage(s):   
– Additional suitable land is 

needed and is not currently 
available at this time.  

– Future stage(s) are expected to 
be required to enable Westport 
WWTS capacity to be sufficiently 
increased to meet the 
community’s projected future 
wastewater servicing needs. 



Steps Schedule Date 
Phase 1 & 2: Key Issues Review/ Alternative 

Solutions 

 Key Issues Review/ Problem Statement 

 Public Information Centre No. 1 

 

 

 

August 27, 2015 

Phase 3: Alternative Designs 

 Examine Alternative Design Concepts 

 Public Information Centre No. 2 

 

 

Mid-October, 2015   

Phase 4: Environmental Study Report 

 Draft ESR for Council and Agency Comment 

 Notice of Completion 

 

 

November 30, 2015  

Phase 5: Detailed Design & Implementation 

 Initiate Detailed Design (Stage 1) 

 Implementation & Construction Works 

 

Dec-2015 / Jan-2016 

By Dec 2016 

Next Steps & Schedule 

Schedule 

For further information on this project, or to be added to 
our mailing list, please contact: 

David Kielstra 
EA Coordinator 
AECOM Canada Ltd. 
654 Norris Court 
Kingston, ON  K7P 2R9 
613.634.2830 
david.kielstra@aecom.com 

Scott Bryce 
Clerk/Treasurer 
Village of Westport 
30 Bedford Street, P.O. Box 68 
Westport, ON  K0G 1X0 
613.273.2191 
sbryce@villageofwestport.ca 

What do you think of the Preliminary Preferred 
Alternative? Please fill out a comment sheet. 











































 

   

Appendix A 

A4: Public Information Centre 
Comment Cards and Other 
Materials 





















From:  

Sent: Monday, August 31, 2015 9:50 AM 
To: Kielstra, David 

Cc:  
Subject: Comments re Westport PIC #1 

 

Here are a number of comments resulting from reviewing the display boards and speaking with 
various people at the open house. 
  
1. I consider the area selected for further assessment to be much too small given the potential 
impact on residents as far as 1/2 kilometre away in all directions.  Residents on the other side 
of CTY 10 are already being impacted by air quality issues, both when spraying is going on and 
the odours from the lagoons. These residents include families, a well used Legion Branch and an 
elementary school.  Properties on the North side towards Salem Road include a quarry whose 
blasting could aggravate any leaking issues from the lagoon.  The west side includes farms and 
residences which again could be impacted by spraying under improper wind conditions.  The 
Village side contains municipal wellheads and a number of private wells, all of which are at risk 
if the assessment is not expanded. 
  
2. I realize that the Village has time and dollar constraints imposed by the situation but these 
should not be the determining factors to limiting or expanding the assessment area. 
  
3. While this is a problem within the Village of Westport, its limited size and location 
surrounded by Rideau Lakes and its many lakes make it a much larger problem. 
  
4. It appears that a decision has already been made to base any solution on the existing 
system.  I suggest that there be a true review of other technical solutions with cost being the 
last criteria to be evaluated. Especially if we want a system that will outlive most of the area’s 
residents. 
  
5. The predictions for number of households are in total disagreement with those developed by 
the County planning department which predict a net loss of residents over the same time 
period.  I didn’t see the source of the predicted numbers identified but these are more in the 
order of wishes for future growth. Given the Provincial Policy Statement and the proposed 
County official plan this amount of growth is very unlikely, especially within the Village 
boundaries. 
  

 



 

  

Westport Municipal Class EA - Wastewater Treatment 
System: Frequently Asked Questions 

 

 

 

 

 

Q: Why is the Village of Westport doing this study? 

A: The Village of Westport is undertaking this Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Municipal 

Class EA) to examine how to approach our community’s wastewater needs now and in the future. The 

current system is close to 20 years old, and it is important to look at rehabilitation or expansion options to 

keep the system operating safety and efficiently, while minimizing environmental impacts.  

Q: What is studied in the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment?  

A: The Municipal Class EA follows Schedule “C” of the Municipal Engineers Association Municipal Class 

EA, a multi-phase planning and design process approved by the Minister of the Environment under the 

Ontario Environmental Assessment Act. The Municipal Class EA process is used to first identify the 

problem or opportunity before looking at various alternatives to meet the indicated need(s). This approach 

looks at technical aspects of the problem, as well as natural, social and economic considerations. The 

goal is to assess the preferred alternative and alternative design concepts, while providing opportunities 

for public comment and input throughout the process.  

Q: How does the existing system work?  

A: The Snowfluent system was originally designed and promoted to flash freeze wastewater, while 

making snow. It was installed in Westport to manage wastewater in 1995. Wastewater is treated and held 

in two storage lagoons until the effluent can be processed as snow. The snow is deposited on site and 

subsurface disposal of melt water occurs. A monitoring and reporting program is conducted in 

accordance with the Ministry of Environment and Climate Change (MOECC) approval requirements.    

Q: How is the existing wastewater treatment system site monitored?  

A: A series of monitoring sites within and around the existing site are used to monitor and report on  

groundwater and surface parameters according to Certificate of Approval requirements (issued by the 

Ministry of Environment and Climate Change (MOECC). The monitoring data is regularly reported to 

MOECC, and the data is used to assess that the system is working within safe operating levels and within 

approval requirements.  

Q: How is Upper Rideau Lake water quality being considered?  

A: The Village of Westport takes water quality in Upper Rideau Lake very seriously. MOECC has 

indicated that any alternative considered must have zero discharge to Upper Rideau Lake to have a 

favourable review by MOECC. No surface water discharge alternatives have been carried forward based 

on this position. The Municipal Class Environmental Assessment examines existing and historic water 

quality data in the lake as part of the study.   

 

 

 

 



 

  

Westport Municipal Class EA - Wastewater Treatment 
System: Frequently Asked Questions 

 

 

 

 

 

Q: How is growth being considered in the Municipal Class EA process? 

A: Village of Westport growth projections have been included in the process over the next 10 and 20 

years, based on available data and possible future developments being considered. A staged approach is 

suggested to ensure that the Westport wastewater treatment system will meet the existing and growth 

needs of our community.  

Q: How will local water supply wells be protected by the new wastewater treatment 

system? 

A: Any new, rehabilitated or expanded wastewater treatment system will be expected to meet MOECC 

standards and system approvals for operating, monitoring and reporting requirements. On-site monitoring 

is used to demonstrate any potential impacts are appropriately attenuated within site boundaries and that 

the risk of undesirable environmental effects (particularly to water resources) is minimized.    

Q: Will the existing site be the location for the new system? 

A: Land availability is one factor being investigated as part of this Municipal Class EA process. 

Preliminary studies have identified that there are subsurface disposal capacity constraints related to the 

existing site. Additional suitable land availability is indicated as a requirement to provide adequate 

subsurface discharge capacity to address future flow projections.  

Q: How are public comments and questions being obtained?   

A: Public engagement is an important part of the Municipal Class EA process. We are providing notices at 

the start and completion of the project, as well as two Public Information Centres (PICs) to obtain 

community input. Written comments are welcome at these events, as well as by email, or mail throughout 

the process.  

To provide comments or to be added to our mailing list, please contact: 

David Kielstra 
Environmental Assessment Coordinator 

AECOM 
654 Norris Court, 2

nd
 Floor 

Kingston, ON   K7P 2R9 
Phone: 613-634-2830 

E-mail: David.Kielstra@aecom.com 

Scott Bryce 
Village of Westport Clerk/Treasurer 

Village of Westport 
30 Bedford Street, P.O. Box 68 
Westport, Ontario   K0G 1X0 

Phone: 613-273-2191 
Email: sbryce@villageofwestport.ca 

 

Comments and information regarding this project are being collected in accordance with the requirements 

of the Environmental Assessment Act. Other than personal information, all comments received may be 

included in the project documentation and become part of the public record. If you require 

accommodation to fully participate in this meeting, please contact the Village of Westport at 613-273-

2191 to advise of any specific accessibility requirements.  

 

mailto:sbryce@villageofwestport.ca
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AECOM 

654 Norris Court 613 389 3703  tel 

Kingston, ON, Canada   K7P 2R9 613 389 6729  fax 

www.aecom.com 

Meeting Notes – TSC #1 

M-2015-05-28- Westport WWTP- TSC Meeting  1 Notes.Docx 

Date of Meeting Wed. May 20, 2015  Start Time 10:00am  Project Number 60427206 

Project Name Village of Westport Sewage Treatment Plant Municipal Class EA 

Attendees Technical Steering Committee: 

Scott Bryce (SB)– Village of Westport 

Glenn Allen (GA) – Resident 

Nancy Martin (NM) – Resident  

Les Shepherd (LS) – Associated Municipality (UCLG) 

Brian Stratton (BS) – Mississippi-Rideau Source Protection Region 

Mike Dwyer (MD) – Township of Upper Rideau Lakes 

Jayne MacDonald (JM) – Upper Rideau Lakes Association 

AECOM: 

Cameron Smith (CS) – Project Manager 

Steve Saxton (SS) – Assistant PM 

Mary Spencer (MS) – Project Engineer 

Dave Kielstra (DK) – EA Coordinator 

Location Village of Westport office - 30 Bedford St., Westport, ON K0G 1X0 

Regarding Technical Steering Committee Meeting #1 

 

*Hard Copy Meeting Agenda and Briefing Package Handout provided at meeting. 

 

Discussion Items 

 

Discussion Action Item 

1-1 Welcome 

Welcome from Mayor Robin Jones, Village of Westport – 10:00 AM 

 

1-2 Introductions 

 Each member of the TSC, design team, and Village introduced themselves and 

their background. 

 

1-3 Technical Steering Committee (TSC)  

a) Purpose of the Committee 

 SB described the nature of the TSC. A number of stakeholders and technical skills 

are included in the committee. This gives us a good cross section of skills and 

stakeholders.  

 We want to make sure we can move forward with the EA process smoothly, and 

stick to the tight timeline. 

 Not a decision-making body. The purpose is to provide timely advice and 

feedback as the project progresses.  
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Meeting Notes – TSC #1 

 

M-2015-05-28- Westport WWTP- TSC Meeting  1 Notes.Docx 

Discussion Action Item 

 

b) Roles/ Responsibilities (Village, Consultant, Committee) 

 SB noted that everyone in the committee has two roles, their “day job” and 

their role in the committee. It is understood that those that represent other 

organizations and stakeholders are not speaking on behalf of their council or 

organizations. These stakeholders will also be asked for additional 

comments, however, and that early input is welcomed.  

 The Village is the proponent in this process and will be looking for input from 

the TSC. The end goal of the process is a recommendation for Council. 

 Decision making will be determined on an as needed basis. It was noted that 

the Village is the ‘proponent’ of the Municipal Class EA undertaking and as 

such the ultimate decision maker. 

 The consultant team will be looking for feedback from TSC, and it is 

understood that not all members may agree with every issue. Members are 

encouraged to share their viewpoints.   

 Councillors will receive monthly updates in council meetings. They are invited 

to attend TSC meetings but will not be at the table.  

 During the schedule discussions, AECOM noted their role includes 

collectively (with the Village) monitoring and managing the project work plan 

scope, schedule and budget. This will include flagging issues that are 

potential impacts and managing change.  

 

c) Chair/Key Contacts 

 GA was nominated to be chair of the committee. He will be the main point of 

contact between the committee, AECOM, and the Village between meetings.  

 GA will be the media point of contact if required. 

 A “DropBox” type application will be used for electronic file and information 

sharing. 

 Other expertise can be invited to meetings with prior discussion and 

agreement of the TSC. AECOM has a number of experts that will be involved 

in the project.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

GA to be chair of TSC. 

 

AECOM to determine 

appropriate file sharing 

software similar to 

“DropBox”. 

1-4 Project Briefing 

a) Background 

 SS provided a brief background of the current system and operations since the 

previous EA.  

b) Project Approach 

i) MCEA 

 DK led an overview of how the Class EA process works.  

 This project is a “Schedule C” project requiring an Environmental Study Report – a 

more in depth study.    

 Minimum project planning horizon is 20 years.   

ii) Consultation 

 DK explained the team wants to maintain a transparent and credible process for 

Village residents. Consultation requirements were identified. 

 The TSC consultation doesn’t take the place of other public consultation.  
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Meeting Notes – TSC #1 

 

M-2015-05-28- Westport WWTP- TSC Meeting  1 Notes.Docx 

Discussion Action Item 

 Discussion on other opportunities for agencies and individuals to provide input.  

 JM provided photos of last year’s algae issue in Upper Rideau Lake as an 

indication of why good communication is necessary.  

 

iii) Key Issues – Future Community Wastewater Servicing 

Requirements (TM#1) 

 CS outlined that establishing the future community wastewater servicing needs is 

a key issue and critical path item in the study schedule.  

 Based on Village growth projects and timelines (study planning horizon) projected 

future WW flows will calculated and presented in a Technical Memorandum 

(TM#1). This is seen as first deliverable to the TSC. 

 The Village RFP identified that 400 additional dwellings will be in place. This is 

much higher than previous Village growth projections, and recent historical growth 

has been minimal/zero. 

 SB summarized that currently a planned development of 92 units is half way 

through the approval process. Up to 300 potential 300 connection future 

development on the Rice Farm, although this must be confirmed as it is not yet in 

the development process. 

 The Village (SB) will get in touch with Mark Snider (Macintosh Perry) regarding 

the recommendation of identifying 400 new dwelling units in the terms of 

reference, and request specific projected information (start and end dates, and per 

year qty. of units) relating to the additional 300 units. This will factor into the 

Village’s considerations for determining appropriate projected community growth 

to be used in EA study. 

 Consideration of other Village residents (approx. 60-70 homes) currently on septic 

systems. SB explained that many of those off the system are because of 

geographic or locational limitations. New developments would be required to be 

on the municipal sewer system.  

 MD commented on the need to look at current density and how the Village may be 

expanded based on realistic intensification assumptions that the Village has. (eg. 

Provincial Policy Statement for secondary units). An alternative that allows for 

project phasing/scaling of infrastructure according to growth would be beneficial, 

as well as long-term sustainability of maintenance and operational costs. 

 NM commented to the need to consider wet weather flows, and inflow/ infiltration; 

in terms of excluding any flow that does not have to be treated is beneficial. 

 GA commented he’s seen intensification occurring, and there is interest in 

possible senior’s accommodation to be developed within Village. 

 Finances will likely be a factor in these decisions.  

 AECOM stressed that the Villages future population projections for purposes of 

the EA study are a critical path item. A previous contemplated ‘high’ community 

growth projection was approximately 120 units in a 20 year horizon.     

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Village is to get in touch 

with Mark Snider (Macintosh 

Perry) regarding the 

recommendation of 400 new 

units. Need to determine 

basis for assumption and 

time range anticipated for 

development. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Village of Westport to 

initiate inquiries towards 

potential land availability 

opportunities.  
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Discussion Action Item 

iv) Key Issue – Upper Rideau Lakes Water Quality Characteristics 

(TM#2) 

 CS commented that for the EA study, TM#2 will provide updated lake water 

quality characteristics and summarized the handout points: 

o The RFP clearly states that the MOECC is not likely to consider any alternative 

that does not continue to be zero discharge to the Upper Rideau Lake. 

o Meaning of ‘Policy 1’ and ‘Policy 2’ in terms of individual parameter water 

quality. 

o Upper Rideau Lake is Policy 2 with respect to total phosphorus. 

 JM highlighted the 2014 Rideau Lakes report was just issued, and commented 

that the lake water quality is poor, citing the blue-green algae occurrences last 

year. Photos of the algae blooms were circulated. 

 BS offered that the RVCA undertook some additional water sampling last year in 

Upper Rideau Lake.  

 Sarah Macleod (RVCA) can provide RVCA data. The local health unit also takes 

samples. 

 RVCA and the Upper Rideau Lake Association both may have additional data 

regarding the water quality in Upper Rideau Lake. AECOM to inquire/contact. 

 

v) Key Issue – Subsurface Disposal Site Capacity Considerations 

(TM#3) 

 AECOM outlined subsurface disposal is a key issue, and based on previous 

geotechnical/hydrogeological reports and available data and overview of 

considerations will be provided in TM#3. 

 General discussions followed and based on site descriptions/characteristics (e.g. 

proximity and up gradient to the Village) it was noted that the site and location is 

not ideal in terms of subsurface disposal use.  

 NM inquired to shown excerpt of Wellhead Protection Area (WHPA) mapping; BS 

clarified the vulnerability ratings and hydraulic travel time associated with the 

WHPAs.  

 BS offered that RVCA has interest and resources (e.g. Terry Davidson) with 

respect to on-site disposal systems and can provide review/comment in this area. 

 

vi) MOECC Perspective 

 AECOM shared that from the regulatory agency (MOECC) perspective, the 

Snowfluent system is approved and monitored as a subsurface disposal system. 

Parameter boundary limits are set relative to Reasonable Use Guidelines for 

ground water. The spray irrigation operation is allowed under a Provincial Officer’s 

Order and is not part of the WWTS approval. 

 

vii) Potential Land Availability Inquiries 

 In recognition of the WWTS’s future capacity increase, ground water attenuation 

zone requirements, it is almost always beneficial to have additional buffer zone, 

and expected time requirements; it is suggested the Village initiate inquiries with 

surrounding land owners with respect to exploring potential land availability 

opportunities. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

AECOM to connect with 

these organizations to 

ensure that the data set is 

suitable for the study.  
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Discussion Action Item 

 General discussion was held on existing site property limits and neighbouring 

properties. 

 Village to initiate inquiries. 

 

c) Project Schedule and Key Dates 

 Upcoming on the schedule are the 3 Technical Memos. Technical Memos 1 and 2 

should be completed prior to TSC Meeting 2. 

 Council meeting is June 15th. AECOM will provide an update at this meeting. 

1-5 Schedule Next TSC Meeting 

 Anticipated June 19th (or backup June 25
th

). To be confirmed. Materials will be 

provided in advance to allow for review by TSC. 

AECOM to provide update 

to Council. 

 

1-6 Closing Remarks  

1-7 Site Visit.   

 SS, SB, JM, NM, DK, GA attended the site visit.  

 

 

Meeting concluded approximately 3:00pm 

 

Attached: Updated TSC contact list. 



 
AECOM 
654 Norris Court 613 389 3703  tel 
Kingston, ON, Canada   K7P 2R9 613 389 6729  fax 
www.aecom.com 

Meeting Notes – TSC #2 
 
 
 
 

Date of Meeting Friday June 19, 2015  Start Time 10:00am  Project Number 60427206 

Project Name Village of Westport Sewage Treatment Plant Municipal Class EA 

Attendees Technical Steering Committee: 
Scott Bryce (SB)– Village of Westport 
Glenn Allen (GA) – Resident, TSC Chair 
Nancy Martin (NM) – Resident  
Les Shepherd (LS) – Associated Municipality (UCLG) 
Brian Stratton (BS) – Mississippi-Rideau Source Protection Region 
Mike Dwyer (MD) – Township of Rideau Lakes 
Jayne MacDonald (JM) – Upper Rideau Lake Association 
AECOM: 
Cameron Smith (CS) – Project Manager 
Steve Saxton (SS) – Assistant PM 
Mary Spencer (MS) – Project Engineer 
Dave Kielstra (DK) – EA Co-ordinator 
 
Observer: Councillor Gerald Schwinghamer 

Location Village of Westport office - 30 Bedford St., Westport, ON K0G 1X0 

Regarding Technical Steering Committee Meeting #2 
 
Discussion Items 

Discussion Action Item 

1-1 Welcome 
• Welcome from Chair Glen Allen– 10:00 AM 

 

1-2 Accept Notes from May 20th Meeting.   
• No questions or concerns raised.  Accepted.  

 

1-3 Introduction to the Meeting 
• Confirmation that TM #1 and TM #3 were available via the Box.com file sharing 

site. TM #2 is in progress, but not yet available.  
• Members are asked to review the documents ahead of the meeting when 

available.  
• CS opened with a general discussion about the Technical Memos (TM). TM #1 

and TM #3 were seen as the priority in terms of the TSC.  
• CS thanked JM for her information about lake water quality which will help for TM 

#2.  

 

1-4 Technical Memo Updates  
A) Technical Memo #1 (TM #1)  

 
Growth Projections: 

• TM #1 develops a population growth projection useful for planning the needs 
of Westport’s wastewater servicing. 

• Table 2 identifies a 0-10 year and 10-20 year allowance for growth of the two 
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Meeting Notes – TSC #2 

 
Discussion Action Item 

residential development sites. Also, 1% on base growth as an allowance.  
• SB confirmed the table reflected Westport’s assumptions regarding 

incremental growth. The table values are revised from what was originally 
contained in the RFP. He is comfortable with the numbers.  

• GA concludes that those not on the system will not be added due to 
geographic or technical issues are not factored into the table. More 
discussion is warranted to explain that the table uses serviced population, not 
census population as a result.  

• General discussion with key points: 
o TM #1 projected population should be mentioned in the Village’s 

review of the County Official Plan. 
o Table 2 math to be checked for “981.” 

• Final comments on Table 2: growth projections around the table:  
o MD - ok with a “visionary” growth projection.   
o NM - 1% buffer on growth seems optimistic, but doesn’t want to 

under design the system either.  
o LS – comfortable with the gradual approach to growth projections. 

• GA says the group is fine with Table 2, with math double checked.  
 

Average and Maximum Day Flows: 
• CS summarized information in Section 3. 
• General discussion key points: 

o NM shared calculations that annual wastewater flow is 
approximately 1/3 greater than water supply flow.  

o GA confirmed with the group that the maximum day 4.0 factor is 
acceptable to the group based on the discussion. 
 

Influent Characteristics: 
• CS summarized section 4 information and the suggested ADF design values. 
• General discussion key points: 

o Historic influent concentration values align with a medium strength 
domestic wastewater. 

o Design values are marginally higher than historic levels to be 
somewhat conservative.  

• GA: polled the room, and the design numbers in TM #1 are acceptable to the 
TSC. 

AECOM to clarify 1% 
contingency value (ie. infills 
and intensification/ second 
units) 
 
AECOM to further explain 
that un-serviced population 
vs. census population is 
used.  
 
Table #2 – math to be 
double checked.  721 
+260=981.   
 

 

 

 

 

 
AECOM to consider mention 
of water ratio in TM.  
 

B) Technical Memo #2  
• CS explained that TM#2 is in progress, but not ready to be circulated to the 

group. This is anticipated at the next TSC meeting.  

 
AECOM to prepare & submit 
when available. 

C) Technical Memo #3 
 
Section 1 & 2: 

• SS introduced the technical memo. The purpose is to explain site 
characteristics with respect to subsurface disposal capacity and capability.  

• The TM looks at historical data, but mainly the last two years given earlier 
data concerns.  

• General discussion key points: 
o GA requested more explanation of Figure 1 site features. 
o Need to be open to many different alternatives, rather than pre-judge 

MOECC’s position. This should wait until after the pre-consultation 
meeting.  

o BS suggested a title change as TM focus is on existing system/site.  
 

Section 3: 
• Existing site geology and features are explained in Section 3, along with local 

conditions. 
• General discussion key points: 

o More information may be warranted to regarding overburden 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
AECOM to consider revised 
MOECC related text. 
 
AECOM to consider 
document title change.  
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Discussion Action Item 

thickness, potential karst, and groundwater vulnerability areas. 
o Corrections requested regarding source water vulnerability scores 

(activity can be “significant”, but not an area), and typo: “March or 
Nepean Formation.” 

o Consider more explanation of the concept of “reasonable use” and 
how plumes are monitored. 

 
Section 4: 

• SS explained the existing snowfluent system, and how the site is expected to 
operate and clarified recent irrigation is under a Provincial Officer’s Order 
rather than part of a permanent approval. 

• Areas of the site are considered more favourable for depositing snow due to 
existing conditions. (south side is better than the north side).  

• Monitoring wells can identify elevated chloride/nitrate levels, and address 
issues before they reach boundary wells. Given this monitoring system, the 
site is able to operate within existing limits – in the sense that you can monitor 
and reduce spraying/irrigation if approaching the limits. 

• General Discussion key points: 
o BS requested more information regarding the site characteristics 

and raw data, preferably as maps and graphs (e.g. monitoring data, 
groundwater and bedrock contours, geology mapping, etc.)  

o Exceedance in 2013 and site response to scale back shows how the 
site stays within operation limits. 

o GA suggested more clarification is needed on how the background 
data was used, and possibility graphs or drawings. 
 

Section 5: 
• SS explained Section 5, covering Existing Site Subsurface Disposal Capacity 

Observations.  
• General Discussion Key Points: 

o Given site conditions, the entire 22 ha area can’t be used, which 
reduces the available area further. Westport is likely to need about 
40 ha of land to theoretically meet the future scenario as presented 
in Table 5.2. Approximately double the size, assuming the same 
quality of site conditions.   

o There is adequate soil infiltration capacity at the site, but not enough 
of a buffer or ground water attenuation zone for predicted dilution 
requirements within the site boundaries for the Table 5.2 future 
scenario consideration.  

o Typo identified in Table 5.2  - (2.6)   
o BS raised concerns about the potential for karst on site, and 

suggested this should have mention in TM.  
• GA suggested after comments are incorporated from BS and RVCA, a 

version 2 of TM #3 could be circulated electronically to the TSC.  

AECOM to review key point 
requested items. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
AECOM to consider 
additional information and 
clarification requests in TM 
update. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
AECOM to prepare a 
version 2 TM #3.   

1-5 Schedule/ Next Steps  
• Remaining approximately 1 ½ - 2 weeks behind baseline schedule.  
• Next TSC meeting to cover TM #2 and TM #4. Brief update on TM #3 edits at that 

time. 
• TM #4 will cover condition assessment and needs. 
• Next meeting: July 28, 2015 at 10:00 am. (Note: rescheduled post meeting).  
• AECOM is looking to schedule a pre-consultation meeting with MOECC for 

review/ discussion relating to TM#1 and TM#3 information.  
• Suggested adding information on Upper Rideau Lake water quality reports and 

presentations to council to the Box.com drive. 

 

1-6 Closing Remarks  

1-7 Adjourned - Meeting Adjourned at 2:30 pm.   

 



 
AECOM 
654 Norris Court 613 389 3703  tel 
Kingston, ON, Canada   K7P 2R9 613 389 6729  fax 
www.aecom.com 

Meeting Notes – TSC #3 
 
 
 
 

Date of Meeting July 28, 2015  Start Time 10:00am  Project Number 60427206 

Project Name Village of Westport Sewage Treatment Plant Municipal Class EA 

Attendees Technical Steering Committee: 
Scott Bryce (SB)– Village of Westport 
Glenn Allen (GA) – Resident, TSC Chair 
Les Shepherd (LS) – Associated Municipality (UCLG) 
Brian Stratton (BS) –Rideau Valley Conservation Authority 
Mike Dwyer (MD) – Township of Rideau Lakes 
Jayne MacDonald (JM) – Upper Rideau Lake Association 
 
Regrets:   
Nancy Martin (NM) – Resident  
 
AECOM: 
Cameron Smith (CS) – Project Manager 
Mary Spencer (MS) – Project Engineer 
Dave Kielstra (DK) – EA Co-ordinator 
 
Observer: Councillor Gerald Schwinghamer 

Location Village of Westport office - 30 Bedford St., Westport, ON K0G 1X0 

Regarding Technical Steering Committee Meeting #3 
 
Discussion Items 

Discussion Action Item 

1-1 Welcome 
• Welcome from Chair Glen Allen– 10:00 AM 
• GA: Opening comment about the Westport Mirror article and the “not ideal” 

issue. It was brought to the TSC’s attention to recognize the project receives 
public scrutiny.  

• CS: Steve Saxton has left AECOM for a new firm, and Mary Spencer is 
moving to the Barrie Office for a part-time position.  AECOM has an in-depth 
project team and will be increasing involvement of existing team and 
supplementing staff as well. 

 

1-2 Accept Notes from the June TSC Meeting.   
• No questions or concerns were raised.  Accepted. 
• GA: No comments on TSC #2 minutes were identified. Approved. Change 

Brian Stratton’s work location to RVCA 

 

1-3 Technical Memo Updates 
 
Technical Memo #1 - Wastewater Serving and Characterization Information 

• CS commented TM#1 was updated with consideration to previous TSC 
comments/suggestions. 
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Discussion Action Item 

• MD suggested stating that population projections are different than in County 
Official Plan, but recognized as valid for this study. 

• GA: NM provided comments to GA prior to the meeting that Table 2 in TM#1 
still has some issues regarding the dates 2025 and 2035. CS commented on 
the values, and they are correct.  The TSC suggested better highlighting the 
difference between the 2015-2025 (10 year) and 2025-2035 (20 year) 
projections through a separated row or similar stylistic change 

• GA recounted the MOECC highlighted that the MMAH would have an interest 
in TM#1. 

Technical Memo #2 - Upper Rideau Lake Water Quality Characteristics 
• CS: TM#2 was introduced regarding water quality. CS reviewed the Table of 

Contents and described the purpose is to develop an understanding of 
existing parameters for water quality in the Upper Rideau Lake.  

• JM: Identified data methodology gaps between historical pre-2002 and post-
2002 (addition of a filter prior to studying water quality) which makes it difficult 
to compare the values. She suggested removing statements about increases 
or decreases over time.  JM also asked about 2014 data on graphs. JM 
identified it can be hard to look at different measurements:  micrograms/litre 
and mg/l.   

• CS: Graphs are excerpts from previous reports that didn’t reference 2014 
data. 2014 data is added into the text, where applicable.  No plans to update 
the graphs as a result.  

• “96 to 80” is a typo. Should be 1966-80. 
• BS: Sarah McDonald of RVCA will be providing separate comments on 

TM#2.   
• MD: As full disclosure identified that he sits on the board for Watershed 

Canada, the authors of a report referenced in TM#2.  He asked why the 75th 
percentile was used, and if it is adequate for measuring lake quality, perhaps 
a more conservative percentile should be used. 

• CS: Currently other similar potential receiving water body reports submitted to 
MOECC use the 75th percentile, as accepted standard.  

• JM: Interested in seeing more attention to the 2014 data, and information 
about the blue green algae issue. 

• JM: As full disclosure commented that URLA paid for CWS water quality 
report that RVCA than took over in 2005. 

Technical Memo #3  
• BS walked through previous memo from RVCA identifying his comments: 

o Suggested renaming of TM #3? - CS identified that the word 
“existing” added to the title.   

o Suggested listing the authors of the documents to identify that they 
are qualified persons.  – CS commented that this isn’t the typical 
practice for Class EA Technical Memos bound within ESR. Jason 
Murchison and Terry LaChapelle, both AECOM hydrogeologists, 
contributed to the TM#3.  

o More information on property boundaries/figures to be added?  - 
This was addressed.  

o Area for snowfluent/areas for spray irrigation identified? – CS: these 
are the same areas.  BS: suggested information could be identified 
about the most suitable areas on the site for spray irrigation based 

AECOM to consider 
comments with TM#1 further 
update, and to better clarify 
10yr forecast in Table 2. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

General - AECOM to review 
TM #2 in relation to 
comments received and 
update.  

 
 
 
AECOM – typo corr. 
 
RVCA to provide comments. 
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Meeting Notes – TSC #3 

 
Discussion Action Item 

on best practice.  
o Figure about overburden deposits?  Partially addressed, but BS 

would like to see soil thicknesses and quality information added to 
information on Figure 3 (TM appendix document).  

o Water flow in the shallow aquifer?  CS explained that Figure 5 
(appendix) shows inferred contours.   

o New section of the Wellhead Protection Area and karst are now 
shown– These were addressed. 

o Table of groundwater analysis or graph showing sample results is 
still recommended within the document. 

• BS: Asked whether there is sufficient information to have a good 
understanding of the site from a hydrogeological perspective? There should 
be more of a discussion about the overall suitability of the site.   

• CS: Explained that the MOECC review comments to TM#3 use the same 
statement - it is not an ideal site. The nature of an ideal site was explained 
(e.g. Deep/thick overburden, low ground water table).  AECOM can look to 
include a general statement about the overall suitability.  

• BS: Stated his position that the site is likely not ideal. If Westport still wants to 
use the site, there may be a lot of work to characterize the existing conditions, 
and the limits of the existing data. MD suggested potentially identifying in 
Section 6 of TM #3 the areas where information is lacking about the site 
characteristics. 

• BS: TM #3 gets close to identifying the existing conditions. He doesn’t expect 
all comments to be addressed, but providing input nevertheless.  

 
 
General - AECOM to 
consider outstanding BS 
comments while further 
updating TM #3.   

1-4 Update on TM #4 and TM #5  
• TM #4 and #5 are in progress and anticipated to be completed prior to the 

next TSC meeting. Elements related to TM #5 were tabled for review (ie. 
Draft Problem Statement and Draft Preliminary Alternatives).   

 
AECOM to prepare & submit 
TM#4 & #5. 

1-5 MOECC Meeting 
• GA: The MOECC pre-consultation meeting identified the MOECC position 

that there should be no surface discharge to the Upper Rideau Lake. This is 
based on a draft abatement policy memo (1990) oriented towards private 
developers, but used by MOECC to justify their position.  The MOECC 
meeting was useful for providing them information early, and identifying that 
they are supportive of finding a solution to the Westport situation.   

• MOECC Regional EA Lead Vicki Mitchell identified that a staged/phased EA 
is acceptable, whereby an ESR could be developed for Stage I works and an  
ESR amendment could be added for subsequent Stages without redoing 
Phase I & II of the MCEA process. Need to clearly identify that this phase 
approach is the case. This is unique, but identified as acceptable by Regional 
EA Lead Vicki Mitchell and her staff.  

• CS summarized the meeting notes (prepared by AECOM) of the pre-
consultation meeting held with the MOECC: 

o MOECC requested that the technical memo #2 should identify the 
blue green algae situation, and include a discussion about the draft 
abatement policy.  

o MOECC indicated they would consider aspects and potential 
adjustment to how chlorides used as a constraint indicator for the 
future project.  

o O.Reg. 232 offered as a good information source to groundwater 
rights and associated conditions.  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

AECOM - Add information 
on blue green algae and the 
MOECC abatement policy to 
TM #2 as per MOECC 
request.  
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Discussion Action Item 

o Recognized that land constraints would be an impediment.  
o MOECC doesn’t think additional effort is necessary to be expended 

on surface water options.  
o MOECC memo following the meeting reiterated that the existing site 

is not ideal.  There was a focus on the potential for groundwater 
mounding and karst to be examined.   

o A lot of meeting discussion on low nitrate values and how it is 
surprisingly not a constraining ground water ‘reasonable use’ factor. 

1-6 Other Items 
• CS: Although the existing site is not ideal, it is being monitored and operated 

within the MOECC reasonable use concept. The monitoring wells seeing 
chlorides indicate the wells are doing their job.  

• CS: Reiterated that additional suitable land availability is seen as a key issue 
and constraint. 

• MD: Identified that the Ministry of Agriculture is looking at potentially 
designating portions of the Township of Rideau Lakes as prime agricultural 
lands. The Township may require Official Plan amendments to accommodate 
a new or larger site. Any land planning application would have a timeline of at 
least 6-8 months. 

• LS: Offered to provide a map showing property boundaries and addresses 
surrounding the project site.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
LS to provide digital 
mapping to AECOM.  

1-7 PIC #1 Logistics/ Review Materials 
• Draft notice - confirmed the August 27, 2015 date for PIC #1.  Some text 

changes to draft PIC suggested. 
• Draft topics for the PIC #1 boards were reviewed. TSC members identified 

potential additions including: population projections from TM #1, high level 
background to the site, the MOECC discussion/position, and that surface 
water discharge will not be considered based on the advice of MOECC. 

• DK reviewed logistics including: 
o Hall (booking (Village confirmed done – for Aug27th) 
o Village is providing AECOM with adjacent landowners for mailing 

list, and will do residents bulk mail distribution 
o Study and PIC Notice to appear in Review Mirror Aug 13th  & 20th (by 

Village)  

 
AECOM to update PIC 
information based on TSC 
comments.  
 
 
 
 
Village to provide adjacent 
landowners for the mailing 
list, and place newspaper 
advertisements.   

1-8 Draft Problem Statement and Planning Alternatives Screening 
• The Draft Problem Statement was reviewed. The TSC accepted the 

statement and made several text suggestions. 
• The Planning Alternatives/Screening was described and review discussions 

held. AECOM outlined that the high level planning alternatives were 
preliminarily screened relative to ability to address the problem statement and 
principle considerations. Based on this the indicated preliminary preferred 
planning alternative is “Upgrade/Expand the existing WWTS facility and 
subsurface disposal system”. 

• General discussion items : 
o Naming changes to better clarify planning alternatives suggested 

(e.g ‘reduce wastewater flow to WWTS’ rather than ‘reduce 
extraneous flow’; surface water discharge, etc.). 

o Revised descriptions to the assessed ability to address screening 

 

AECOM to update. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
AECOM to provide a revised 
draft of preliminary planning 
alternatives/ screening table 
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Discussion Action Item 

considerations (e.g. ‘unlikely’ rather than ‘no’). 
o TSC suggested adding ‘New Facility at New Site with Surface Water 

Discharge’; in addition to similar with Subsurface Disposal.  
o BS expressed concerns that the MOECC so quickly indicated 

subsurface discharge to be only option; as existing system is in a 
sensitive area and limited information on site. 

o SB suggested MOECC site concerns were more operational in 
nature, not disposal concerns, as the site is monitoring and reporting 
within approval/reasonable use conditions. 

o CS commented various options will be considered, including the 
potential for additional fill for large subsurface disposal system for a 
portion of the site and continuing with Snowfluent and spray 
irrigation for subsurface disposal.   

o Regardless of the new option, a new Certificate of Approval (CofA) 
will be required – now called an ESA.  It is likely an increased 
monitoring regime will be part of a future ESA.  

• GA moved that the preliminary screening table should be deemed reviewed 
and accepted in principle, with minor edits made as suggested.  MD 
seconded. 

to the TSC.  
 

1-9 Schedule/ Next Steps  
• Next Council Meeting: August 10, 2015 
• TM #4: August 17th 
• TM#5: August 20th  
• Next TSC:  Monday August 24th – 9:30 am to noon.  *Note the earlier start 

time.  

 

1-10 Closing Remarks  

1-11 Adjourned - Meeting Adjourned at 2:00 pm.   

 



 
AECOM 

654 Norris Court 613 389 3703  tel 

Kingston, ON, Canada   K7P 2R9 613 389 6729  fax 

www.aecom.com 

Meeting Notes – TSC #4 
 
 
 
 

Date of Meeting August 24, 2015  Start Time 9:30am  Project Number 60427206 

Project Name Village of Westport Sewage Treatment Plant Municipal Class EA 

Attendees Technical Steering Committee: 

Scott Bryce (SB)– Village of Westport 

Glenn Allen (GA) – Resident, TSC Chair 

Les Shepherd (LS) – Associated Municipality (UCLG) 

Brian Stratton (BS) –Rideau Valley Conservation Authority 

Mike Dwyer (MD) – Township of Rideau Lakes 

Jayne MacDonald (JM) – Upper Rideau Lake Association 

Nancy Martin (NM) – Resident  

 

AECOM: 

Cameron Smith (CS) – Project Manager 

Dave Kielstra (DK) – EA Co-ordinator 

 

Village of Westport Council Observer: 

Councillor Gerald Schwinghamer 

Location Village of Westport office - 30 Bedford St., Westport, ON K0G 1X0 

Regarding Technical Steering Committee Meeting #4 

 

Discussion Items 

Discussion Action Item 

1-1 Welcome 

 Welcome from Chair Glen Allen– 9:30 AM 

 GA: Asked for confirmation that Jason P. was on the mailing list as he is 
close to the project site. DK confirmed he is on the list.  

 JM noted that Cindy Cowin’s (MOECC) name was misspelled in the pre-
consultation meeting notes from MOECC.   

 Notes from TSC meeting #3 were accepted.  

 

 

AECOM to correct Cindy 
Cowin’s name in MOECC 
pre-consultation meeting 
notes. 

1-2 Technical Memo #4 Condition Assessment 

 TM #4 was a new submission, describing the condition of the existing system 
components.  

 Q: Are spray irrigation works shown on the maps?  

 CS: They are not since they are not a permanent part of the system. Spray 
system includes 4 sprayers and it uses the snow deposit area. Spray 
irrigation has evolved each year, including the number of nozzles and the 
type of piping/ pumps needed.  

 BS requested that the transfer line between Lagoon 1 and Lagoon 2 should 
be shown on TM #4 Fig. 2.1.  

 NM asked if there is screening of solids going into lagoon 1?  

 SB: There is a grate that is cleaned. It isn’t a filter, but rather a metal screen. 
Large items do not enter the lagoon since materials must go through 
centrifugal pumps before it is sent to the lagoon. Settling in Lagoon 1 helps 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

AECOM to update Fig. 2.1 
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Discussion Action Item 

sort materials.  

 Discussion and clarification questions were asked regarding existing 
equipment and systems explained in TM #4.  

 Section 3 of TM #4 has a discussion of the functional capacity of the 
snowfluent system.  

o A good snowmaking season last year made only half the snow the 
system was supposed to be capable of producing. Early on, there 
was a lack of consistent data being reported (first 5 years or so).  

o In recent years spray irrigation was used on site.  
o One pump needing repair hasn’t impacted the functional capacity.  
o The existing site is constrained by operating conditions/ weather set 

points. 

 Phase 3 will include more details about the system and how they may be 
potentially optimized.  

 MD: Climate change risks should be identified in section 3.7. A general 
statement should suffice regarding various climate conditions.  

 SB summarized that the expectation is that the system as is cannot handle 
the growth/expected capacity.  

 MD/ BS: How is the quality of the effluent considered?  Is the snowfluent 
system just dealing with bacteria or other components as well? 

 SB: There are unknowns about the quality, but the monitoring program looks 
at nitrogen and phosphorous, while some is being absorbed in the soil. 
Monitoring checks levels to avoid exceedances.   

 BS: The number of unknowns doesn’t suggest confidence going forward with 
snowfluent as an option.  

 MD: TM #4 could do more to identify the unknowns and risks where they exist 
in the existing system.   

 General comments/ discussion on limitations of existing data/info. The more 
information the better. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

AECOM to review/consider 
section 3.7.  

 

1-3 Technical Memo #5 

 CS explained indications are that a large subsurface disposal system would 
be beneficial/preferred over existing snowmaking. Snowmaking could be a 
contingency as a transition or on a provisional basis, but this is still to be 
determined in the next Phase of the EA (Phase 3).  

 Phase 3 looks at design alternatives: It will evaluate the possibility of spray 
irrigation, snowfluent, and large subsurface disposal.  The latter operates in a 
steadier and more continuous mode, which minimizes required storage 
volumes and provides a lower effective loading rate for subsurface discharge. 
A steadier, more constant flow through the treatment lagoons should benefit 
treatment performance as well.  

 CS suggested a walkthrough of the Public Information Centre (PIC) #1 
materials rather than focusing on TM #5 at this time– evaluation elements of 
TM#5 are included on the PIC materials and can be discussed at that time. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

TM #5 to be discussed at 
the next TSC meeting.  

1-4 PIC Display Boards Walkthrough 

 DK: A walkthrough of the PIC #1 display boards was held, but are not re-
summarized here. Display boards edits suggested by the TSC were made 
during the walkthrough and circulated back to the TSC for final comments on 
September 25, 2015. Display boards were accepted by the TSC and TSC 
chair on September 26, 2015. 

 

 

TSC to be sent revised PIC 
#1 display boards for 
comment.   – COMPLETED 

1-5 Concluding Comments 

 BS: Suggests additional work is needed on site to give greater confidence 
that the existing site can handle additional subsurface disposal, such as water 
level monitoring and an investigation of soil thickness. More information is 
needed to characterize the site for a disposal bed before the detailed design 
stage.  

 MD: Formal approval may be necessary before spray irrigation is utilized. 

 BS: Raised a point of scheduling concern for additional site investigations to 
be completed this fall for detailed design in winter and construction 
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Discussion Action Item 

completion by the end of 2016.  

 MD: Ideally you will need to be very confident by the end of stage 4, but there 
needs to be a discussion about how far you can go in the EA before getting 
that information. This fall is essential for gathering information about the site. 

 CS: A groundwater monitoring proposal is with the Village of Westport now. 
Other investigations can be proposed. 

 

 

 

Additional work will be 
evaluated in discussion with 
the Village of Westport.  

1-6 Schedule/ Next Steps  

 PIC #1: August 27, 2015 

 Next TSC Meeting: September 11, 2015, 10:00 am 

 

1-7 Adjourned  

 Meeting adjourned at 12:30 pm.  

 

 



 
AECOM 

654 Norris Court 613 389 3703  tel 

Kingston, ON, Canada   K7P 2R9 613 389 6729  fax 

www.aecom.com 

Meeting Notes – TSC #5 
 
 
 
 

Date of Meeting September 11, 2015  Start Time 10:00 am  Project Number 60427206 

Project Name Village of Westport Sewage Treatment Plant Municipal Class EA 

Attendees Technical Steering Committee: 

Scott Bryce (SB)– Village of Westport 

Glenn Allen (GA) – Resident, TSC Chair 

Les Shepherd (LS) – Associated Municipality (UCLG) 

Brian Stratton (BS) –Rideau Valley Conservation Authority 

Mike Dwyer (MD) – Township of Rideau Lakes 

Jayne MacDonald (JM) – Upper Rideau Lake Association 

Nancy Martin (NM) – Resident  

 

AECOM: 

Cameron Smith (CS) – Project Manager 

Dave Kielstra (DK) – EA Coordinator 

Marissa Mascaro (MM) -  Project Engineer 

 

Village of Westport Council Observer: 

Councillor Gerald Schwinghamer 

Location Village of Westport office - 30 Bedford St., Westport, ON K0G 1X0 

Regarding Technical Steering Committee Meeting #5 

 

Discussion Items 

Discussion Action Item 

1-1 Welcome 

 GA: commented on the Westport Review Mirror article on EA transparency- Mayor 
Jones and Council will be reviewing if clarification responses are needed.  GA says the 
article shows a lack of understanding about the role of the TSC since it isn’t an approval 
group.  

 No outstanding comments re: TSC #4 Notes. Accepted.   

 

 

 

1-2 Council Update Slides Overview 

 CS explained the council update slides from Tuesday night.  

Financial Constraints discussion: 

 OCIF Intake #2 Expression of Interest – submission for the new grant intake (intake #2) 
will be submitted today. If accepted, the detailed application would occur in 
November/December. Funding for 2017. 

 NM questioned why the EA is being driven by the funding window?  

 BS: Agreed that the long term solution may be greater than the available funding. 

 CS/SB: It is common for considerations and recommendations to identify financial 
constraints. If not for the grant, any upgrades would be paid by a small ratepayer base.  

 SB: Council sets the upper limit, and it may be higher than the grant(s). 

 NM: Suggests a more long-term view beyond stage 1.  
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Discussion Action Item 

Stage 1 vs. Stage 2 works: 

 GA commented that potential designs are considered from this point forward.  

 PIC #1 recommended a staged approach (slide information): 

Stage 1 focus:  Stage 2 focus:  

 Address effluent disposal – immediate 
concern.  

 Work to identify adequate subsurface 
disposal to avoid needing an officer’s 
order.  

 Utilize OCIF funding, and work to 
minimize seasonal constraints.    

 

 Additional land required for increased 

subsurface disposal capabilities. 

 Suitable land availability review and search can 

be concurrent with Stage 1 

 Stage 2 works to be further developed based on 

identified land(s). 

 Initiated efforts for additional funding 

opportunities (e.g. OCIF-2). 

 Potential future phase(s) or stage(s) following 

Stage 2 to progressively meet the community’s 

wastewater servicing needs.  

 Stage 1 works: JM: Can sludge be removed within the overall $2 million funding?  

 SB: De-sludging could be made to work, but it is a council decision. Other proposals are 
with Council.  

 Land availability: NM/BS questioned what happens if no land is available for stage 2? 

 GA: the worst case scenario is that if no land is available, there wouldn’t be any more 
development in Westport. MOECC says we need a new Certificate of Approval (C of A), 
so Westport needs to get its house in order. Staged EA 1

st
 phase is meant to stabilize/ 

protect what we have.  

 Chlorides discussion: High levels in wastewater. Difficult to use it as an indicator due 

to the high levels, but required by MOECC. TSC suggested Westport should investigate 
if municipal water softeners and reducing other sources could reduce chlorides entering 
the wastewater system.   

 Pre-treatment discussion: BS suggested costing pre-treatment to determine how it 

could be added to the system. It will not add capacity, but may improve the quality of the 
effluent.  

 Large Sub-surface discussion examples: CS explained what a large subsurface 

disposal system is, and why it is sized and potentially placed where it is on site to best 
address MOECC reasonable use guidelines. The TSC suggested providing examples of 
implemented Large sub-surface disposal systems for discussion.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

AECOM to 
sample/test well water 
for chloride levels.  

 

 

 

AECOM to provide 
examples of existing 
Large Sub-surface 
Disposal Systems. 

1-3 PIC #1 Feedback 

 NM: Summarized that some at PIC #1 questioned why there was no expected increase 
of capacity with Alt. #3. She also mentioned some individuals don’t like to provide 
comments in writing and were just there to get information. 

 MD: Expects the level of interest will increase for PIC #2. Expects formal comments from 
the Township of Rideau Lakes council in the coming weeks.  

o Suggestion to have more technical experts on hand.  
o Township of Rideau Lakes interests: aesthetics, odour, long-term plan for the 

site. 
o The township recognizes there may not be a 20 year solution, but a direction 

expected would be helpful.  

 GA suggested that local residents would be concerned about air, odour, and would very 
much like to see the snowfluent system turned off completely.  

 JM/NM: Individuals from outside of Westport attended to hear that there will be no 
disposal to the Lake. Once they saw that, they were pleased.   

 JM: Individuals living near the site are interested in odour/air quality.  

 MD inquired about the EA study appeals process and when it occurs?  

 DK explained that if issues are raised that cannot be addressed during the 30 day review 
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Discussion Action Item 

period after the filing of the ESR, a Part II order may be requested.  

 The TSC accepted the consultation summary memo for PIC #1.  

 

 

1-4 Technical Memo #5 updates 

 CS: PIC board changes will be reflected in the update to TM #5.  

 LS: Questioned whether the predicted flows are still too high? Concerned that the design 
flow may be too high if using existing historic per capita flows, especially given inflow 
and infiltration (I&I).  

 CS explained that future per capita flows are 10% less than historic flows, and the 
Village of Westport is looking at opportunities to investigate/reduce I&I.  

 SB: At the last Council meeting, water conservation/ education and outreach options 
were considered.   

 CS: identified that TM#1 looked at historic flows and future potential flows (new 
subdivisions), but adopted a 10% reduction to be somewhat conservative. If flows are 
less, it could extend the planning horizon.  

 MD: Asked about water taking rated used for the Wellhead protection areas for source 
water. 

 TM #5 identifies 428 m
3
/day, and at last TSC meeting it was discussed that the Village 

and RVCA would confirm. BS and SB will review the water taking rate as used in the 
Malroz study.  

 Population growth – SB confirmed that discussions are taking place with developers, 
and the intention is that they want to proceed.  

 TM #1 was sent to the Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing (MMAH) which contains 
expected growth information as per MOECC suggestions.  

 CS: Stage 1 may have the potential to raise capacity, but this is uncertain and purposely 
not stated in TM #5. More data and proven longer term operating data may be 
necessary as supporting information.  

 If there is not enough capacity, developers may have to wait until future stages for 
increased capacity.  

 MD provided typographical edits to be updated.  

 MD: look into the Rideau Canal Landscape Corridor Study.  

 BS: the Wellhead Protection Area may get bigger, and will need to be investigated. 

 MD: Regarding municipal permit requirements under the building code are only up to 
10,000 L/day. Provincial approvals for higher levels.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

SB/ BS to review. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

General: AECOM to 
update TM #5 based 
on comments 
received.  

1-5 Next Phase work: Phase III of the EA - Alternative Designs 

 Will look at various design options 

 Remaining with 310 m
3
/day (Current Certificate of Approval level), as Stage 1 is 

considered necessary (theoretical calculations do not support a capacity increase), and 
strategically beneficial in terms of MOECC reviews, approval processes and project 
timelines.  

 Right now with chloride levels, it wouldn’t work for reasonable use without additional 
lands.  

 The Large Subsurface Disposal system would be the primary system. Snowfluent and 
spray irrigation can remain as provisional.  

 BS: Why EA study deadline? 

 SB: the current ESR date is a council imposed deadline. Council would have to look at 
extending if necessary.  

 Upcoming winter season will use snowfluent, and Westport will keep the system 
functional until such time as Council decides expenditures aren’t practical.  

 BS: Suggested examining the lifespan of the bed for the large subsurface disposal, and 
to consider capital, operating and maintenance costs.  

 GA explained that the need for the EA was the operational misuse under the Certificate 
of Approval, not the need for new capacity. The Stage 1 works are meant to stabilize the 
operations before we can look at new capacity.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1-6 Other Items 

 GA commented that additional site characterization is being undertaken: 

o Water level monitoring 
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Discussion Action Item 

o Site test pits and grains size analysis 
o Karst Assessment 

 BS suggested another meeting with MOECC would be timely. Through discussion, 
tentative timing of the week of October 12

th
 or 19

th
 would suit.  

AECOM to contact 
MOECC for a second 
meeting.  

1-7 Schedule/ Next Steps  

 Next TSC Meeting: October 7, 2015 

 Notice publication: TBD, but expected Oct. 9th due to Thanksgiving. 

 PIC #2: expected October 29, 2015 (Venue availability to be confirmed).  

Village of Westport to 
confirm the 
location/time of the 
PIC #2.  

1-8 Adjourned  

 Meeting adjourned at 2:00 pm.  

 

 



 
AECOM 

654 Norris Court 613 389 3703  tel 

Kingston, ON, Canada   K7P 2R9 613 389 6729  fax 

www.aecom.com 

Meeting Notes – TSC #6 
 
 
 
 

Date of Meeting October 7, 2015  Start Time 10:00 am  Project Number 60427206 

Project Name Village of Westport Sewage Treatment Plant Municipal Class EA 

Attendees Technical Steering Committee: 

Scott Bryce (SB)– Village of Westport 

Glenn Allen (GA) – Resident, TSC Chair 

Les Shepherd (LS) – Associated Municipality (UCLG) 

Brian Stratton (BS) –Rideau Valley Conservation Authority 

Mike Dwyer (MD) – Township of Rideau Lakes 

Jayne MacDonald (JM) – Upper Rideau Lake Association 

Nancy Martin (NM) – Resident  

 

AECOM: 

Cameron Smith (CS) – Project Manager 

Dave Kielstra (DK) – EA Coordinator 

Marissa Mascaro (MM) -  Project Engineer 

 

Observers: 

Village of Westport Councillor Gerald Schwinghamer 

Leslie Whiteman, Village of Westport 

Location Village of Westport office - 30 Bedford St., Westport, ON K0G 1X0 

Regarding Technical Steering Committee Meeting #6 

 

Discussion Items 

Discussion Action Item 

1-1 Welcome 

 GA asked the TSC to allow new Village engineer Leslie Whiteman to observe the TSC 
meeting.  No objections were recorded. 

 TSC meeting notes:  One revision – NM wished to reflect that she is “concerned” that 
stage 1 planning is proceeding with stage 2 not well defined.  

 CS: explained that Stage 2 had some more information at PIC #1, but further studies are 
required. 

 GA: the Westport Review Mirror published a half retraction to clarify the TSC role. 
Council makes decisions, while the TSC advises and recommends. 

 

 

 

NM comment to be 
included in this 
meeting’s notes.  

1-2 Technical Memo #6: Alternative Design Concepts 

 
Overview:  

 CS led an overview of TM #6 sections, before taking comments. He explained that 
Concept A (lagoon+ subsurface disposal) was indicated as the preliminary preferred 
alternative design concept at this time based on draft TM #6 considerations.  

 BS asked whether the current snowfluent system is considered subsurface disposal, and 
why? 

 CS: Yes, it is considered subsurface disposal because it discharges to the ground, 
rather than a surface watercourse/waterbody. The definition comes from the Ministry of 
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Discussion Action Item 

Environment and Climate Change (MOECC). 
 
Staged Approach:  

 NM asked for more clarification on how stage 2 will fit following stage 1, and mentioned 
that the general public will want to know how extra capacity will be obtained in the future. 
At what point is this EA finished? 

 SB: This EA period is based on submission of the ESR and its acceptance. The 
Expectation is that if everything goes well, stage 1 will eventually be presented in detail 
in the ESR. The Stage 2 work plan would be outside of the agreement. The objective of 
the current agreement is submitting the ESR for Stage 1 on time.  

 GA: The Township of Rideau Lakes questioned growth outside the Official Plan growth 
rates.  

 CS: TM #1 explained how growth rates were derived. MMAH was provided a copy of 
TM#1, but no response received to date.  

 GA: Stage 1 is in compliance with existing growth rates, but future steps may be outside 
these levels.  

 MD: More discussion is requested regarding benefits/drawbacks, and to recognize both 
in the text.   

o The TSC discussed how best to include benefits/drawbacks.   
o Suggestion: adding some text to TM #5 regarding benefits/ drawbacks/risks of 

the staged approach.  

 More information could be given on MOECC’s acceptance of a staged approach from 
the 1

st
 pre-consultation meeting may be helpful.  

o GA: Staging came about from MOECC given timing constraints, unlikely to get 
a 20 year solution by the end of the calendar year. Stage 1 is meant to correct 
what is wrong, with future stages to address capacity.  

o CS: explained that the capacity issue doesn’t have set timing (ie. not tied to 10 
year capacity or 20 year capacity increases…dependant on available land, etc.) 

o The stage 2 search for additional land can/should be ongoing now to enable 
future stages.  

o NM asked if including “future stages” text is needed? 
o CS commented that if some land becomes available, but it can’t achieve the full 

20 year capacity, there may need to be future stages. 
  

Monitoring/ Snowfluent within the Certificate of Approval: 

 NM suggested a change, noting that calling the Snowfluent and LSSDS “similar” in 
Section 3 may be confusing. In section 5 the term “similar capacity” works better.  

 NM: Will the study identify how the Snowfluent system and monitoring would be used 
[under the Certificate of Approval)?  

 CS: MOECC makes those decisions. The ESR provides MOECC with information, while 
a separate application for approval will later go to the Ministry.  

 NM: What will it cost for upkeep of the Snowfluent system/ spray irrigation? NM suggests 
no longer using the Snowfluent at all, but keep the summer spray.  

 CS/ SB: If you are not using it, upkeep should be minor. At this time, it is better to leave 
options open.  
 

Supplemental Treatment Options: 

 The TSC discussed supplemental treatment options. CS explained that possible 
supplemental treatment options vary, but could be considered later and would likely 
need to address nitrates. CS walked through an example Large Subsurface Disposal 
System (LSSDS) system (Centre Vespra) and how that site functions with a disposal 
bed.  

 NM indicated that there is a level of confidence knowing that there are other examples in 
use.  

 The TSC discussed costs of supplemental treatment. Cost was identified as the major 
difference between Option A and Option B. The TSC agreed that cleaner effluent would 
be better. CS noted that supplemental treatment doesn’t necessarily add capacity or 
address any of the site constraints.   

 MD/BS: Cleaner effluent should be valued despite the lack of capacity increases given 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

AECOM to consider 

revisions to TM #5 

regarding benefits/ 

drawbacks/risks of 

the staged approach.  

 

Clarification of 

MOECC’s position on 

the staged approach 

could be included in 

TM #5. 
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Discussion Action Item 

the proximity to the well-head protection area (WHPA), possible system function 
improvements, and for public acceptance.  

 LS explained that it may be hard to justify the need to go over and above the standard. 
Until you have the data, it is hard to suggest which treatment(s) are appropriate. 

 SB noted that construction timing could change if more funding was available (e.g. OCIF 
funding intake #2).  

 MD: A better description of the treatment options may be warranted.  

 GA: Chloride is high in the background. A problem to be discussed by MOECC.  
 
Preliminary Preferred Solution:  

 GA: Should supplemental treatment be put forward as the recommended solution? 
Disregard the cost.  

 CS: Disregarding the cost, MOECC would likely welcome supplemental treatment.  

 BS: If the money was there, supplemental should be the preferred solution if it is the 
main differentiator. There could be other benefits as well from cleaner effluent. 

 LS: Supplemental treatment could possibly go into Stage 2 as an option.  

 The TSC preferred concept B over A for groundwater. Suggests the bar on environment 
for concept B – darker. If money isn’t available, concept A should be preferred.   

 CS and SB will discuss some of the operating costs. Supplemental treatment may 
require water and electricity servicing, site upgrades, etc.  

 GA: Currently concept B seems to be favored by the TSC, although AECOM will re-
examine the data. Provisionally the text could state that if money isn’t available, concept 
A may be possible.   

 BS: RVCA will provide written comments to the draft TM#6.  

 MD: suggests a better value proposition explained at the PIC.  

 If there are any remaining suggestions, route them to GA after the meeting.  

 

 

Chloride should be 

discussed with 

MOECC during the 

pre-consultation 

meeting. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Written comments will 

be sent from RVCA.  

  

1-3 Update on other EA Studies/ Additional Ground Characterization 

 Archaeology/ Natural Heritage – initial draft reports have been received. AECOM is 
working with the teams to address some comments.  

 CS explained that additional site investigation reports are expected to come back soon. 
Updates from these reports won’t be in the Technical Memos, but rather added to the 
ESR. Some test pits were completed, as well as the karst investigation. The reports 
should be back later this week.  

 The site seems to vary considerably based on initial information received. Results will be 
important, and could modify the results/ direction of the EA.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

1-4 Schedule/ Next Steps  

 Next TSC Meeting: October 27, 2015 

 MOECC Meeting to Take Place Tuesday October 20, 2015.  

 PIC #2: expected October 29, 2015 -   Note: PIC #2 to be rescheduled pending 
consideration of new information and MOECC pre-consultation meeting #2 
discussions.   

 

 

 

Re-schedule PIC #2.   

1-5 Adjourned  

 Meeting adjourned at 2:30 pm.  

 

 



 
AECOM 
654 Norris Court 613 389 3703  tel 
Kingston, ON, Canada   K7P 2R9 613 389 6729  fax 
www.aecom.com 

Meeting Notes – TSC #7 
 
 
 
 

Date of Meeting October 27, 2015  Start Time 10:00 am  Project Number 60427206 

Project Name Village of Westport Sewage Treatment Plant Municipal Class EA 

Attendees Technical Steering Committee: 
Scott Bryce (SB)– Village of Westport 
Glenn Allen (GA) – Resident, TSC Chair 
Les Shepherd (LS) – Associated Municipality (UCLG) 
Brian Stratton (BS) –Rideau Valley Conservation Authority 
Mike Dwyer (MD) – Township of Rideau Lakes 
Jayne MacDonald (JM) – Upper Rideau Lake Association 
Nancy Martin (NM) – Resident  
 
AECOM: 
Cameron Smith (CS) – Project Manager 
Dave Kielstra (DK) – EA Coordinator 
Marissa Mascaro (MM) -  Project Engineer 
 
Observers: 
Village of Westport Councillor Gerald Schwinghamer 
Leslie Whiteman, Village of Westport 

Location Village of Westport office - 30 Bedford St., Westport, ON K0G 1X0 

Regarding Technical Steering Committee Meeting #7 
 
Discussion Items 

Discussion Action Item 

1-1 Welcome 
• GA noted that Les Shepherd would be late and sent regrets.  NM and MD noted they 

would have to leave around noon.   
• GA heard no comments provided on the agenda, or the notes from TSC #6.  Carried.  

 
 
 
 

1-2 Technical Memo #6: Alternative Design Concepts 
• CS: TM #6 was revised from the last version presented to the TSC (October 6 version) 

and the new version (October 9, 2015) was also posted to the TSC. The largest change 
was that the preferred alternative design now includes supplemental treatment (ie. 
Design Concept “B”), based on TSC comments.  

• Additional changes are required based on MOECC meeting, karst report and sub-
surface test pits. The future version will be circulated as well.    

• NM: Were the RVCA comments about the calculated sizing capacity of the subsurface 
disposal bed addressed?     

• CS: Later explained that the Ontario Building Code subsurface disposal bed sizing and 
design requirements do not necessarily apply. Large systems use engineered designs 
and typically follow MOECC design guidelines. They are reviewed and approved by 
MOECC.  

• CS: A main TM update will be a Stage 1 requested adjustment to annual ADF rated 

 
 
 
 
 
AECOM to revise TM 
#6, and re-circulate to 
the TSC with 
appendices.  
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Discussion Action Item 

capacity of 350 m3/day, based on consideration of empirical data.  
• MD: Reminded the TSC that the Township of Rideau Lakes has stated that boundary 

changes or capacity changes may require negotiations on land ownership of the site 
going forward.  

• CS: We understand the MOECC perspective is that if the site stays at 310 m3/day (no 
change to rated capacity) it makes it easier for approval considerations, however the site 
is already at capacity in some years. For example, in 2014 the annual average day flow 
was 334 m3/day. A rating of 350 m3/ day is suggested to recognize this and should avoid 
a high flow year being higher than rated capacity in the immediate term.   

• TM #6 to be discussed further later in the meeting.  
1-3 Karst Report 
• The karst investigation report was previously submitted to the TSC/ MOECC.  CS 

summarized aspects of the karst report:  
o Karst wasn’t identified in the previous reports. [BS noted karst is a relatively 

recent issue, and is also an issue in various parts of Ontario.] 
o The boundary location between the two geological formations may be different 

than previously thought.  
o Recommended ongoing/ additional monitoring on site.  

• CS comment that recommendations generally included the need for more monitoring 
wells, investigate the source of water in some test pits, and consider the karst in relation 
to the Well-Head Protection Area (WHPA).  

• The Village of Westport is following up with Malroz Engineering, the firm that conducted 
the Well-Head Protection Area modeling to provide comments on the potential impact of 
the karst report to the existing model.  

• GA stated this information is necessary to address risks and communicate effectively 
with the MOECC and public about water quality.  

• CS noted there is a net benefit associated with the large subsurface disposal and Design 
Concept “B”. 

• BS: agreed net benefits should be part of the messaging around karst/ WHPA.   
• GA noted that the Village is also engaging in a water conservation strategy with the hope 

of reducing consumption and waste. A de-sludging program is also under way.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SB has sent a request 
to Malroz 
Engineering.   
 
 

1-4 Technical Memo X: In Progress Draft 
• CS tabled an interim in-progress draft that is being prepared to present an empirical data 

rationale to MOECC in support of a potential capacity increase to 350 m3/day. It may 
become an appendix to TM #6 or be a standalone report.  

• Figure D1 shows nitrates/ chlorides graphically.   
• Typographical error: Monitoring Well #1 isn’t shown on the nitrates graph.   
• Typographical error: p. 6 – “nitrate concentrations.” 
• MOECC will want to see an additional downgradient well, possibly propose MW 4 as a 

downgradient well near the geological formation boundary and/or other.   
• CS walked through the technical memo. Notably Section 4 seeks to address the 

rationale for the increased capacity, while Section 5 reports on staging (from TM #6) and 
Sections 6+7 describe the net benefits.  

• Summary: The technical memo is meant to present an argument to support a marginal 
capacity increase associated with Stage 1.  

• Nitrates are the health parameter while chlorides (non-health parameter). The site 
should benefit from subsurface disposal with reduced peak hydraulic loading, better 
ground water dispersion and no longer being limited to seasonal disposal.      

• GA feels this TM captures the work to address the MOECC requests from the recent 
pre-consultation meeting.  

• NM: Suggests adding in comments from BS related to the filter bed requirements.   
• CS mentioned that the RVCA comments to the Draft TM #6 (Oct. 5th) have largely been 

addressed with the Oct. 9 draft and discussed with BS. Additional opportunity for 
comment with future update to TM#6. MOECC design guidelines suggest reference be 
given to OBC standards, but they do not necessarily apply since an engineered LSSDS 
is submitted for MOECC review and approval.  

• BS: asked for examples of large filter media beds and fill-based absorption trenches, 
noting that the technologies would be selected in detailed design. 

 
 
 
 
 
Update typographical 
errors identified.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 AECOM to review/ 
inquire to more 
examples. 
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Discussion Action Item 

• MD departed for a pre-scheduled meeting. 11:55 pm. 

1-5 Lunch 
• NM departed for a pre-scheduled meeting. 12:50 pm. 

 

1-6 Technical Memo #6: Additional Comments 
 
Meeting Resumed – 12:50 pm. 
• LS Arrived 12:55 pm. 
• GA reopened the meeting to go back to Technical Memo #6.  
• In response to JM’s email and other queries to existing system O&M costs, these are 

estimated at approximately $200,000 with snowfluent and spray irrigation, normal 
operations and maintenance, and other assumptions.  

• Opinion of O+M cost of the existing system includes Village of Westport estimates.  
• SB noted that the operator spends more time at the wastewater system than anticipated 

– requirements for additional MOECC officer’s order monitoring and less dormant time 
during the summer (summer spray irrigation now required).   

• Suggestion to revise TM #6 comparative evaluation: 
o More complex MOECC approvals process. Revise table to 350 m3/day 

• Other likely revisions:  
o Karst, WHPA information from Malroz Engineering, test pit data summary for 

TM #6 as an appendix. 
o Section 8 timelines to be updated.  

• GA asked LS to state the comment made to GA by email.  LS identified concern that the 
WHPA may be larger. Also, he is concerned about potentially road salt impacting 
chloride levels in the ground water. Karst in the quarry is concerning.  

• GA: SB is working with Malroz Engineering to conduct a review of the WHPA based on 
the karst report.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1-7 RVCA Comments: 
 

• BS re-examined the RVCA letter comments to the October 6th draft TM#6 to ensure they 
are addressed or raised again.   

o Supplemental treatment option – addressed. This is now the preferred 
alternative design. 

o Regarding large sub-surface disposal systems, and in particular filter media 
beds – recognizes it will be assessed in detailed design, but he would like some 
examples. Concerned about failures.  

 CS explained that either a raised filter bed or a fill-based absorption 
trench system is suggested to provide a sand layer above native soils.  

o OBC filter bed size applicability – addressed.  It was identified that the OBC 
design guidelines don’t necessarily apply.   

o GA: MOECC may have some examples of a large subsurface disposal bed of 
this size.  

 

1-8 Update on other EA Studies/ Additional Ground Characterization 
• Archaeology/ Natural Heritage – initial draft reports have been received. AECOM is 

working with the teams to finalize, before circulating them to the TSC.  

 
 
 

1-9 Schedule/ Next Steps 
• Test pit draft Report: expected tomorrow.  
• The schedule was adjusted based on the need to be informed by additional information. 
• Need to get WHPA/ Malroz Engineering and other possible information addressed by 

November 6 if possible. It is still aggressive, but the information is needed for the 
Council update on November 9th. 

• [Post Meeting – Council Meeting rescheduled to November 12th].  
• Next TSC Meeting: November 17, 2015. Draft notice may need to be required, and 

pulled that day if the PIC isn’t going ahead.   
• Draft PIC boards: November 30, 2015  
• Possible MOECC Meeting: November 24-26th.  [Post Meeting: Scheduled for 

November 25th].  
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Discussion Action Item 

• PIC #2 is now expected the first week of December 2nd or 3rd. [ Post Meeting: Scheduled 
for December 3rd].   

• Notice of Completion: expected prior to December 23rd. 

Re-schedule PIC #2. 
Village of Westport to 
look for locations.    

1-10 Adjourned  
• Meeting adjourned at 2:00 pm.  

 

 



 
AECOM 

654 Norris Court 613 389 3703  tel 

Kingston, ON, Canada   K7P 2R9 613 389 6729  fax 

www.aecom.com 

Meeting Notes – TSC #8 
 
 
 
 

Date of Meeting November 17, 2015  Start Time 10:00 am  Project Number 60427206 

Project Name Village of Westport Sewage Treatment Plant Municipal Class EA 

Attendees Technical Steering Committee: 

Scott Bryce (SB)– Village of Westport 

Glenn Allen (GA) – Resident, TSC Chair 

Les Shepherd (LS) – Associated Municipality (UCLG) 

Brian Stratton (BS) –Rideau Valley Conservation Authority 

Mike Dwyer (MD) – Township of Rideau Lakes 

Jayne MacDonald (JM) – Upper Rideau Lake Association 

Nancy Martin (NM) – Resident  

 

AECOM: 

Cameron Smith (CS)– Project Manager 

Marissa Mascaro (MM)- Project Manager 

Dave Kielstra (DK)– EA Coordinator 

Jason Murchison (Jason M.)– Manager, Geosciences (via teleconference) 

Observers: 

Village of Westport Councillor Gerald Schwinghamer 

Leslie Whiteman, Village of Westport 

Location Village of Westport office - 30 Bedford St., Westport, ON K0G 1X0 

Regarding Technical Steering Committee Meeting #8 

 

Discussion Items 

Discussion Action Item 

1-1 Welcome 

 GA welcomed the TSC. He thanked the TSC for their input to date. 

 CS noted that Marissa Mascaro, Assistant Project Manager is now moving into the 
Project Manager role.  

 SB noted that he followed up with Malroz Engineering as requested at the last meeting, 
and is anticipating to receive their letter response this week. In email correspondence, 
Malroz identified that they took a conservative approach to their modelling, and the only 
difference in their review of the additional documentation was that the line for the Gull 
River formation is further to the East. The Malroz modeling did consider the presence of 
karst.  

 GA heard no comments on the agenda, or the notes from TSC #7.  Notes carried.  

 

 

 

 

1-2 Technical Memo #6: Alternative Design Concepts 

 MM introduced herself to the TSC.   

 MM/CS indicated they are tentatively scheduled to meet with the MOECC tomorrow 
(18th).  

 MM walked through changes to TM#6 (November 16, 2015) based on recent 
studies/field work.   

o She noted that Sections 1-3 had no changes. Fig.3-1 includes a revised 
conceptual figure.   
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Discussion Action Item 

o Section 4 – updated based on karst/ soils investigation. 
o Section 5 – incorporates changes to the sizing of the disposal bed and costing 

based on the newly received soils investigation results.  Note: supplemental 
treatment is still a range at this time. More context is included for the proposed 
350 m

3
/day capacity.  

 SB/ GA suggested more interpretation in section 5.3 based on TM 6A.  

 NM asked about the change in sand thickness noted in the report.   

 MM explained that the changes are based on relationships between pre-treatment 
measures and bed design – higher levels of pre treatment can support thinner sand 
media.  

 Discussion held about Level 4 treatment vs. Level 2 treatment.  The primary change to 
the disposal bed area is based on the native soils. An increased max month flow from 
525 was identified and the level was moved to 600, for design buffer.   

 CS mentioned the Technical Memo doesn’t mandate the bed type – it is intended to 
present a concept for consideration.  The overall footprint, however, is primarily drive by 
the native soil infiltration rate.   

 GA asked whether OBC or MOECC governs the approval process?  MM explained 
MOECC governs and is the approval authority for this system (as a Large Subsurface 
Sewage Disposal System – LSSDS).  MOECC Sewer Design Guidelines (Chapter 22) 
and Reasonable Use Concept Guideline provides an overview of LSSDS criteria, design 
considerations, etc.  MOECC sometimes references OBC, but MOECC governs.  
MOECC reviews detailed design submissions. 

 BS commented that the dispersal bed is a positive. His colleagues had some concerns 
(previously expressed) with the filter beds. 

 SB: Council will have to approve the ESR.  

 BS: Following the karst report, supplemental treatment is suggested. MM clarified that 
the presence of karst and the studies and findings do not necessitate supplemental 
treatment. 

 NM notes that the system will still be faced with a Stage 2 after 10 years or so. There is 
still a need for a recommendation for the future.   MM: when referencing back to the 
Problem statement, future capacity is a consideration.  The proposed move to 350 m

3
/ 

day adds some “breathing room” for the existing system, based on considerations of 
historical flows. 

 GA notes that growth beyond 10 years is because of one development that may or may 
not proceed. MOECC has recognized a staged approach for this study, since a 20 year 
solution isn’t possible right away. 

 BS questioned whether the ESR could identify whether the detailed design should be 
based on proven technologies.  MM/CS explained that it is generally not desirable to 
over-restrict the detailed design in the preliminary phase, however, as part of the 
selection of the preferred design, the ESR will identify the components that the preferred 
design concept; wording for this can be considered. 

 MD suggested a cost benefit description for supplemental treatment. Costs are important 
to weigh for supplemental treatment. 

 Jason M clarified that the comment that the site is “not ideal” doesn’t mean the proposed 
improvements are not possible. It just means there are additional considerations that 
need to be taken into account such as ground characteristics, groundwater/ 
surfacewater, sufficient area for dispersion, adverse effects, proximity to wells.  

 At last pre-consultation meeting with MOECC, it was identified that supplemental 
treatment is the preferred design concept alternative.   

 Both Design Concepts have a high cost, but economics and environmental components 
are differentiators. 

 LS: It is good to discuss the two options, but at some point it will become unaffordable if 
you don’t need to do it.  

 MM: Both concepts meet MOECC requirements. Supplemental treatment measures are 
a good consideration, but if there isn’t sufficient funding, it may only be possible to 
construct concept A at the onset.  

 GA: There should be more discussion/justification for supplemental treatment. 

 Les: Need to justify the need or desire to justify if going with a more expensive solution. 
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Meeting Notes – TSC #8 

 

Discussion Action Item 

 NM: asked if the 350 m
3
/day is the driver of the bed size? MM: no, the driver of the 

changes to the overall bed footprint is the infiltration rate of the existing soils (the 
investigation results identified lower infiltration rates than the previous background 
reports had suggested; the recent investigation was focused on the proposed bed 
location and is believed to be more representative).  

 NM: Is there a level 3 treatment option? CS: There is a level 3, but it isn’t practical for a 
municipal system of this type. You don’t gain any design credit (e.g. the added pre-bed 
measures don’t reduce bed size/bed costs; cost benefits are not typically realized). 

 MM/SB noted that some of the studies were done now as part of the EA (e.g. soils 
investigation), brought forward from the detailed design phase, to provide more 
information for the preferred design concepts. 

 BS/GA suggested possibly highlighting key messages in TM#6/6A/6B, and identifying 
the relationships and highlights in TM6. 

 Is there a possibility to pre-treat effluent before it comes into the system? CS: No known 
examples. It could be managed through municipal by-laws.  

 GA: Does the TSC suggest Concept B as the preferred design concept? Yes, with better 
language about economic/funding considerations. Funding is essential. (NM not present 
for the vote).  

 Section 7 (Fig. 7.1) to be revised to indicate the conceptual location for supplemental 
treatment.  

 GA: how will the towers be affected by the LSSDS? CS: Conceptual area – the bed 
could be installed around the towers. It should be clarified on the map. 

 JM: Some people may be confused about the 525 and 600?  The term maximum needs 
to be explained.   

 SB: asked about portable generators as a provisional contingency. CS suggests it is 
better to have options for contingency electrical generation (could be portable, could be 
permanent, etc.). 

 Opinion of Probable Cost was updated.  Some suggestions were given that the 
personnel hours, minor repairs and annual approval costs may need to be re-examined.   

 MM noted the schedule is still aggressive, particularly in terms of MOECC review and 
approval timelines.  Pre-consultation is a good step. Normal review times can vary 
significantly, and can take several months. 

 The recommendation for the ESR (preferred design) will be presented to council on 
December 11

th
 at a special council meeting, and considered for potential adoption at the 

Regular Council meeting on December 14
th

.  

 Council will be reviewing TM#5, TM#6, TM#6A and TM#6B prior to the Council Meetings 
December 11

th
 and 14

th
.  

 MOECC pre-consultation meeting on November 25, 2015. TM #6/6A/6B will be shared 
with them for comment.  

 Next PIC – to be held December 3, 2015.  

 GA: The issue remains price with Concept B/supplemental treatment. GA also 
recommended a schematic showing the supplemental disposal process.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

AECOM will look to 
make necessary 
changes to the 
Technical Memos 
based on the 
suggestions. 

1-3 TM #6A  

 TM 6A was created following prior discussions with MOECC, and will be discussed at 
the upcoming pre-consultation meeting.  

 MM provided an overview of changes made to the document.  

 GA suggested emphasizing important key messages where possible in TM#6.  

 Remove “existing to existing” on pg. 8 – typo. 

 It was suggested that references to the pump station/infrastructure be clarified (e.g. 
infrastructure affiliated with lagoon operations). 

 The Approvals and Monitoring section was revised to discuss the 350m
3
/day 

requirements. Dispersal bed benefits were also mentioned  

 NM: is the chlorides discussion strong enough for MOECC? MM: from early 
conversations with MOECC, it seems there is support locally.  More discussions may be 
required between MOECC District Office and Approvals Branch. 

 GA: Question about the work program mentioned in section 6.3. 

 SB: There was a discussion with MOECC at pre-consultation meeting #2 that annual 
averages for chlorides could be considered.  

 

GA comment noted. 

 

 

Typos will be noted.  
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Meeting Notes – TSC #8 

 

Discussion Action Item 

 Pg. 11 introduces supplemental effluent treatment. Parameters are mostly the same as 
the existing CofA. This would be an amendment to the CofA.  

 Appendix A chart  - no data shown for MW 1.  CS: Noted this was pulled from another 
report, and may not be able to be updated. 

 The TSC recommended removing “draft” from TM#6A and #6B, following incorporation 
of the Malroz letter. 

1-4 TM 6B 

 GA: soil sampling was very factual. It is suggested that a summary of results could be 
provided in TM#6 if possible. 

 

1-5 Technical Memo #5 

 MM noted TM#5 includes additional land use/zoning information, and more on UNESCO 
sites and the Rideau River heritage viewscape studies.  These comments were raised at 
a previous TSC meeting.  

 GA noted TM#5 includes discussion on the existing lagoon liners, recommended 
removing information about the type of liner/membrane where it has not been confirmed. 

 Pg. 21 – DK to edit grammar in the last paragraph about Foley Mountain.  

 Subject to the above noted revisions, the TSC accepted removing “draft” from TM#5.  

 

 

 

Grammar noted.  

 

 

 

1-6 Other Business 

 MM/DK noted that the Natural Heritage and Archaeology reports have been circulated.  

 

1-7 Schedule/ Next Steps 

 Council Meeting:  December 11, 2015  - Council consideration of the ESR 

Recommendation (Preferred Design Concept).  

 Regular Council Meeting: December 14, 2015   - Potential for council adoption of the 

ESR Recommendation (Preferred Design Concept). 

 Next TSC Meeting: N/A, Completed. 

 Draft PIC boards: Review documents anticipated to be issued November 26, 2015 

(Comments requested for Monday November 30, 2015).  

 MOECC Pre-Consultation Meeting: November 25
th

.  

 PIC #2: December 3
rd

.  

 Notice of Completion: tentatively December 21
st
. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1-8 Adjourned  

 Meeting adjourned.  

 

 



 
AECOM 

654 Norris Court 613 389 3703  tel 

Kingston, ON, Canada   K7P 2R9 613 389 6729  fax 

www.aecom.com 

Meeting Notes – TSC #9 
 
 
 
 

Date of Meeting December 8, 2015  Start Time 2:00 pm  Project Number 60427206 

Project Name Village of Westport Sewage Treatment Plant Municipal Class EA 

Attendees Technical Steering Committee: 

Scott Bryce (SB)– Village of Westport 

Glenn Allen (GA) – Resident, TSC Chair 

Les Shepherd (LS) – Associated Municipality (UCLG) 

Brian Stratton (BS) –Rideau Valley Conservation Authority 

Mike Dwyer (MD) – Township of Rideau Lakes 

Jayne MacDonald (JM) – Upper Rideau Lake Association 

Nancy Martin (NM) – Resident  

 

AECOM: 

Marissa Mascaro (MM)- Project Manager 

Dave Kielstra (DK)– EA Coordinator 

Jason Murchison (Jason M.)– Manager, Geosciences 

 

Observers: 

Village of Westport Councillor Gerald Schwinghamer 

Leslie Whiteman, Village of Westport 

Location Village of Westport office - 30 Bedford St., Westport, ON K0G 1X0 

Regarding Technical Steering Committee Meeting #9 

 

Discussion Items 

Discussion Action Item 

1-1 Welcome 

  GA welcomed TSC members. 

 MM distributed TSC Meeting #8 minutes, noting that TSC members are welcome to 
provide feedback on the minutes by email following the meeting, given they weren’t 
available ahead of time. 

 No comments provided on the agenda for TSC#9.  

 

TSC members to 
consider the TSC #8 
minutes and provide 
any changes by 
email, if necessary.  

1-2 MOECC Meeting Follow Up 

 MOECC Pre-Consultation meeting #3 was held on November 25, 2015.  

 MM summarized the meeting discussions for TSC members.  
o AECOM provided an overview of the preliminary preferred design alternative.  
o A discussion was held with MOECC about the facultative lagoons and that 

supplemental treatment may not provide additional benefit. It would essentially 
treat very clean effluent. MOECC didn’t see a trigger for bringing in 
supplemental treatment to the CofA at this time, based on current site data.  

o BS explained that pros/cons of supplemental treatment were debated at the 
meeting. BS also noted that the bed could function for many years. Monitoring 
could help maintain the bed and take steps early to address any 
maintenance/concerns. 
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Meeting Notes – TSC #9 

 

Discussion Action Item 

 JM asked whether grass is grown on top of the bed, and if the grass addresses 
phosphorous or controls for phosphorous.  Jason M. noted topsoil and grass would 
overlay the beds. Further phosphorous treatment is not identified as a 
requirement/constraining parameter, based on current monitoring.  

 MM: At the PIC there was some interest and support for the monitoring. Screening/ 
standpipes were considered in the opinions of probable costs.  

 BS: The term “spare area” seems to suggest an alternate area. Jason M clarified that 

the site is modular, but all in one mound. A number of beds/piping and cells allow for 
some flexibility to take one cell offline to service/repair as may be needed.  

 MM: MOECC approval is critical path item in design/construction schedule.  It is strongly 
urged that MOECC assistance be sought to expedite reviews/approvals. ECA review 
timeline shown in schedule is 3 months, but this review timeline can vary greatly and can 
be several months. Final drawings/design and brief are required for MOECC application 
submission.   

 BS noted that the MOECC meeting was interesting, and a good debate. In a perfect 
world, supplemental could be suggested, but it isn’t needed right now. It can be 
considered at a later date if there are warrants.  

 

 

 

1-3 PIC discussion 

 DK provided an overview of PIC #2 feedback: 

 Five written comment sheets and two emails were provided, none of which were 

opposed to the project. Two provided suggestions to be considered.   

 Comments were passed around, with blanked out individual names.  

 NM noted it was helpful to have AECOM technical representatives present. 

 

1-4 Other Business 

 SB updated the TSC that the Mayor and councillors now have all of the Technical 
Memos and are reading through them.  AECOM will be giving a presentation at the 
special council meeting on Friday Dec. 11, 2015.  

 Mayor Jones arrived at the end of the meeting to thank TSC members for their hard 
work on the project, and the many hours spent to contribute to the EA process. 

 

1-5 Schedule/ Next Steps 

 Council Meeting:  December 11, 2015 - Council consideration of the ESR 

Recommendation (Preferred Design Concept).  

 Regular Council Meeting: December 14, 2015 - Potential for council adoption of the 

ESR Recommendation (Preferred Design Concept). 

 Next TSC Meeting: N/A, Completed. 

 Notice of Completion: tentatively December 21
st
. 

 

1-6 Adjourned  

 Meeting adjourned.  
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Kielstra, David

From: Smith, Cameron (Ont)
Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 9:46 AM
To: 'Brian Stratton'
Cc: Scott Bryce (sbryce@villageofwestport.ca); 'Glenn Allen'; Saxton, Steve; Murchison, Jason
Subject: 150623bs DraftTM#3 Annual Report-Data Inform Items - Westport WWTS EA
Attachments: Rpt-2015-01-29-Westport STP 2013-14 Annual Report.pdf; RPT-2014 ByPass Final

Summary - Jan 16 2014.pdf

Hi Brian,

Thanks for your input and comments at TSC#2.
In regard to some of the additional Draft TM#3 information items you requested - as discussed we’re forwarding
additional information that we have readily available directly to you to assist with RVCA’s TM#3 review and return of
consolidated comments.

Sample data/results attached information items:

1) Sewage Treatment Plant 2013-14 Annual Report:
Section 4 (pdf pg 5) - Summary and Interpretation of Analytical Results
Appendix C (pdf pg 42) – Tabulated Water Quality and Soil Sample Results
Appendix D (pdf pg 76)  – Analysis of Environmental Data

2) Sewage Treatment Plant 2014 By-Pass Summary Report (summer 2014):
Section 6 (pdf pg 11)  – Summary and Interpretation of Analytical Results
Appendix D (pdf pg 283) – Water Quality Results
Appendix D (pdf pg 327) (graphed water quality results)

Other information to separately follow.

Regards,

Cameron Smith, M.Eng., P.Eng.
Manager, Kingston Office
Water – Community Infrastructure
Ext 328.2822  Direct 613.634.2822
cameron.smith2@aecom.com

AECOM
654 Norris Court, Kingston, Ontario  K7P 2R9
T 613.389.3703  F 613.389.6729
www.aecom.com

kielstrad
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Kielstra, David

From: Brian Stratton <brian.stratton@mrsourcewater.ca>
Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 3:37 PM
To: Smith, Cameron (Ont)
Cc: Scott Bryce (sbryce@villageofwestport.ca); 'Glenn Allen'; Saxton, Steve
Subject: RVCA Comments on Tech Memo No. 3
Attachments: 150623_RVCA_Comments_DraftTechMemo3.pdf

Hi Cameron

Thanks for providing some additional information today about the sewage treatment plant site in Westport.

Please see the attached RVCA Technical Review Memorandum regarding the Draft AECOM Technical
Memorandum No 3.  My comments are fairly short and almost all of the comments were discussed at the
meeting last Friday.

Please call me if you wish to discuss any of the comments.

Thanks, Brian

Brian Stratton, P. Eng.
Manager, Engineering Services, Rideau Valley Conservation Authority
& Co-Manager, Drinking Water Source Protection, Mississippi-Rideau Source Protection Region`
Rideau Valley Conservation Authority
Box 599, 3889 Rideau Valley Drive, Manotick ON, K4M 1A5 | 613-692-3571 x 1141
brian.stratton@rvca.ca  www.rvca.ca |  brian.stratton@mrsourcewater.ca www.mrsourcewater.ca

This message may contain information that is privileged or confidential and is intended to be for the use of the individual(s) or entity named above. This material may contain confidential
or personal information which may be subject to the provisions of the Municipal Freedom of Information & Protection of Privacy Act. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail, any
use, review, revision, retransmission, distribution, dissemination, copying, printing or otherwise use of, or taking of any action in reliance upon this e-mail, is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this e-mail in error, please contact the sender and delete the original and any copy of the e-mail and any printout thereof, immediately. Your cooperation is appreciated.

From: Smith, Cameron (Ont) [mailto:Cameron.Smith2@aecom.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 11:33 AM
To: Brian Stratton
Cc: Scott Bryce (sbryce@villageofwestport.ca); 'Glenn Allen'; Saxton, Steve; Murchison, Jason
Subject: 150623bs DraftTM#3 - PrevRpt Bedrock&GW Inform Items - Westport WWTS EA

Re: Existing Bedrock and Groundwater Contour Information

Brian,

Additional previous GeoCanada report figures/mapping related to bedrock and groundwater contours.

Regards,

Cameron Smith, M.Eng., P.Eng.
Manager, Kingston Office
Water – Community Infrastructure
Ext 328.2822  Direct 613.634.2822
cameron.smith2@aecom.com

AECOM

kielstrad
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Watershed Science and Engineering Services - Technical Review Memorandum 

June 23, 2015 
Attention:  Cameron Smith, M.Eng., P.Eng.,  Manager, Kingston Office, AECOM 

Prepared by:  Brian Stratton, P.Eng., Manager, Engineering Services 
Watershed Science and Engineering Services, Rideau Valley Conservation Authority 

Project:  Village of Westport Sewage Treatment Plant Municipal Class EA 
Technical Memorandum No. 3 [Draft], Subsurface Disposal Site Capacity Considerations 
June 18, 2015 by AECOM 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Further to the June 19, 2015 Westport Sewage Treatment Plant Municipal Class EA – TSC Meeting 2, 
please accept these comments on the above noted Technical Memorandum (TM).  Most of the 
comments below were discussed at the June 19th meeting.  Except for the two general comments, all the 
comments pertain to Sections 3 and 4 of the TM. 

General Comments 

- Consider re-naming the TM to more accurately describe the information presented, as a 
significant part of the TM discussed the site hydrogeological characteristics. 

- Please include the names of the TM authors, as well as their professional qualifications and a 
summary of their hydrogeology experience in eastern Ontario. 

Section 3 

- The physical setting of the site is described in Section 3.  However, several key pieces of 
information are missing that would greatly improve the readers hydrogeological understanding 
of the site.  The information below should be included in the TM.  If reliable information is not 
available, then this fact should be noted in the TM. 

o Property boundaries and limits of ‘Snow Deposit Area’ on one figure (stand-alone 
figure). 

o Areas of the site used for snowfluent and areas of the site used for spray irrigation. 
o Figure showing the thickness of overburden deposits (based on previous site 

investigations) across the site. 
o Figure showing direction of groundwater flow within the shallow bedrock aquifer, 

including gradients. 
- Section 3.7 mentions the Wellhead Protection Areas for the municipal wells in Westport.  The 

information presented needs clarification.  Refer to the referenced 2011 Assessment Report, or 
call me or call Scott Bryce for more information.  Perhaps a figure could be included which 
shows the location of both the Wellhead Protection Areas and the boundaries of the Westport 
Wastewater Treatment Plant. 

Rideau Valley Conservation Authority          
PO Box 559   3889 Rideau Valley Drive    Manotick, Ottawa, Ontario     K4M 1A5    613-692-3571      1-800-267-3504 



Technical Memo 3 [Draft]– Village of Westport Sewage Treatment Plant Municipal EA 
                         RVCA WSES Technical Review Memorandum  

- In addition to the discussion about the Westport Wellhead Protection Areas, there should also 
be a discussion of the Highly Vulnerable Aquifer (or HVAs) on the subject site.  Refer to the 
referenced 2011 Assessment Report. 

- There is no discussion about Karst on or near the subject site.  Refer to Ontario Geologic Survey 
mapping of Potential and Inferred Karst.   Based on discussions during the meeting, it is 
understood that Karst has been observed by the AECOM and this information should be 
discussed. 

- Based on all the hydrogeological information (including the information requested in this 
memo) discuss the overall suitability of the existing site, as well as neighbouring areas, for the 
subsurface/groundwater disposal of untreated or partially treated sewage taking into 
consideration the future sewage flows discussed in Draft TM 1 – Wastewater Servicing and 
Characterization Information.  
 

Section 4 

- It is recommended that a table or graph of available groundwater chemical analyses results 
should be included to go along with the reasonable use discussion.  Similarly, available surface 
water chemical analyses results should also be included. 

 
Respectfully, 

 
 
 

Brian Stratton, P.Eng. 
Manager, Engineering Services 
ext. 1141 
brian.stratton@mrsourcewater.ca  
 
 

June 23, 2015           Page 2 of 2 
Brian Stratton, P.Eng., Manager, Engineering Services 
Watershed Science and Engineering Services                          
Rideau Valley Conservation Authority        
PO Box 559   3889 Rideau Valley Drive    Manotick, Ottawa, Ontario    K4M 1A5    613-692-3571     1-800-267-3504 
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Kielstra, David

From: Smith, Cameron (Ont)
Sent: Friday, July 17, 2015 8:56 AM
To: Cowin, Cindy (MOECC)
Cc: Mahoney, James (MOECC); Castro, Victor (MOECC); Mitchell, Vicki (MOECC); Metcalfe,

Bruce (MOECC); Wooding, Mary (MOECC); Holland, Robert (MOECC);
'brian.stratton@mrsourcewater.ca'; 'Ewan Hardie'; Scott Bryce
(sbryce@villageofwestport.ca); 'Glenn Allen' (jglenallen@aol.com); Spencer, Mary; Kielstra,
David

Subject: 150717cc Westport MCEA - Draft TMs for Preconsultation
Attachments: RPT_DraftTM1_2015-07-14_Westport WW Servicing & Charac Info_60427206.pdf;

RPT_DraftTM2_2015-07-06_Westport URL Water Quality_60427206.pdf; RPT_Draft-TM3_
2015-07-14_Westport Subsurface Disposal Site_60427206_F.pdf

Re: Westport WWTS MCEA - Preconsultation

Cindy,

As mentioned, please find attached draft technical memorandums for discussion purposes at our preconsultation
meeting.
Attached are:

Draft TM#1 – Wastewater Servicing and Characterization Information
Draft TM#2 – Upper Rideau Lakes Water Quality Characteristics
Draft TM#3 – Existing Subsurface Disposal Site Capacity Considerations

These objective of these TMs is to  help provide a “key issues” background understanding.
We expect aspects of potential subsurface and surface disposal considerations looking forward, and associated likely
effluent requirements to be a focus of discussions.

Regards,

Cameron Smith
613-634-2822
cameron.smith2@aecom.com

From: Cowin, Cindy (MOECC) [mailto:Cindy.Cowin@ontario.ca]
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2015 8:59 AM
To: Smith, Cameron (Ont)
Cc: Mahoney, James (MOECC); Castro, Victor (MOECC); Mitchell, Vicki (MOECC); Metcalfe, Bruce (MOECC); Wooding,
Mary (MOECC); Holland, Robert (MOECC); Cowin, Cindy (MOECC)
Subject: RE: 150715cc Westport MCEA

Since I am not in the office tomorrow, maybe it would be a good idea to send to everyone.  I will copy everyone on this
email to make it easier for you.

Cindy

Cindy Cowin | Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change| Safe Drinking Water Branch
|  Water Inspector - Kingston 613.540-6871 | 613.540-6876 | cindy.cowin@ontario.ca

kielstrad
Text Box
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Please consider the environment before printing this email note

From: Smith, Cameron (Ont) [mailto:Cameron.Smith2@aecom.com]
Sent: July-16-15 8:33 AM
To: Cowin, Cindy (MOECC)
Subject: Re: 150715cc Westport MCEA

Cindy,

Would it help if I cc JimM for distribution, or I can send to all I saw on your mtg email.
Just let me know.

Cameron Smith
Sent from handheld device.

From: Cowin, Cindy (MOECC)
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2015 8:25 AM
To: Smith, Cameron (Ont)
Subject: RE: 150715cc Westport MCEA

Hi Cameron, I am out of the office on Friday, I can distribute the technical memos to MOECC staff on Monday.

Cindy

Cindy Cowin | Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change| Safe Drinking Water Branch
|  Water Inspector - Kingston 613.540-6871 | 613.540-6876 | cindy.cowin@ontario.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email note

From: Smith, Cameron (Ont) [mailto:Cameron.Smith2@aecom.com]
Sent: July-15-15 6:53 PM
To: Cowin, Cindy (MOECC)
Cc: Scott Bryce (sbryce@villageofwestport.ca)
Subject: 150715cc Westport MCEA

Re: Westport WWTS Class EA – Preconsultation Meeting

Cindy,

Since I’m out of the office tomorrow, just wanting to mention that you should expect to receive some draft Technical
Memos on Friday, in advance of our meeting next Tuesday.
Also, can you arrange for dial-in access to our meeting - we expect a few to join the meeting by telecon.

Thank you,

Cameron Smith, M.Eng., P.Eng.
Manager, Kingston Office
Water – Community Infrastructure
Ext 328.2822  Direct 613.634.2822
cameron.smith2@aecom.com



           

 
Ministry of the Environment Ministère de l'Environnement et de l’Action 
and Climate Change en matière de changement climatique  
 
P.O. Box 22032 C.P. 22032 
Kingston, Ontario Kingston (Ontario) 
K7M 8S5 K7M 8S5 
613/549-4000 or 1-800/267-0974 613/549-4000 ou 1-800/267-0974 
Fax: 613/548-6908 Fax: 613/548-6908 

 
 
M E M O R A N D U M                                                                                          July 27, 2015  
 
TO:  Vicki Mitchell 
  Environmental Assessment Evaluator 
  Air, Pesticides and Environmental Planning 
  Kingston Regional Office 
  Eastern Region 
 
FROM:  Robert Holland 
  Hydrogeologist 
  Water Resources Unit 
  Eastern Region 
 
RE:  Village of Westport  
  Existing Subsurface Disposal Site Capacity 
  Technical Memorandum No. 3  
  Preliminary Hydrogeological Assessment                        
 
I understand the Village of Westport is in I the process of completing a Schedule “C” Class EA 
to expand it sewage works.  To this end, I met with Municipal Officials and representatives of 
AECOM on July 21, 2015 to discuss the “Village of Westport, Technical Memorandum No. 3 
Existing Subsurface Disposal Site Capacity Considerations, July 14, 2015”.  I am new to this file 
and I am relying solely on the contents of this report and the 2014 Annual Monitoring Report 
due to the limited time I have to respond to your request.  I am well acquainted with the Village 
of Westport’s communal well supplies and chronic bacteriological issues in raw water that 
prompted the installation of enhanced disinfection.  
 
The report indicates the site generally conformed in the past to Ministry Guideline B-7 based on 
groundwater data collected to assess the snowfluent/emergency spray irrigation area.  The 
weak strength of the sewage effluent plays a significant role in achieving conformance with 
Guideline B-7 especially for nitrate.  The critical contaminant of concern at this site is chloride. 
Chloride is an aesthetic ODWQS parameter.  I agree with AECOM that to date nitrate is not a 
limiting factor at this site but this may change.  I am concerned the cumulative impacts of all site 
activities are not being monitored.  Groundwater monitors have not been located hydraulically 
downgradient of the Lagoon 1 to determine if it is leaking and its impact on groundwater.  
 
Site conditions are not ideal at this site for surface application of sewage effluent.  The high 
groundwater table and marginally acceptable soils make this site problematic for surface 
application of sewage.  The 2014 Annual Monitoring Report (AMR) makes no mention of 
maintaining a minimum separation of 0.9 m above the high groundwater table at all times for 
application areas.  The minimum groundwater separation is critical for the aerobic treatment of 
effluent and pathogen reduction.  Groundwater mounding may limit surface application of 
sewage effluent at times at this site and would certainly be a concern for the increased loadings 
proposed for expanded use of this site.  As well, groundwater mounding may impact the 
adjacent lagoon by “lifting” its clay liner.  The assessment of groundwater mounding at this site 
needs to be addressed to allow continued use of it. 

 



 
 

-2- 
 
 
 

Land application of sewage effluent is also restricted where there are frozen ground conditions 
or times of high soil moisture associated with spring time melt and major rainfall events.  
Ponding and surface runoff will remain a concern at this site.  Potential runoff events from this 
site into Upper Rideau Lake must continue be stringently monitored and assessed.   
 
The potential for karst in this area adds an additional factor that must be considered in future 
site assessments.  Confirmation of karst would alter the hydrogeological understanding of this 
site and the surrounding area that was not contemplated by past risk assessors.  The report 
indicates that AECOM is looking into this matter.    
 
The report confirms that additional lands are required to satisfy Ministry Guideline B-7 for the 
proposed increased spreading rate of 600 m3/day.  The area of search for suitable lands should 
not be constrained to the area immediately in or around the existing site and should be pursued 
preferably outside of the Well Head Protection Area (WHPA).  I have concerns about any 
expansion of the site northward into the WHPA as unpredictable runoff events could possibly 
impact the Village Well Supply due to local drainage patterns.  Any actions related to this 
expansion must comply with the Clean Water Act as administered by local Source Protection 
Committee and its Risk Management Officers.  Therefore I urge the Village to look at future 
subsurface disposal options to replace and/or expand this site outside of the WHPA and even 
west of the watershed divide to address long term servicing needs to ensure both the safety of 
the Village water supply and protection of Upper Rideau Lake into the future.  
 
Thank you for providing me with an opportunity to comment on this matter. 
 
 
 
Original signed by 
 
Robert W. Holland, P.Geo 
RH/tvh 
 
c:  Jim Mahoney 
     Cindy Cowan 
     Greg Faaren 
     Robert Holland 
     Mary Wooding 
     Bruce Metcalfe 
 



 
 
Ministry of the Environment Ministère de l'Environnement et de l’Action 
and Climate Change en matière de changement climatique  
 
P.O. Box 22032 C.P. 22032 
Kingston, Ontario Kingston (Ontario) 
K7M 8S5 K7M 8S5 
613/549-4000 or 1-800/267-0974 613/549-4000 ou 1-800/267-0974 
Fax: 613/548-6908 Fax: 613/548-6908 

 
 
M E M O R A N D U M                   July 28, 2015 
 
TO:  V. Mitchell 

Regional Environmental Assessment Coordinator 
Technical Support Section  
Eastern Region 

 
FROM:  B. W. Metcalfe 

Senior Environmental Officer 
Water Resources Unit – Surface Water Group 
Technical Support Section 
Eastern Region 

 
RE:    Westport Sewage Treatment Plant Expansion – Class EA  

Lot 10, Concession 7, Geographic Township of North Crosby 
                       Township of Rideau Lakes, United Counties of Leeds and Grenville 
 
A pre-consultation meeting with the Village of Westport and the Eastern Region MOECC was 
held on July 21, 2015 regarding the proposed expansion of the Westport sewage treatment 
plant which requires a Schedule C Class Environmental Assessment.  Three “Draft” Technical 
Memorandums prepared by AECOM for the Village of Westport were introduced by the Village 
of Westport as supporting information to the proposed expansion of the Westport sewage 
treatment plant.  I have reviewed the noted Technical Memorandums and offer the following 
comments relative to surface water impact concerns: 
 
 Technical Memorandum No.1 [DRAFT]:  Village of Westport - Wastewater Servicing and 

Characterization Information (AECOM, July 14, 2015)  
 

 Technical Memorandum No. 2 [DRAFT-v1]:  Village of Westport  - Upper Rideau Lake 
Water Quality Characteristics (AECOM, July 8, 2015) 

 
 Technical Memorandum No. 3 [DRAFT]:  Village of Westport  - Existing Subsurface 

Disposal Site Capacity Considerations (AECOM, July 14, 2015)  
 
Technical Memorandum No. 2 [DRAFT-v1]:  Village of Westport - Upper Rideau Lake Water 
Quality Characteristics (AECOM, July 8, 2015) presents information of specific relevance to 
surface water impact concerns.  Technical Memorandum No. 2 is intended to provide 
summarized information characterizing the Upper Rideau Lake water quality and provide 
technical comments related to the concept of the lake being a potential receiving water body for 
the Westport Wastewater Treatment System (WWTS). 
 
The Upper Rideau Lake surface water quality was assessed by the Village of Westport in 
accordance with MOECC Procedures B-1-5, “Deriving Receiving Water Based on Point Source 
Effluent Requirements for Ontario Waters” and which includes the assessment of surface water 
quality relative to MOECC surface water Policy 1 and Policy 2 determination. 
 
  



 
 

-2- 
 
 
 

Of specific concern is nutrient impact to the receiving water body potential of the Upper Rideau 
Lake and historical data has identified the Upper Rideau Lake to be a Policy 2 surface water 
with respect to Total Phosphorus i.e., Policy 2 states, “Water quality which presently does not 
meet Provincial Water Quality Objectives shall not be degraded further and all practical 
measures shall be taken to upgrade water quality to the Objectives.” 
    
In addition to the Upper Rideau Lake confirmed to be Policy 2 for total phosphorus there is the 
current MOECC Eastern Region Policy [Ref.  Memorandum dated January 5, 1990 to A. E. 
Symmonds, Assistant Regional Director and Manager, Abatement; M.J. German, Chief Water 
Resources Assessment, Technical Support Section; R. A. Dunn, District Officer, Abatement 
Section, Kingston District Office from J. D. Bishop, District Officer, Abatement Section, Kingston 
District Office] which is the Region’s “Abatement Policy” for New Point Source Discharges to the 
Rideau System.  The noted Regional Policy specifies that for the Upper Rideau (Rideau River) 
which includes the Upper Rideau Lake that new STP discharges (i.e., proposed Discharges) are 
not permitted.  Therefore, the Upper Rideau Lake being a potential receiving water body for the 
Westport Wastewater Treatment System (WWTS) for point source wastewater discharge is not 
an acceptable option as proposed by the Village of Westport.  
 
 
 
 
 
Bruce Metcalfe 
BWM/tvh 
 
c:  R. Holland 
     B. Metcalfe (Approv2015\app0615.mem) 4830-9YMRX7 \ X-ref. 7406-9YMRUW 
     File SW LG RL 03 07 C7, Village of Westport Sewage Treatment Plant, Township of Rideau   
     Lakes  
     File SW 13 05 07 02, Upper Rideau Lake, Rideau River Basin 
 
ec:  G. Faaren 
       V. Castro 
       P. Taylor 
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Kielstra, David

From: Smith, Cameron (Ont)
Sent: Wednesday, August 12, 2015 4:12 PM
To: Brian Stratton
Cc: sbryce@villageofwestport.ca; 'Glenn Allen'; Sarah Macleod; Kielstra, David
Subject: RE: RVCA comments on Draft Tech Memo No. 2 Upper Rideau Lake Water Quality

Characteristics (Rpt date July 8, 2015)

Brian,

Just as clarification in response to your email inquiry today.

We made changes to TM#2 text based on the final three bullet points below.
TM text of various sources and other text using PWQMN and DP-1/3 was left generally as-is. PWQMN Narrows Lock and
DP-1/3 are considered comparatively most representative of overall lake quality.  Additional text was added to mention
the overall lake water quality index rating and of algae blooms in 2014/5.

Hope you find the updates reflect a balance of considering/addressing comments from various sources.

Regards,

Cameron Smith
613-634-2822
cameron.smith2@aecom.com

From: Brian Stratton [mailto:brian.stratton@mrsourcewater.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, July 29, 2015 10:45 AM
To: Smith, Cameron (Ont); Kielstra, David
Cc: sbryce@villageofwestport.ca; 'Glenn Allen'; Sarah Macleod
Subject: RVCA comments on Draft Tech Memo No. 2 Upper Rideau Lake Water Quality Characteristics (Rpt date July 8,
2015)

Hi Cameron

As promised at yesterday’s TSC meeting, here are the RVCA comments on Tech Memo No. 2.  Please let me know if you
have any questions.

Thanks, Brian

Various sources of background water quality parameters are cited in Table 1, however only data from the MOECC PWQMN
(Narrows Lock Bridge) and Rideau Valley Conservation Authority are used in the discussion of water quality parameters
(section 2)  and technical comments (section 3)

o MOECC data set is historic (1966-1980) and does not capture current conditions, nor does it reflect conditions near
the Village of Westport.

o Including available Lake Partners Program data would enhance understanding of current conditions.
o Consideration should be given to total phosphorus data in the near shore area, to better understand conditions

around the lake
In section 2.3.1 it is noted that the 2008-2014 total phosphorus results have decreased approximately 30% or more from
the 1996-80 sampling period.  This does not take into account the different sampling locations or methodologies used by
the two different monitoring programs that may have influenced results, such as:
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o RVCA samples were taken at twice Secchi depth at deep points, MOECC PWQMN samples were taken at the
outflow in the nearshore area

o RVCA samples are field filtered with an 80 micron mesh filter, the current PWQMN program does not field filter
samples.

The apparent decrease trend noted in total phosphorus concentrations from the Rideau Lakes Subwatershed Report (Fig 4)
is only seen in two years of data and should not be considered significant, the average concentration in 2014 (which is not
included in the Subwatershed Report) is 0.020 mg/l.
The Rideau Lakes Subwatershed Report does not include any deep point E. coli samples, all reported results are from
shoreline sampling locations

Brian Stratton, P. Eng.
Manager, Engineering Services, Rideau Valley Conservation Authority
& Co-Manager, Drinking Water Source Protection, Mississippi-Rideau Source Protection Region`
Rideau Valley Conservation Authority
Box 599, 3889 Rideau Valley Drive, Manotick ON, K4M 1A5 | 613-692-3571 x 1141
brian.stratton@rvca.ca  www.rvca.ca |  brian.stratton@mrsourcewater.ca www.mrsourcewater.ca

This message may contain information that is privileged or confidential and is intended to be for the use of the individual(s) or entity named above. This material may contain confidential
or personal information which may be subject to the provisions of the Municipal Freedom of Information & Protection of Privacy Act. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail, any
use, review, revision, retransmission, distribution, dissemination, copying, printing or otherwise use of, or taking of any action in reliance upon this e-mail, is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this e-mail in error, please contact the sender and delete the original and any copy of the e-mail and any printout thereof, immediately. Your cooperation is appreciated.
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Kielstra, David

From: Postmaster@inac.gc.ca on behalf of CAU-UCA <CAU-UCA@aadnc-aandc.gc.ca>
Sent: Thursday, August 13, 2015 3:06 PM
To: Kielstra, David
Subject: Re: Notice of Commencement/ Notice of PIC #1 - Village of Westport Wastewater Treatment

System

***French version below ***

Thank you for emailing the Consultation and Accommodation Unit (CAU) of Aboriginal Affairs and Northern
Development Canada.

Revisions to the Updated Guidelines (March 2011) If your email is in response to the on-line survey to inform the
revisions to the Updated Guidelines (March 2011), we wish to thank you for your participation. Your contribution to the
work of the federal government on this important issue is valuable and will be reviewed carefully.

Consultation Information Service
If your email is related to an information request, please note that, as of October 2013, the Consultation Information
Service (CIS) is shifting its focus to the addition and management of content in the Aboriginal Treaty Rights Information
System (ATRIS) and has limited capacity to provide responses.

ATRIS is now available to you and can provide relevant information regarding the location of Aboriginal groups as well as
related information on established rights (through treaties and other agreements) and asserted rights (through claim
processes and legal proceedings). We encourage you, therefore, to use ATRIS to carry out your research.

If you are using ATRIS from outside of the federal government, you can go directly to the following site and begin your
research at: http://sidait-atris.aadnc-aandc.gc.ca/atris_online/

If you are a federal employee, you can obtain access to this system by sending a request for an account to the following
address: ATRIS-SIDAIT@aadnc-aandc.gc.ca. Once your account has been created, you can carry out your research
directly within ATRIS. If, after doing so, you have specific questions, you can send those queries to this CAU account and
the CIS will endeavour to respond in a timely manner.

Thank you for your cooperation and understanding.

****************************************************************************

Merci d’avoir envoyé un courriel à l’Unité de la consultation et de l’accommodement (UCA) d’Affaires autochtones et
Développement du Nord Canada.

Révisions des Lignes directrices actualisées (mars 2011) Si votre courriel est une réponse au sondage en ligne visant à
guider les révisions des Lignes directrices actualisées (mars 2011), nous voulons vous remercier de votre participation.
Votre contribution au travail du gouvernement fédéral sur cette importante question est précieuse, et nous
l’examinerons attentivement.

Service d’information sur la consultation Si votre courriel est une demande d’information, veuillez prendre note que,
depuis octobre 2013, le Service d’information sur la consultation (SIC) se concentre sur l’ajout de renseignements dans
le Système d'information sur les droits ancestraux et issus des traités (SIDAIT) et sur la gestion du contenu de ce
système. Ses ressources pour répondre aux demandes d’information sont par conséquent limitées.
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Vous avez maintenant accès au SIDAIT, lequel offre des renseignements utiles sur l’emplacement des groupes
autochtones ainsi que sur leurs droits établis (découlant de traités et d’autres ententes) et revendiqués (dans le cadre de
processus de revendication et de procédures judiciaires). Nous vous encourageons donc à effectuer vos recherches à
l’aide de ce système.

Si vous travaillez à l’extérieur du gouvernement fédéral, vous pouvez faire vos recherches directement à partir du site
suivant : http://sidait-atris.aadnc-aandc.gc.ca/atris_online/.

Si vous êtes un fonctionnaire fédéral, veuillez envoyer une demande d’ouverture de compte à l’adresse suivante : ATRIS-
SIDAIT@aadnc-aandc.gc.ca. Lorsque votre compte aura été créé, vous pourrez effectuer des recherches directement
dans le SIDAIT. Par la suite, si vous avez des questions, vous pourrez les envoyer à l’adresse de l’UCA, et le personnel du
SIC s’efforcera d’y répondre le plus rapidement possible.

Merci de votre collaboration et de votre compréhension.
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Kielstra, David

From: Nicole Storms <nicoles@mbq-tmt.org>
Sent: Friday, August 14, 2015 3:52 PM
To: Kielstra, David; sbryce@villageofwestport.ca
Cc: Todd Kring
Subject: Proposed Rehabilitation/Expansion of the Village of Westport Wastewater Treatment System

- Municipal Class "C" Environmental Assessment
Attachments: LT Westport Wastewater Treatment System Aug 14 2015.pdf

Categories: Red Category

Good Afternoon David and Bryce,

The Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte acknowledge your invitation to participate in the environment assessment process as
it relates to the proposed Rehabilitation / Expansion of the Village of Westport Wastewater Treatment System.

Please see the attached response to your Notice from the Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte.

We appreciate your participation in our endeavors to determine proper use of lands of interest to our communities, the
prevention or mitigation of anticipated and non-anticipated effects of the proposed project, and efforts to ensure
maximum benefit to our communities and generations to come.

Regards,

Nicole Storms
Environmental Services Coordinator
Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte
24 Meadow Drive
Tyendinaga Mohawk Territory, K0K 1X0
nicoles@mbq-tmt.org
Ph: (613) 396-3424 Ext. 125
Cell: (613) 885-8480
Fax: (613) 396-3627

kielstrad
Text Box

kielstrad
Text Box

kielstrad
Text Box



1

Kielstra, David

From: Jayne MacDonald <jmacdonald43@cogeco.ca>
Sent: Thursday, August 20, 2015 3:48 PM
To: jglenallen@aol.com; Kielstra, David
Subject: TSC-Westport
Attachments: URideau 2014 lab complete_JMacDonald.xlsx

Hi Glenn

The (all important term) blue-green seems to be missing in TM 2.

MOECC requested TM#2 mention blue-green algae episodes

Algae can be found in any lake environment, excessive blue-green, potentially toxic algae blooms cannot.

Cindy Cowin's name is misspelled.

Can anyone explain why only the deep water sites are used?
It is fairly obvious that the source of E,Coli, or any other bacterial contamination, is humans, animals and birds
very few of these are in the deepest section of the lake.

Here is Sarah McLeod 's 2014 data.
Page 1 of the spreadsheet  a summary and page 2 2014 data. Again she expresses concentration in micrograms
per Litre. (µg/L) for TP,

Jayne
URLA
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Kielstra, David

From: Garrah, Lyn (MNRF) <Lyn.Garrah@ontario.ca>
Sent: Friday, August 21, 2015 10:24 AM
To: Kielstra, David
Subject: RE: Notice of Commencement/ Notice of PIC #1 - Village of Westport Wastewater

Treatment System

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Categories: Red Category

Dear Mr. Kielstra,

The MNRF is interested in reviewing the Environmental Study Report once it is completed. After the study
completion, please circulate to our office for comment.

Sincerely,

Lyn Garrah, M.E.S.
District Planner
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry
Kemptville District
10 Campus Drive, PO Box 2002, Kemptville, ON K0G 1J0
613-258-8414

From: Kielstra, David [mailto:David.Kielstra@aecom.com]
Sent: August-13-15 3:05 PM
Subject: Notice of Commencement/ Notice of PIC #1 - Village of Westport Wastewater Treatment System

Please see the attached Notice of Commencement/ Notice of Public Information Centre (PIC #1) for the Village of
Westport Wastewater Treatment System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA).

Notice of Study Commencement and Notice of Public Information Centre #1

Proposed Rehabilitation/Expansion of the Village of Westport Wastewater Treatment System - Municipal Class “C”
Environmental Assessment

The Village of Westport has initiated a Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed rehabilitation or
expansion  of  the  Village  of  Westport  Wastewater  Treatment  System.  This  study  will  meet  the  requirements  for  a
Schedule ‘C’ project under the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process  (2007,  2011).  The  purpose  of  the
study is to develop, assess and evaluate alternatives for the proposed wastewater treatment system rehabilitation or
expansion. The EA study will result in a recommended plan to address capacity and operational issues, while also
minimizing environmental impacts.

The EA study is anticipated to be completed in the fall/winter of 2015. Upon completion, an Environmental Study Report
(ESR)  will  be presented to  the Village of Westport Council and the public for review and comment. A notice of study

kielstrad
Text Box



2

completion will be published at that time. The study area is provided in the key map (attached) and may be further
refined during the EA process.

Public Information Centre #1

You are invited to attend the first Public Information Centre (PIC), the first of two designed to encourage dialogue
between the project team and the public. Each Public Information Centre will feature a drop-in  format  (i.e.  no
presentation) to allow time for interested individuals to review the display boards, ask questions, and learn more about
the project. The first PIC will be held:

Thursday August 27, 2015
North Crosby Community Centre (Township of Rideau Lakes)
Address: 875 – 8th Concession Road
Westport, Ontario, K0G 1X0
5:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m. (Drop-in Format)

For further information about this project, or to be added/removed from our mailing list, please contact:

David Kielstra
Environmental Assessment Coordinator

AECOM
654 Norris Court, 2nd Floor

Kingston, ON   K7P 2R9
Phone: 613-634-2830

E-mail: david.kielstra@aecom.com

Scott Bryce
Village of Westport Clerk/Treasurer

Village of Westport
30 Bedford Street, P.O. Box 68
Westport, Ontario   K0G 1X0

Phone: 613-273-2191
Email: sbryce@villageofwestport.ca
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Kielstra, David

From: EnviroOnt <EnviroOnt@tc.gc.ca>
Sent: Friday, August 21, 2015 11:38 AM
To: Kielstra, David
Cc: 'sbryce@villageofwestport.ca'
Subject: RE: Notice of Commencement/ Notice of PIC #1 - Village of Westport Wastewater

Treatment System
Attachments: Westport Notice of Study Commencement and PIC1.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Please note that under the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act, 2012, Transport Canada is required to determine
the likelihood of significant adverse environmental effects of projects that will occur on federal lands prior to exercising
a power, performing a function or duty in relation to that project.  To determine if the aforementioned applies, it is the
responsibility of the project proponent to:

1. Review the Directory of Federal Real Property (http://www.tbs-sct.gc.ca/dfrp-rbif/) to determine if the project will
potentially interact with any federal property; and

2. Review the list of Acts that Transport Canada administers and assists in administering that may apply to the project,
available at: https://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/acts-regulations/acts.htm.

If a project will interact with a federal property and requires approval and/or authorization under any of the Transport
Canada Acts, then correspondence should only be forwarded electronically to Environmental Assessment Coordinator
at: EnviroOnt@tc.gc.ca – please ensure distribution lists are updated.

Below is a summary of the most common Acts that have applied to projects in an Environmental Assessment context:

Navigation Protection Act (NPA) – the NPA applies primarily to works constructed or placed in, on, over, under,
through, or across scheduled navigable waters set out under the Act. The Navigation Protection Program
administers the NPA through the review and authorization of works affecting scheduled navigable waters.
Information about the Program, NPA and approval process is available at: http://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/programs-
621.html. Enquiries can be directed to NPPONT-PPNONT@tc.gc.ca or (519) 383-1863.

Railway Safety Act (RSA) – the RSA provides the regulatory framework for railway safety, security, and some of the
environmental impacts of railway operations in Canada. The Rail Safety Program develops and enforces regulations,
rules, standards and procedures governing safe railway operations. Additional information about the Rail Safety
Program is available at: https://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/railsafety/menu.htm. Enquiries can be directed to
RailSafety@tc.gc.ca or (613) 998-2985.

Transportation of Dangerous Goods Act (TDGA) – the transportation of dangerous goods by air, marine, rail and
road is regulated under the TDGA.  Transport Canada, based on risks, develops safety standards and regulations,
provides oversight and gives expert advice on dangerous goods to promote public safety. Additional information
about the transportation of dangerous goods is available at: https://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/tdg/safety-menu.htm.
Enquiries can be directed to TDG-TMDOntario@tc.gc.ca or (416) 973-1868.

Aeronautics Act – Transport Canada has sole jurisdiction over aeronautics, which includes aerodromes and all
related buildings or services used for aviation purposes. Aviation safety in Canada is regulated under this Act and the
Canadian Aviation Regulations (CARs). Elevated Structures, such as wind turbines and communication towers, would
be examples of projects that must be assessed for lighting and marking requirements in accordance with the CARs.
Transport Canada also has an interest in projects that have the potential to cause interference between wildlife and
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aviation activities. One example would be waste facilities, which may attract birds into commercial and recreational
flight paths. Enquires can be directed to CASO-SACO@tc.gc.ca  or 1 (800) 305-2059 / (416) 952-0230.

If none of the aforementioned information applies to any of the projects under review, please ensure we are removed
from the distribution/mailing list.

Thank you,

Environmental Assessment Coordinator | Coordinatrice d'évaluation environnementale
Transport Canada, Ontario Region | Transports Canada, Région de l'Ontario
4900 Yonge St., Toronto, ON M2N 6A5 | 4900, rue Yonge, Toronto, ON, M2N 6A5
Email | Courriel: EnviroOnt@tc.gc.ca
Facsimile | télécopieur: (416) 952-0514
Government of Canada | Gouvernement du Canada

From: Kielstra, David [mailto:David.Kielstra@aecom.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 13, 2015 3:05 PM
Subject: Notice of Commencement/ Notice of PIC #1 - Village of Westport Wastewater Treatment System

Please see the attached Notice of Commencement/ Notice of Public Information Centre (PIC #1) for the Village of
Westport Wastewater Treatment System Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA).

Notice of Study Commencement and Notice of Public Information Centre #1

Proposed Rehabilitation/Expansion of the Village of Westport Wastewater Treatment System - Municipal Class “C”
Environmental Assessment

The Village of Westport has initiated a Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed rehabilitation or
expansion  of  the  Village  of  Westport  Wastewater  Treatment  System.  This  study  will  meet  the  requirements  for  a
Schedule ‘C’ project under the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process  (2007,  2011).  The  purpose  of  the
study is to develop, assess and evaluate alternatives for the proposed wastewater treatment system rehabilitation or
expansion. The EA study will result in a recommended plan to address capacity and operational issues, while also
minimizing environmental impacts.

The EA study is anticipated to be completed in the fall/winter of 2015. Upon completion, an Environmental Study Report
(ESR) will be presented to the Village of Westport Council and the public for review and comment. A notice of study
completion will be published at that time. The study area is provided in the key map (attached) and may be further
refined during the EA process.

Public Information Centre #1

You  are  invited  to  attend  the  first  Public  Information  Centre  (PIC),  the  first  of  two  designed  to encourage dialogue
between the project team and the public. Each Public Information Centre will feature a drop-in  format  (i.e.  no
presentation) to allow time for interested individuals to review the display boards, ask questions, and learn more about
the project. The first PIC will be held:

Thursday August 27, 2015
North Crosby Community Centre (Township of Rideau Lakes)
Address: 875 – 8th Concession Road
Westport, Ontario, K0G 1X0
5:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m. (Drop-in Format)
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For further information about this project, or to be added/removed from our mailing list, please contact:

David Kielstra
Environmental Assessment Coordinator

AECOM
654 Norris Court, 2nd Floor

Kingston, ON   K7P 2R9
Phone: 613-634-2830

E-mail: david.kielstra@aecom.com

Scott Bryce
Village of Westport Clerk/Treasurer

Village of Westport
30 Bedford Street, P.O. Box 68
Westport, Ontario   K0G 1X0

Phone: 613-273-2191
Email: sbryce@villageofwestport.ca
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Kielstra, David

From: boblavoie@rideau.net
Sent: Monday, August 31, 2015 9:50 AM
To: Kielstra, David
Cc: Mike Dwyer; Ron Holman
Subject: Comments re Westport PIC #1

Here are a number of comments resulting from reviewing the display boards and speaking with various people
at the open house.

1. I consider the area selected for further assessment to be much too small given the potential impact on
residents as far as 1/2 kilometre away in all directions. Residents on the other side of CTY 10 are already being
impacted by air quality issues, both when spraying is going on and the odours from the lagoons. These
residents include families, a well used Legion Branch and an elementary school.  Properties on the North side
towards Salem Road include a quarry whose blasting could aggravate any leaking issues from the lagoon.  The
west side includes farms and residences which again could be impacted by spraying under improper wind
conditions.  The Village side contains municipal wellheads and a number of private wells, all of which are at
risk if the assessment is not expanded.

2. I realize that the Village has time and dollar constraints imposed by the situation but these should not be
the determining factors to limiting or expanding the assessment area.

3. While this is a problem within the Village of Westport, its limited size and location surrounded by Rideau
Lakes and its many lakes make it a much larger problem.

4. It appears that a decision has already been made to base any solution on the existing system.  I suggest that
there be a true review of other technical solutions with cost being the last criteria to be evaluated. Especially if
we want a system that will outlive most of the area’s residents.

5. The predictions for number of households are in total disagreement with those developed by the County
planning department which predict a net loss of residents over the same time period.  I didn’t see the source
of the predicted numbers identified but these are more in the order of wishes for future growth. Given the
Provincial Policy Statement and the proposed County official plan this amount of growth is very unlikely,
especially within the Village boundaries.

Bob Lavoie
Councillor
Rideau Lakes Township
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Kielstra, David

From: Elms, Michael (MAH) <Michael.Elms@ontario.ca>
Sent: Tuesday, September 01, 2015 10:55 AM
To: Kielstra, David
Cc: Smith, Cameron (Ont); sbryce@villageofwestport.ca; Alger, Morgan (MAH); Currie, Karen

(MAH)
Subject: RE: Westport WWTS - PIC 1 Display boards/ Technical Memo #1

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Hi David,

Thanks for sharing this information with us.

Mike Elms, M.U.R.P.
Manager, Community Planning & Development
Ministry of Municipal Affairs & Housing
Municipal Services Office - Kingston
8 Estate Lane, Rockwood House
Kingston, ON K7M 9A8
Ph: (613) 545-2132
Fax: (613) 548-6822

From: Kielstra, David [mailto:David.Kielstra@aecom.com]
Sent: August 31, 2015 4:21 PM
To: Elms, Michael (MAH)
Cc: Smith, Cameron (Ont); sbryce@villageofwestport.ca
Subject: RE: Westport WWTS - PIC 1 Display boards/ Technical Memo #1

Hello Mr. Elms,

As you may be aware, the Westport Wastewater Treatment System Municipal Class EA is currently underway. I was
asked to forward you a copy of our latest Public Information Centre #1 display boards (held last Thursday) as well as a
copy of our draft Technical memo #1 that touches on potential community growth projections in Westport (section 2)
for your information and project file.

If you have any questions or comments, please let our team know.

Thank you,

Dave Kielstra, M.A, EP
Consultation & Communications Specialist
Impact Assessment & Planning
D: 613.634.2830  M: 226.203.7334
David.Kielstra@aecom.com
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Kielstra, David

From: Smith, Cameron (Ont)
Sent: Friday, October 16, 2015 8:35 AM
To: Brian Stratton
Cc: Scott Bryce (sbryce@villageofwestport.ca); 'Glenn Allen'; Terry Davidson; Kielstra, David
Subject: 151016bs RE: RVCA Comments on Draft TM#6

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Brian,

Thank you for RVCA comments to Draft TM#6 (5Oct15), that we collectively discussed with you at our table top meeting
yesterday.
Simply confirming we expect a majority of comments are addressed in the updated TM#6 (9Oct15) which is identifying
Design Concept – ‘B’ (including supplementary treatment) as the preliminary preferred alternative design. Also the RVCA
comments will be shared with the TSC at the next TSC meeting.

Regards,

Cameron Smith
613-634-2822
cameron.smith2@aecom.com

From: Brian Stratton [mailto:brian.stratton@mrsourcewater.ca]
Sent: Friday, October 09, 2015 3:20 PM
To: Smith, Cameron (Ont)
Cc: Scott Bryce (sbryce@villageofwestport.ca); 'Glenn Allen'; Terry Davidson
Subject: RVCA Comments on Draft TM#6

Hi Cameron

Please see the attached RVCA Technical Review Memorandum regarding the Draft AECOM Technical
Memorandum No 6.

Please call me or Terry if you wish to discuss any of the comments.

Thanks, Brian

Brian Stratton, P. Eng.
Manager, Engineering Services, Rideau Valley Conservation Authority
& Co-Manager, Drinking Water Source Protection, Mississippi-Rideau Source Protection Region`
Rideau Valley Conservation Authority
Box 599, 3889 Rideau Valley Drive, Manotick ON, K4M 1A5 | 613-692-3571 x 1141
brian.stratton@rvca.ca  www.rvca.ca |  brian.stratton@mrsourcewater.ca www.mrsourcewater.ca

This message may contain information that is privileged or confidential and is intended to be for the use of the individual(s) or entity named above. This material may contain confidential
or personal information which may be subject to the provisions of the Municipal Freedom of Information & Protection of Privacy Act. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail, any
use, review, revision, retransmission, distribution, dissemination, copying, printing or otherwise use of, or taking of any action in reliance upon this e-mail, is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this e-mail in error, please contact the sender and delete the original and any copy of the e-mail and any printout thereof, immediately. Your cooperation is appreciated.
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Watershed Science and Engineering Services - Technical Review Memorandum 

October 9, 2015 
Attention:  Cameron Smith, M.Eng., P.Eng.,  Manager, Kingston Office, AECOM 

Prepared by:  Brian Stratton, P.Eng., Manager, Engineering Services 
Watershed Science and Engineering Services, Rideau Valley Conservation Authority, and 
Terry Davidson, P.Eng., Director of Regulations for Rideau Valley Conservation Authority 
and Chief Building Official, Part 8 OBC for Ottawa Septic System Office 
 

Project:  Village of Westport Sewage Treatment Plant Municipal Class EA 
Technical Memorandum No. 6 [Draft], Evaluation of Stage 1 Alternative Design Concepts 
October 5, 2015 by AECOM 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
Further to the October 7, 2015 Westport Sewage Treatment Plant Municipal Class EA – TSC Meeting 6, 
please accept these comments on the above noted Technical Memorandum (TM).  We have three areas 
of general comments/concerns which are presented below.  It is acknowledged that these comments 
have been developed in a short time frame in order to provide requested feedback on TM#6.  If 
required, both Brian and Terry are available next week to provide further explanations, etc. 

I) Supplemental Treatment 
For numerous reasons, RVCA technical staff recommends using advanced/tertiary or ‘supplemental 
treatment’ as part of the sewage treatment solution for the sewage in Westport.  The reasons include: 

• Page 21 of Draft TM#3 dated August 13, 2015 states: “Based on the previous report information 
it is widely held view that the site is not ideal in terms of generally desired characteristics (such 
as deep/thick overburden, sandy soils, very low water table, large buffer distances and available 
attenuation zone, etc.) for subsurface infiltration and disposal systems.”  The site has not been 
well characterized from a hydrogeological perspective although some additional subsurface 
investigations are now being carried out but the results are currently not available. 
 

• Draft TM#3 dated August 13, 2015 also indicated that  Westport sewage treatment plant site is 
upgradient of the wellhead protection areas (WHPA) for the Westport municipal groundwater 
wells which provide drinking water for the Village of Westport.  And, in fact, a small part of the 
sewage treatment plant site overlaps the WHPA.  Thus it’s considered important to protect the 
groundwater to as high a level as possible in the important areas for the protection of future 
drinking water quality for village residents. 
 

• Conventional/filter media septic systems dispose of wastewater into the subsurface and rely on 
the soil/filter media to both treat and dispose of the wastewater.  For a small scale systems 
(e.g., residential) this is a very common practice in Ontario and elsewhere.  However, there is no 
easy way to verify or adjust the level of treatment that is occurring.  However, if ‘supplemental 
treatment’ is used, wastewater treatment is then taken out of the soil/filter media and put into 
a more engineered system that can be tested/verified which is independent of the natural 
environment and eliminates a lot of the guess work with regard to system performance. 

Rideau Valley Conservation Authority          
PO Box 559   3889 Rideau Valley Drive    Manotick, Ottawa, Ontario     K4M 1A5    613-692-3571      1-800-267-3504 
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• Supplemental treatment of wastewater before disposal will result in lower organic and 

suspended solids (cleaner wastewater).  This will most likely reduce the chances of a plugged 
disposal bed and improve the longevity of the disposal bed. 
 

• The quality/concentration of wastewater coming out of the lagoon will vary depending on the 
amount of precipitation that falling onto the lagoons as well as the sewer infiltration values.  In 
dry years, the wastewater will be more concentrated and in wetter years, the wastewater will 
be less concentrated.  The use of supplemental treatment will provide a fairly consistent quality 
of wastewater entering into the disposal bed. 
 

• The following information was obtained from a review of Design Guidelines for Sewage Works 
2008 (Moe Design Guidelines) which supports the use of supplemental treatment: 
 
22.7.6 Aerobic Processes 
Using secondary aerobic biological treatment processes (other than primary septic tanks) for 
lowering concentrations of BOD5 and TSS in the effluent is recommended. By lowering organic 
loadings in the sewage effluent, the drainfield required area may be reduced and the life of the 
LSSDS system prolonged. For flows not substantially larger than 10,000 L/d the designer should 
consider the use of pre-engineered (package) aerobic biological treatment units. 
 
22.7 DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS 
22.7.1 Large Subsurface Sewage Disposal System (LSSDS) versus Small Subsurface Sewage 
Disposal Systems 
 
The principal distinction between a LSSDS subject to OWRA and small onsite sewage disposal 
systems subject to Part 8 of Division B of the Building Code (O. Reg. 350/06) standards lies in the 
area of complexity and the need for professional engineering design and construction 
supervision. A sewage system servicing a large development may have a much higher daily 
sewage flow, variations in peaking factors, and changing characteristics of the sewage. The 
discharge in one location of a relatively large amount of contaminants into the soil makes their 
attenuation more difficult than in individual residential systems and emphasizes the need to 
assess the effects on the groundwater; 

 

II) General concerns about the use of a large Filter Media Bed for Westport 
 
RVCA technical staff has some concerns with the use of large filter media beds.  These concerns are 
based on experiences by the RVCA in their role as the Principal Authority within the City of Ottawa as 
well as numerous articles produced regarding failing/malfunctioning filter beds. The following article 
explains the treatment concerns with filter beds: 
 
 Safe In-Ground Disposal of Treated Sewage 

Environmental Science & Engineering, January 2006 p. 22-24 
The leaching bed treats septic tank effluent in the natural environment by biological filtration, 
and disposes of filter-treated effluent deeper down by dispersion and infiltration. Potent septic 
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tank effluent promotes slime-forming microbes in an anoxic biomat, which renovates the 
sewage as it passes downward through the filter. However, the anoxic biomat also clogs the soil 
pores, decreases permeability dramatically, and increases the risk of unhealthy surface break-
out.  In a conventional system, a large area and a thick layer (e.g., 900 to 1500 mm) of free-
draining, coarse-grained soil is required for acceptable filtration. If these physical conditions are 
not present naturally (e.g., clay soil), a raised filter bed may be constructed to create them 
artificially. The raised bed is composed of a thick (900-1500 mm) raised filter that biologically 
treats the sewage, and a thin (250-300 mm) ‘mantle’ of soil or sand lateral to the raised bed in 
contact with the underlying native soil that disposes of treated effluent.  The raised filter bed is 
a mature, well-understood and accepted mode of septic filtration and disposal. However, 
because typically there is no under-drain below the raised bed, free-drained filtration is not 
guaranteed. Furthermore, treatment cannot be verified. Also, because the raised bed is wet 
with sewage, it ‘smothers’ underlying clay soil, destroys permeable topsoil structure, and 
severely impedes infiltration directly underneath the raised bed. A shallow ‘mantle’ is therefore 
sometimes required to be used in conjunction with the raised filter bed in order to provide for 
additional disposal of treated effluent in adjacent topsoil. 

 
RVCA recommends that one or more case studies be identified and included in TM#6 that summarize 
the overall performance of a large filter media bed (with somewhat similar wastewater flow volumes) 
somewhere in Ontario or elsewhere. 
 
RVCA recommends that AECOM provide discussion regarding the selection of a large filter media bed vs. 
a combination of supplemental treatment and disposal field options.   
   

III) Concern with Design Concepts (Chapters 5 through 7 of Draft TM#6) 
 
The design details provided in Draft TM#6 give an insight on what is being proposed, however, some 
concerns regarding the use of Filter Beds for the disposal system have been raised. The Ontario Building 
Code (OBC) allows a maximum size of a Filter Bed to be 50 metres squared (8.7.5.2. OBC). Therefore, if 
the design flow is 310 cubic metres per day, it would require 62 beds (50 metres squared), not 20 beds 
of 750 metres squared. The OBC requires each 50 metre square bed to be separated by 5 metres 
(8.7.5.3. OBC), therefore creating a very complicated piping/pumping system. 
 
OBC REFERENCES 
 
8.7.5.  Filter Beds 
 
8.7.5.2.  Loading Requirements 
 (1)  The effective area of the surface of the filter medium in each filter bed shall be at least 10 m2 and 
not more than 50 m2. 
(5)  Where a Level II, Level III or Level IV treatment unit as described in Table 8.6.2.2. is used in 
conjunction with a filter bed, the effective area shall be such that the loading on the surface of the filter 
medium does not exceed 100 L/m2 per day. 
 
8.7.5.3.  Construction Requirements 
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(5)  Where there is more than one filter bed in a leaching bed, the filter beds shall be separated by at 
least 5 m between the distribution pipes of the filter beds 
On page 8, paragraph 4 (Draft TM#6 dated October 5, 2015), it suggests “soil infiltration surface range 
from 24 to 40 L/metres squared per day”. This range is used for a Type “B” bed in the OBC with Level IV 
treatment and is not applicable to Filter Beds. The hydraulic loading rate for the Filter Bed would be in 
the range of 8 to 10 L/square metre per day based on the available soil pit investigation. This loading 
rate is found in Table 8.7.4.1. OBC as follows: 

 
Table 8.7.4.1. 

Loading Rates for Fill Based Absorption Trenches and Filter Beds 
Forming Part of Sentences 8.7.4.1.(1) and 8.7.5.2.(2) 

Item Column 1 
Percolation Time (T) of Soil, 
min 

Column 2 
Loading 
Rates, 
(L/m2)/day 

1. 1 < T ≤ 20 10 
2. 20 < T ≤ 35 8 
3. 35 < T ≤ 50 6 
4. T > 50 4 

 
8.7.8. Type B Dispersal Beds 
8.7.8.2. Construction Requirements 
 (1)  The treatment unit used in conjunction with a leaching bed constructed as a Type B dispersal bed 
shall provide an effluent quality that does not exceed the maximum concentrations set out opposite a 
Level IV treatment unit in Columns 2 and 3 of Table 8.6.2.2. 
8.7.8.3. Design Requirements 
b) the following linear loading rate, where the area of the Type B dispersal bed is determined in 

accordance with Clause (2)(b), 
 (i) 40 L/m, for soil having a percolation time equal to or greater than 24 min 
 

Closure 

In summary, RVCA technical staff recommend the use of Supplemental Treatment for the wastewater 
treatment option for the Village of Westport for the reasons highlighted above.  Based on significant 
experience with design, approval, construction and inspection of on-site wastewater systems, RVCA 
technical staff have concerns about the use of large filter media beds for Westport and suggest that 
some example systems be identified to see how they are performing.  Some concerns have also been 
provided with regard to the preliminary design was carried out for the large filter media beds.   
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Respectfully, 
 
 
 

Brian Stratton, P.Eng. 
Manager, Engineering Services 
ext. 1141 
brian.stratton@rvca.ca  
 
 
 
 
Terry Davidson, P.Eng. 
 

 
 
Director of Regulations and Chief Building 
Official, Part 8 OBC 
ext. 1107 
terry.davidson@rvca.ca  
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AECOM
654 Norris Court 613 389 3703  tel
Kingston, ON, Canada   K7P 2R9 613 389 6729  fax
www.aecom.com

Communication Record

2015-10-08 - Westport Communication Record - Resident.Docx

Date October 8, 2015 Time 12:30 pm

Between Chuck Gobeil and David Kielstra, AECOM

Telephone # /  Project # 60427206

Project Name Westport WWTS Class EA

Subject Resident comment

PLEASE NOTE: If this communication record does not agree with your records of the meeting, or if there are any omissions,
please advise.  Otherwise it will be assumed that the contents of this record are correct.

Comments

The individual called asking for information about the Technical Steering Committee, and whether the
committee identifies technologies to be pursued. It was explained that specific technologies are not
selected during the EA. Instead, this occurs during the detailed design phase. The purpose of the EA
is to look at various options to identify an approach to addressing the problem.

No follow-up was required.
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AECOM 

654 Norris Court 613 389 3703  tel 

Kingston, ON, Canada   K7P 2R9 613 389 6729  fax 

www.aecom.com 

 

2015-11-25 - MBQ Response Letter.Docx 

November 25, 2015 

 

Nicole Storms 

Environmental Services Coordinator 

Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte 

24 Meadow Drive 

Tyendinaga Mohawk Territory, K0K 1X0 

nicoles@mbq-tmt.org  

 

Project No: 60427206 

Regarding: Westport Wastewater Treatment System (WWTS) “Schedule C” Municipal Class 

EA - Project Summary  

 

Dear Nicole Storms: 

 

Thank you for providing your information about the Duty to Consult pertaining to the Mohawks of the 

Bay of Quinte. Part of the EA process involves considering the interests of Aboriginal communities 

and we appreciate your response.  

  

This letter is to provide an update to the Mohawks of the Bay of the Quinte (Tyendinaga) First Nation, 

further to the letter received on August 14, 2015, and to provide supporting documentation. This is 

enclosed and discussed further in following sections. 

 

Project Overview: 

A Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (EA) is underway for the proposed rehabilitation or 

expansion of the Village of Westport Wastewater Treatment System (WWTS). The study is being 

conducted according to the requirements of a Schedule ‘C’ project under the Municipal Class 

Environmental Assessment process (2007, 2011). The Site location is included on a map in the 

appendix (See attached).  

 

The purpose of the study is to develop, assess and evaluate alternatives for the proposed wastewater 

treatment system. The EA study will result in a recommended plan to address capacity and 

operational issues, while also minimizing environmental impacts. Public Information Centre (PIC #1) 

was held on August 27, 2015 at which time the preliminary preferred solution was identified.  

 

Technical Memoranda: 

As part of the Municipal Class EA process, we are preparing technical memoranda which explore, 

evaluate, summarize and document milestones in the Environmental Study process, and the 

development of the Preferred Alternative solution.  As these memoranda are completed, they are 

posted to the Village of Westport website and can be viewed at the following link: 

- http://village.westport.on.ca/town-hall/water-and-waste-water-infrastructure  

mailto:nicoles@mbq-tmt.org
http://village.westport.on.ca/town-hall/water-and-waste-water-infrastructure
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These technical memoranda and supporting information will form part of the ESR. 

 

Based on the Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte’s request for archaeology information we have recently 

completed Technical Memorandum No. 5 (TM#5), and have enclosed a copy. This memorandum was 

released on Friday, November 19, 2015, and evaluates the wastewater servicing alternatives, with 

consideration of the natural, social and economic environment.   Additionally, we have enclosed a 

copy of the Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment Report and Natural Heritage Constraints Analysis 

which followed TM #5. 

 

We do not anticipate that this project will have any adverse effects to the land and your community 

following mitigation. This is based on the following considerations: 

 The current site has been used for the last 20 years (former EA completed in 1995) for the 

purposes of a municipal wastewater disposal system. There is no proposed change to the 

use of the site for this purpose, and it will continue to be the site of a municipal wastewater 

disposal system. 

 The boundaries are anticipated to remain unchanged. No new lands have been identified for 

stage 1 (the focus of the Environmental Study Report for this Environmental Assessment).  

 Project siting will remain within the previously cleared area, and wooded areas will be 

avoided to maintain ecological integrity.  

 A Stage 1 archaeological assessment was completed on this site. The assessment did not 

identify known sites within 1km of the study area, but recommended a Stage 2 archaeological 

assessment prior to construction.  

 The preferred alternative gives the site better groundwater management and reduces 

nuisance effects due to odour/ spray irrigation by disposing treated effluent below ground 

using a large sub-surface disposal system. The site will continue to be monitored by MOECC 

through regular reporting.   

Preferred Design Concept: 

Based on the evaluations presented in the technical memoranda, the preferred design is to continue 

to use the site for municipal waste water disposal with treated effluent.  A first stage of this alternative 

is to address the immediate operational priority of improving and increasing subsurface disposal 

capabilities, adequately service existing flows, and may potentially provide some increase in the 

WWTS rated capacity.   

 

PIC #2: 

The second Public Information Centre (PIC #2) will present the preliminary alternative design 

concepts for the Westport WWTS. We invite you to the drop-in format PIC (i.e. no presentation) to 

allow time for interested individuals to review the display boards, ask questions, and learn more about 

the project. PIC #2 will be held: 

Date: Thursday December 3, 2015 

Location: Westport Free Methodist Church Hall 

85 Bedford Street 

Westport, Ontario, K0G 1X0 

Note: Please use back door for the hall 

Time: 5:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m. (Drop-in Format) 

 

A copy of the formal PIC #2 invitation is enclosed. 
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Notice of Completion: 

The EA study is anticipated to be completed in December 2015. Upon completion, the Environmental 

Study Report (ESR) will be presented to the Village of Westport Council as part of a 30 day review 

period. The ESR will summarize site characteristics and the natural environment, including 

consultation with the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change and the Rideau Valley 

Conservation Authority. Copies of all consultation and comments will be included in the ESR report. A 

notice of study completion will be distributed at the start of the 30 day review period. 

 

For further information about this project, please contact:  

 

David Kielstra 

Environmental Assessment Coordinator 

AECOM 

654 Norris Court, 2
nd

 Floor 

Kingston, ON   K7P 2R9 

Phone: 613-634-2830  

E-mail: david.kielstra@aecom.com 

Scott Bryce 

Village of Westport Clerk/Treasurer 

Village of Westport 

30 Bedford Street, P.O. Box 68  

Westport, Ontario   K0G 1X0 

Phone: 613-273-2191 

Email: sbryce@villageofwestport.ca 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 
 

David Kielstra, M.A, E.P  

AECOM Canada Ltd. 

Consultation and Communication Coordinator  

david.kielstra@aecom.com  

 

Encl.  

 PIC #2 Notice 

 Technical Memo #5 

 Natural Heritage Constraints Analysis (focused) 

 Stage 1 archaeological assessment 

cc: Scott Bryce, Village of Westport, Marissa Mascaro, AECOM Project Manager, Chief Maracle, MBQ  

 

 

mailto:sbryce@villageofwestport.ca
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Ministry of Tourism, 
Culture and Sport 

Culture Services Unit  
Programs and Services Branch  
401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 
Toronto ON  M7A 0A7  
Tel: 416 314 7643 
Fax: 416 212 1802 

Ministère du Tourisme, 
de la Culture et du Sport 

Unité des services culturels  
Direction des programmes et des services 
401, rue Bay, Bureau 1700 
Toronto ON  M7A 0A7 
Tél: 416 314 7643 
Téléc: 416 212 1802 

 

 
10 December 2015      EMAIL ONLY  
 
David Kielstra 
Environmental Assessment Coordinator 
AECOM 
654 Norris Court, 2nd Floor 
Kingston, ON  K7P 2R9 
E: david.kielstra@aecom.com  
 
MTCS File # :  0003908 
Proponent : Village of Westport 
Subject :  Notice of Public Information Centre #2  
Project : Rehabilitation/Expansion of the Wastewater Treatment System 
Location : Village of Westport, County of Leeds and Grenville 
 
Dear Mr. Kielstra: 
 
Thank you for providing the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) with the Notice of 
Public Information Centre #2 for the above-noted project. MTCS’s interest in this environmental 
assessment (EA) project relates to its mandate of conserving Ontario’s cultural heritage, which 
includes: 
 

• Archaeological resources, including land and marine; 
• Built heritage resources, including bridges and monuments; and,  
• Cultural heritage landscapes. 

 
Under the EA process, the proponent is required to determine a project’s potential impact on 
cultural heritage resources.  
 
Project Summary 
The current undertaking proposes the rehabilitation or expansion of the Village of Westport 
Wastewater Treatment System, according to the requirements of a Schedule C project under 
the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process.  The project seeks to address capacity 
and operation issues. 
 
Identifying Cultural Heritage Resources 
While some cultural heritage resources may have already been formally identified, others may 
be identified through screening and evaluation. Aboriginal communities may have knowledge 
that can contribute to the identification of cultural heritage resources, and we suggest that any 
engagement with Aboriginal communities includes a discussion about known or potential 
cultural heritage resources that are of value to these communities. Municipal Heritage 
Committees, historical societies and other local heritage organizations may also have 
knowledge that contributes to the identification of cultural heritage resources. 
 

mailto:david.kielstra@aecom.com
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It is the sole responsibility of proponents to ensure that any information and documentation submitted as part of their EA report or 
file is accurate.  MTCS makes no representation or warranty as to the completeness, accuracy or quality of the any checklists, 
reports or supporting documentation submitted as part of the EA process, and in no way shall MTCS be liable for any harm, 
damages, costs, expenses, losses, claims or actions that may result if any checklists, reports or supporting documents are 
discovered to be inaccurate, incomplete, misleading or fraudulent.  
 
Please notify MTCS if archaeological resources are impacted by EA project work. All activities impacting archaeological resources 
must cease immediately, and a licensed archaeologist is required to carry out an archaeological assessment in accordance with the 
Ontario Heritage Act and the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists.   
 
If human remains are encountered, all activities must cease immediately and the local police as well as the Cemeteries Regulation 
Unit of the Ministry of Government and Consumer Services must be contacted. In situations where human remains are associated 
with archaeological resources, MTCS should also be notified to ensure that the site is not subject to unlicensed alterations which 
would be a contravention of the Ontario Heritage Act. 

Archaeological Resources  
Your EA project may impact archaeological resources and you should screen the project with 
the MTCS Criteria for Evaluating Archaeological Potential to determine if an archaeological 
assessment is needed. MTCS archaeological sites data are available at 
archaeology@ontario.ca. If the EA project area exhibits archaeological potential, then an 
archaeological assessment (AA) should be undertaken by an archaeologist licenced under the 
OHA, who is responsible for submitting the report directly to MTCS for review. 
 
Built Heritage and Cultural Heritage Landscapes 
The MTCS Criteria for Evaluating Potential for Built Heritage Resources and Cultural Heritage 
Landscapes should be completed to help determine whether your EA project may impact 
cultural heritage resources. The Clerk for the Village of Westport can provide information on 
property registered or designated under the Ontario Heritage Act. Municipal Heritage Planners 
can also provide information that will assist you in completing the checklist. 
  
If potential or known heritage resources exist, MTCS recommends that a Heritage Impact 
Assessment (HIA), prepared by a qualified consultant, should be completed to assess potential 
project impacts. Our Ministry’s Info Sheet #5: Heritage Impact Assessments and Conservation 
Plans outlines the scope of HIAs. Please send the HIA to MTCS  for review, and make it 
available to local organizations or individuals who have expressed interest in heritage.  
 
Environmental Assessment Reporting 
All technical heritage studies and their recommendations are to be addressed and incorporated 
into EA projects. Please advise MTCS whether any technical heritage studies will be completed 
for your EA project, and provide them to MTCS before issuing a Notice of Completion or 
commencing any work on the site. If your screening has identified no known or potential cultural 
heritage resources, or no impacts to these resources, please include the completed checklists 
and supporting documentation in the EA report or file.  
 
Thank you for consulting MTCS on this project; please continue to do so through the EA 
process, and contact me for any questions or clarification.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Katherine Kirzati 
Heritage Planner 
katherine.kirzati@ontario.ca  
 
 
c:  Scott Bryce, Clerk/Treasurer 
 Village of Westport 

http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/021-0478E~3/$File/0478E.pdf
mailto:archaeology@ontario.ca
http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/021-0500E~1/$File/0500E.pdf
http://www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/021-0500E~1/$File/0500E.pdf
http://www.mtc.gov.on.ca/en/publications/Heritage_Tool_Kit_Heritage_PPS_infoSheet.pdf
http://www.mtc.gov.on.ca/en/publications/Heritage_Tool_Kit_Heritage_PPS_infoSheet.pdf
mailto:katherine.kirzati@ontario.ca
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Municipal Class EA 

Council Update #1 
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1. Introduction 
2. Technical Steering Committee (TSC) Established 
3. TSC Meeting #1 – Re-cap 
4. Technical Memorandum:  

a. TM #1 – Wastewater Servicing 
b. TM #2 – Lake Water Quality Characteristics 
c. TM #3 – Subsurface Disposal Site Capacity 

Considerations 

5. Schedule 
6. Upcoming Actions 
7. Questions 
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Introduction 

• Purpose of the Project 
• Municipal Class Environmental Assessment – Schedule “C” 

• Identify potential for rehabilitation or expansion of the existing 
facility 

 

• Public Involvement 
• Contact lists currently being established 

• Future notifications, Public Meetings  - TBA (mid-August) 

• Technical Steering Committee (TSC) 

 

• Council – Periodic Updates on Progress 

Technical Steering Committee Purpose 

• 1st meeting: Held on May 20, 2015 

 

• Roles/ Responsibilities of the TSC 
• Advisory role 

• Feedback throughout the process from a range of viewpoints 

 

• Composition: 
• Seven members:  Diverse backgrounds, interests, specialties 

• Chair Chosen:  Glenn Allen,  Resident 
• Written feedback to be consolidated by the Chair and passed on to AECOM 

• Consultant team 
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TSC Meeting #1 – Re-cap 

• Meeting #1: 

• Overview of the project  

• Explanation of the Municipal Class Environmental 
Assessment process 

• Discussion of initial progress on Technical Memoranda - 
issues identification and inputs from Westport 

  

• Site Visit  

• Provided context for future discussions 

• Opportunity to ask questions  

TM #1 – Wastewater Servicing 

• Review of wastewater projected flows/characteristics to 
consider need and justification 
 

• Considers growth potential and projected capacity needs 
 

• Considers design flows vs. existing wastewater treatment 
capacity 
 

• Helps determine how quickly additional capacity may be 
necessary 
 

 

Given current development scenarios Village asked to: 

 - provide 20 year population projection scenario 

 - decision results in a 20 year flow that is approx 2X existing 
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TM #2 – Lake Water Quality Characteristics 

• Lake water quality data is a key issue for the project team, 
the Village, and residents/cottagers 

 

• Considers existing data on water quality from sources such 
as the Rideau Valley Conservation Authority 

 

• Important for framing future discussions with agencies, 
MOECC, RVCA, etc.   

TM #3 – Subsurface Disposal Site Capacity 
Considerations 

• Considers existing geotechnical/ hydrological data about 
the site 

 

• Work towards determining suitability or constraints related 
to the site for subsurface disposal 
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Schedule 

We are Here 

June 15:  Currently approx. 1.5 to 2 weeks behind original schedule:  Late award & growth input   

Upcoming Actions 

• Next Technical Steering Committee (TSC) meeting is: 
this Friday: June 19, 2015 
• Present progress of Technical Memos #1 - #3  

• Obtain feedback on progress to date 

 

• Discuss future Technical Memo #4 – Condition and Needs 

 

• Next period:  moving into Phase 2 – Needs Assessment 
and preliminary identification of alternatives 

 

• Future Council Update –  Next Council Meeting  
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Questions 

• Questions or comments are welcome throughout the 
process. 

 

• Consultant Project Managers   
• PM:  Cameron Smith, M.Eng., P.Eng. – cameron.smith2@aecom.com 

• Asst. PM:  Steve Saxton, P.Eng - steve.saxton@aecom.com 

 

 

• Village of Westport: 
• Scott Bryce – sbryce@villageofwestport.ca 

 

Thank you! 

mailto:steve.staxton@aecom.com
mailto:sbryce@villageofwestport.ca
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Upper 
Rideau 

Lake 

Lagoon 2 
Lagoon 1 

“Snowfluent” Plant 

Snow 
Deposit 

Area 

Access Road into Facility 
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Overview 

 

1. Introduction - Update#2 (July 13, 2015) 
2. Technical Steering Committee Update 
3. Progress Update 
4. Schedule 
5. Upcoming Actions 
6. Questions 
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Technical Steering Committee Update 

• TSC#2 Meeting held on June 19, 2015 

 

• Discussion and review focus on Technical Memorandum #1  
(Wastewater Servicing Information) and #3 (Subsurface 
Disposal Considerations).  

 

• Suggestions and requests being reviewed and incorporated 
into updates of TM#1 & #3.  

 

  

Project Activities Update 

• TM#2 – Upper Rideau Lake Water Quality Characteristics 
(Draft1 submitted to TSC) 

 

• TM#1-Draft2 to be submitted to TSC this week 

 

• TM#3 –Draft2 to be submitted to TSC this week 

 

• Archaeological 
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Schedule 
Baseline Projected 

Schedule 

July 2015: Based on sequencing and prerequisite activities – approx. 3 weeks off baseline projected schedule 
  

Approx. Work plan 
Progress 

Upcoming Actions 
• July 21, 2015: MOECC pre-consultation meeting (anticipated 

sharing of Draft TM#1, 2, 3 for discussion) 

 

• Draft TM#4: In Progress. 

 

• Draft Problem Statement: In Progress. 

 

• July 28, 2015:  Technical Steering Committee #3 Meeting 
scheduled 

 

• PIC#1: date to be confirmed, approx. mid-August (Notice of Study 
and PIC #1 notices) 

 

• Next Council Update – Aug 10th 
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Questions 

• Questions or comments are welcome throughout the 
process. 

 

• Consultant Project Manager   
• PM:  Cameron Smith – cameron.smith2@aecom.com 

 

• Village of Westport: 
• Scott Bryce – sbryce@villageofwestport.ca 

 

Thank you! 

Upper 
Rideau 

Lake 

mailto:sbryce@villageofwestport.ca
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Overview

1. Introduction – Update #3 (Aug. 10, 2015)
2. Technical Steering Committee Update
3. Progress Update
4. Schedule
5. Upcoming Actions
6. Questions
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Technical Steering Committee Update

• TSC#3 Meeting held on July 28, 2015

• Technical Memorandum #1  (Wastewater Servicing 
Information) and #3 (Subsurface Disposal Considerations) –
review of updates.

• TM#2 (Upper Rideau Lake Water Quality Characteristics) –
review discussions

• Review of MOECC pre‐consultation meeting key items:
• MOECC clearly identified their position there should be no surface 

water discharge to Upper Rideau Lake.

• Financial and timing constraints suggest a staged/phased approach 
be identified by ESR as being appropriate.

Project Activities Update

• TM#1,2,3 – incorporating TSC#3 meeting comments and 
suggestions.

• TM#4 – Overview Condition and Functional Capacity 
Assessment, draft in progress, to be submitted to TSC this 
week

• TM#5 – Wastewater Servicing Alternative Solutions, draft 
in progress, to be submitted to TSC next week

• Draft Problem Statement submitted to TSC.

• Draft Preliminary Planning Alternatives and Screening –
submitted to TSC.
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Schedule

• Public Information Centre No. 1: Aug. 27, 2015

• Evaluate Alternate Design Concepts:  Sept. 30, 2015

• Public Information Centre No. 2: Mid‐Oct
(date TBC)

• ESR Filing for Review: Nov. 30, 2015

Upcoming Actions

• Draft TM#4 & 5: In Progress.

• August 24, 2015:  Technical Steering Committee #4 Meeting 
scheduled.

• August 27, 2015 PIC#1: (Notice of Study and PIC #1 notice –
scheduled in Review Mirror Aug. 13 & 20, and mailings).

• Next Council Update – Sept. 8 (Tuesday).
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Questions

• Council questions.

• Consultant Project Manager  
• Cameron Smith – cameron.smith2@aecom.com

• Village of Westport:
• Scott Bryce – sbryce@villageofwestport.ca

Thank you!
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Overview

1. Introduction – Update #4 (Sep. 8, 2015)
2. Technical Steering Committee Update
3. Progress Update
4. Schedule
5. Upcoming Actions
6. Council Questions
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Technical Steering Committee Update

• TSC#4 Meeting held on Aug 24, 2015

• Technical Memorandum #4 – draft (WWTS Condition 
Assessment and Functional Capacity Review) – review 
discussions

• Review of draft PIC#1 display boards

• Technical Memorandum #5 – draft (Wastewater Servicing 
Alternatives – Phase 2 Summary Report)

Project Activities Update

• TM#1,2,3 – updates submitted.

• TM#4 – Overview Condition and Functional Capacity 
Assessment, submitted

• TM#5 – Wastewater Servicing Alternative Solutions, 
submitted

• Public Information Centre No. 1 – held August 27th.
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Overview of Public Information Centre (PIC) #1: 
August 27, 2015

• 44 PIC attendees. Qty. 9 comment sheets were received at the PIC. Qty. 1 
emailed comment post‐PIC. 

• Common themes: 
• Need for more funding to cover costs and future stages, 
• Study area – consider expanding, 
• Providing ideas for alternative designs (next phase), 
• Agreement with zero discharge to Upper Rideau Lake and well/groundwater 

monitoring.

• Other individual comments: 
• Can the existing site absorb additional wastewater?
• Seeming lack of capacity gains at stage 1 (existing site) 
• Concern about property values  
• Possible consideration of other data (air quality, wind, and well data),
• Cost/ funding seemingly weighted too high.  

• Summary: Most comments were not against the preferred preliminary 
alternative (Alt. #3), and discussed other aspects of the project 
methodology. Just one favoured another Alternative (Alt. #5) due to 
expected capacity gains. 

Project Activities Update – PIC#1

• PIC#1 Display Materials – on Village website
• Current Status and Key Issues:

• No Surface Water (Upper Rideau Lake) Discharge  ‐ Remaining 
Option:  Subsurface Disposal

• Private and Municipal Well Supply and Source Water Protection  ‐ Key 
considerations of regulatory authorities and of great importance to 
public health and safety

• Community Growth and Wastewater Design/Rated Capacity of the 
Westport WWTS  ‐ Capacity increase required for existing and future 
projected flows

• Project Funding – Current funding: $2.2 million OCIF funding
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Project Activities Update – PIC#1

• Current Status and Key Issues (cont’d):

• Time Constraints and Staged Implementation  ‐ Structure first/near 
term stage to address funding and timeline constraints

• Functional Effluent Disposal Capacity  ‐ The current No. 1 priority 
operational constraint

• Subsurface Disposal – Existing Site Suitability and Capability ‐
Requirement for an enhanced/replacement subsurface disposal 
system to be designed to suit site characteristics; site disposal volume 
capability is limited

• Summer Spray Irrigation ‐ Operations and performance would benefit 
from upgrades or replacement subsurface system

Project Activities Update – PIC#1

• Preliminary Preferred Alternative: 
Alternative #3– “Upgrade/Expand Existing Facility and Continued 
Subsurface Disposal”

• Staged Approach Recommended

• Stage 1 focus:
• Address immediate operational priority of subsurface disposal 

capabilities (snow making functional capacity is less than required)

• Have subsurface disposal methods recognized within WWTS approval 
(avoid/remove requiring special approval under a Provincial Officer’s 
Order)

• Identify and structure works to utilize current Ontario Community 
Infrastructure Fund (OCIF) Intake 1 funding,  and adhere to program 
conditions (e.g. timelines)

• Minimize seasonal constraints of effluent disposal, and reduce 
operating storage volume requirements.      
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Alternative#3
Stage 1

Alternative#3
Stage 2 

• Preliminary Preferred Alternative: 
Alternative #3– “Upgrade/Expand Existing Facility and Continued 
Subsurface Disposal”

• Staged Approach Recommended

• Stage 2 focus:
• Additional land required for increased subsurface disposal 

capabilities

• Suitable land availability review and search can be concurrent with 
Stage 1

• Stage 2 works to be further developed based on identified land(s)

• Initiated efforts for additional funding opportunities (e.g. OCIF‐2)

• Potential future phase(s) or stage(s) following Stage 2 to 
progressively meet the community’s wastewater servicing needs 
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Project Activities Update – Other Initiatives

• Additional site characterization activities:
• Ground water level monitoring

• Test pits and subsurface investigation

• Site assessment for potential ‘Karst’ bedrock formations

– What is Karst ?

– Karst is a distinctive topography in which the landscape is largely shaped 
by the dissolving action of water on carbonate bedrock (usually limestone, 
dolomite, or marble). 

Schedule

• Evaluate Alternate Design Concepts:  Sept. 30, 2015

• Public Information Centre No. 2: Mid‐Oct
(date TBC)

• ESR Filing for Review: Nov. 30, 2015



9/8/2015

7

Upcoming Actions

• Draft TM#4 & 5: Review and Updates.

• Draft TM#6 – Evaluation of Alternative Design Concepts (for the 
Preferred Solution – Stage 1)  

• September 11, 2015:  Technical Steering Committee #5 Meeting 
scheduled.

• Next Council Update – October 12th.

Questions

• Council questions.

• Consultant Project Manager  
• Cameron Smith – cameron.smith2@aecom.com

• Village of Westport:
• Scott Bryce – sbryce@villageofwestport.ca

Thank you!
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Overview 

 

1. Introduction – Update #5 (Oct. 13, 2015) 
2. Technical Steering Committee Update 
3. Progress Update 
4. Schedule 
5. Upcoming Actions 
6. Council Questions 
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Technical Steering Committee Update 

• TSC#5 Meeting held on Sep 11, 2015 

 

• TSC#6 Meeting held on Oct 7, 2015 

 

• Technical Memorandum #6 – draft (Evaluation of Stage 1 
Alternative Design Concepts) – review discussions 

 

 

 

  

Technical Steering Committee Update 

• Preliminary Preferred Alternative:  
“Upgrade/Expand Existing Facility and Continued Subsurface 
Disposal” 

• Staged Approach Recommended 

• Two main Stage 1 Alternative Design Concepts: 

• Lagoon Treatment + Subsurface Bed Disposal 

• Lagoon Treatment + Supplemental Treatment + Subsurface Bed 
Disposal 
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Project Activities Update 

• TM#1,2,4 – submitted. 

 

• Additional site investigations in progress – test pits and 
karst assessment field works completed; groundwater level 
monitoring program initiated. 

  

• Draft TM#6 submitted to Technical Steering Committee. 

 

Project Activities Update 

• TM#1: Wastewater Servicing and Characterization 
Information 
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Project Activities Update 

• TM#2: Upper Rideau Lake Water Quality Characteristics  

 

 

 

 

• Excerpt of MOECC July 28, 2015 Memorandum: 

 

 

Project Activities Update 

• TM#4: WWTS Condition Assessment and Functional 
Capacity Overview 
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Schedule 

• MOECC & RVCA Preconsultation Mtg: Oct. 20, 2015 

• Public Information Centre No. 2:  Mid-Nov* 

• ESR Filing for Review:   Mid-Dec* 

 

 

* Subject to and pending project information from additional 

investigations and MOECC & RVCA preconsultation meeting 

Upcoming Actions 

• Draft TM#6 – Evaluation of Stage 1 Alternative Design Concepts, 
update.  

• October 20, 2015:  MOECC & RVCA preconsultation meeting. 

• Next TSC meeting – October 27th 

• Next Council Update – November 9th. 

• PIC#2 – November (date tbc) 
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Questions 

• Council questions. 

 

• Consultant Project Manager   

• Cameron Smith – cameron.smith2@aecom.com 

 

• Village of Westport: 

• Scott Bryce – sbryce@villageofwestport.ca 

 

Thank you! 

mailto:sbryce@villageofwestport.ca
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Overview

1. Introduction – Update #6 (Nov. 12, 2015)
2. Technical Steering Committee Update
3. Project Activities Update
4. Upcoming Actions
5. Schedule
6. Council Questions
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Technical Steering Committee Update

• TSC#7 Meeting held on Oct 27, 2015

• Review/discussion items:

• Technical Memorandum #6 – draft (Evaluation of Stage 1 Alternative 
Design Concepts)

• MOECC (20Oct) pre‐consultation

• Karst Assessment and related follow‐up actions

• Additional site characterization and EA studies

• EA study next step sequencing and scheduling

Project Activities Update

• Draft TM#6 review with Technical Steering Committee

• Karst Assessment and Subsurface Investigation reports –
submitted

• MOECC pre‐consultation meeting held 20Oct15

• Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment – draft submitted

• Natural Heritage Analysis – submitted

• Above items have led to follow‐up and additional 
items/reports (on‐going)
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Upcoming Actions

• Update to Draft TM#6 – Evaluation of Stage 1 Alternative Design 
Concepts. 

• Follow‐up and additional reports – related to capacity and 
approvals, additional site characterization information, WHPA 
comments, etc.

• Next TSC meeting – November 17th

• Next MOECC & RVCA pre‐consultation meeting – November 25th.

• PIC#2 – December 3rd

• Next Council members update (ESR review) – December 11th.

Schedule

• MOECC & RVCA Pre‐consultation Mtg: Nov. 25, 2015

• Public Information Centre No. 2: Dec. 3*

• Council Meeting (ESR Review) Dec. 11*

• Council Meeting Dec. 14

• ESR Filing for Review: Dec. 21*

* Subject to in‐progress follow‐up and additional reporting, MOECC & 

RVCA pre‐consultation meeting, and/or Council endorsement.
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Questions

• Council questions.

• Consultant Project Manager  
• Cameron Smith – cameron.smith2@aecom.com

• Village of Westport:
• Scott Bryce – sbryce@villageofwestport.ca

Thank you!
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Village of Westport WWTS Class EA 
Problem/Opportunity Statement 

General Study Area 

The current Village of Westport wastewater treatment system (WWTS) is experiencing operational constraints and is at its approved 
capacity limit for average day influent flows (currently rated at 310 m3/day).  

 
Additional WWTS capacity is needed to adequately service existing and projected future wastewater flows. The objective of this study is to 

identify a preferred alternative(s) to meet existing and future community needs for wastewater servicing.  
 

To address the above, the Village of Westport has proceeded with a Schedule “C” Municipal Class Environmental Assessment for the 
Rehabilitation/Expansion of the Village of Westport’s Wastewater Treatment System.” 

Westport WWTS  

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phas e 3 Phase 4 Phase 5 

Class EA Process 
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Village of Westport WWTS Class EA 
Class EA Process 

Phase 1: Problem or Opportunity 
• Identify issues, problems or opportunities  
 
Phase 2: Alternative Solutions 
• Identify alternative solutions to address problem or 
opportunity by taking into consideration the existing 
environment, and establish the preferred solution with 
public and review agency input. 
 
Phase 3: Alternative Design Concepts for Preferred 
Solution 
• Examine alternative methods of implementing the 
preferred solution, based upon the existing environment, 
public and review agency input, anticipated 
environmental effects and methods of minimizing 
negative effects and maximizing positive effects. 
 
Phase 4: Environmental Study Report (ESR) 
• Document in an Environmental Study Report a 
summary of the rationale, as well as the planning, design 
and consultation process of the project. Make the 
documentation available for scrutiny by review agencies 
and the public. 
 
Phase 5: Implementation 
• Complete contract drawings and documents, and 
proceed to construction and operation; monitor 
construction for adherence to environmental provisions 
and commitments. Where special conditions dictate, also 
monitor the operation of the completed facilities. 

Village of Westport WWTS EA 
Staging 

The following are key considerations that were identified for this 
study: 

• Existing Infrastructure: Consider ways to maximize the 
use of and optimize the existing WWTS to recognize 
previous investments in site infrastructure. 

• Staged Approach: Consider options that may allow for a 
staged approach to meet the Village of Westport’s growth 
objectives and the Village’s Ontario Community 

Infrastructure Fund (OCIF) program funding requirements 
(while still maintaining regard for effluent quality). 

• Zero Discharge to Upper Rideau Lake: Consider that any 
alternative must have zero discharge to Upper Rideau 
Lake to have a favourable review by the regulatory 
approval agency - Ministry of Environment and Climate 

Change. 

• Source Water and Groundwater Protection: Consider 

that any rehabilitated or new system should minimize 
potential risks to source water and groundwater.  

• Financial Sustainability and Timing: Consider potential 

financial viability, WWTS sustainability and/or associated 
constraints related to alternative options. Available 
resources and other funding support can significantly 

affect implementation timelines.  

The focus of stage 1 is to: 

 Address the immediate operational priority of subsurface 
disposal capabilities (snow making functional capacity is 
less than required) through upgrading/replacing the 
existing disposal system(s) 

 Have subsurface disposal methods recognized within the 
WWTS operating approval (avoid/remove requiring special 
approval under a MOECC Provincial Officer’s Order). 

 Identify and structure works to utilize current Ontario 
Community Infrastructure Fund (OCIF) Intake 1 funding, 
and adhere to program conditions (e.g. timelines). 

 Minimize seasonal constraints of effluent disposal, and 
reduce operating storage volume requirements of lagoons.  
As possible, provide WWTS year round disposal capabilities, 
with relatively consistent effluent disposal rates (less 
sensitivity to climatic variables).  

The Alternative Design Concepts presented at Public Information 
Centre  #2 consider ways to implement Stage 1. 
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Village of Westport WWTS Class EA 
Class EA Process 

PHASE 1  

Identi fy  and Des c ribe the  

Problem  or Opportun i ty  

S chedul e ‘ B ’  

P roj ect  

PHASE 5  

Com plete Drawings  & Doc um ents , 

Proc eed to  Cons truc t, Operate and 

M oni tor Pro jec t 

M andatory  Rev iew  

Agenc y /Publ ic  Cons ul ta tion  

Publ ic  In form ation Centre #1  

Augus t 27, 2015  

PHASE 2  

Com plete Study  Area Inv entory , 

Identi fy /Ev aluate Al ternativ e Solutions  & 

Es tabl is h the Preferred Solution  

S chedul e ‘ A ’ ,  ‘ A +’ ,  ‘ B ’  &  ‘C’  P roj ects 

Opportun i ty  fo r Part l l  Order 

Reques t 

(Appea l  to  M OE) 

PHASE 4  

Prepare Env i ronm ental  Study  Report (ESR) 

Doc um enting Phas es  1 -3  

S chedul e ‘ C’  

P roj ect  

M andatory  Rev iew  

Agenc y /Publ ic  Noti fic ation  

30 Day  Rev iew Period  

Dec em ber 21, 2015 to  J anuary  30, 

2016  

Notic e  o f Study  

Com m enc em ent/ PIC #1 

Augus t 13 , 2015 

PHASE 3  

Identi fy /Ev aluate Al ternativ e Des ign 

Conc epts , Addres s  Env i ronm enta l  Effec ts  & 

Es tabl is h the Preferred Des ign  

M andatory  Rev iew  

Agenc y /Publ ic  Cons ul ta tion  

Publ ic  In form ation Centre #2  

Dec em ber 3, 2015  

S chedul e ‘ A ’ ,  ‘ A +’   

Proj ect  

A Technical Steering Committee was 
established by the Village to serve in an 
advisory role on matters related to the 
project.   
 
The TSC included representatives from: 
• Village of Westport municipality & 

residents; 
• Township of Rideau Lakes; 
• Upper Rideau Lake Association; 
• United Counties of Leeds & Grenville; 
• Rideau Valley Conservation Authority 
 
The TSC provided valuable input and insight 
throughout the course of this project. 
They were very engaged for months in 
meetings, reviewing the technical 
memoranda, background reports and 
evaluation materials. 
 
We would like to recognize, and sincerely 
thank them today for all their time, effort and 

input. 
TSC #9 (Dec): MOECC Mtg. Recap; PIC 

#2 Recap 

TSC #8 (Nov): Review TM6/6A/6B Updates 

TSC #7 (Oct): MOECC Mtg. Recap/ 

Additional Site Investigations considered 

TSC #6 (Oct): MOECC Mtg. Recap/ 

Additional Site Investigations considered 

TSC #1 (May): TSC Setup/ Background 

Issues 

TSC #2 (June):  Discuss Growth and 

Capacity Issues (TM#1/TM#3) 

TSC #3 (July): Updates to TM #1/#3; 

Review TM#2 

TSC #4 (Aug): Condition Assessment and 

Alt. Solutions (TM#4/TM#5). Review PIC#1 

boards review   

TSC #5 (Sept): MOECC Mtg. Recap/ 

Additional Site Investigations considered 

TSC Meetings: 

PHASE 1 

PHASE2 

PHASES 3 & 4 

Village of Westport WWTS Class EA 
Technical Memoranda 

Technical Memorandum #1 Wastewater Servicing Characterization  Class EA 

Process: 
Phase 1 

Reviews and presents design populations, and wastewater flows and characteristics; provides information on planning and design 

considerations for the Village of Westport’s existing and projected future wastewater servicing and treatment needs.  

Technical Memorandum #2 Upper Rideau Lake Water Quality Characteristics Class EA 

Process: 

Phase 2 

  

Presents and reviews Upper Rideau Lake background water quality characteristics; provides information characterizing the Upper Rideau 

Lake water quality, and provide technical comments related to the concept of the lake being a potential receiving water body for the Westport 
WWTS. 

Technical Memorandum #3 Existing Subsurface Disposal Site Capacity Considerations 

Provides a review of existing site conditions, operational data, and an estimate of the existing subsurface disposal capacity  at the Westport 

WWTS; provides input to and forms the basis for further discussions pertaining to the Village’s existing and projected future wastewater 
servicing and treatment needs. 

Technical Memorandum #4 WWTS Condition Assessment and Functional Capacity Overview  

Provides a condition assessment and functional capacity overview of the Westport WWTS; provides input to further discussions and review 

pertaining to potential rehabilitation and/or enhancement to the functional capability and operations of the existing Westpor t WWTS. 

Technical Memorandum #5 Wastewater Servicing Alternatives – Phase 2 Summary Report 

Considers wastewater servicing alternatives for the Westport WWTS, and presents a Class EA Phase 2 Summary Report; identifies  and 

evaluates alternatives solutions, and identifies a preliminary recommended preferred solution for review agency and public consultation 
purposes. 

Technical Memorandum #6 Evaluation of Stage 1 Alternative Design Concepts Class EA 

Process: 
Phase 3 

Evaluates the alternate design concepts as part of Phase 3 of the EA process.  

Technical Memorandum #6A Capacity and Approval Considerations 

Provides supporting discussion for TM #6. 

Technical Memorandum #6B Additional Site Characterization and Information  

Provides supporting discussion for TM #6. 
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The Alternative Solutions considered for Phase 2 of the EA process were:  

• Alternative 1 – Do Nothing 

• Alternative 2 – Reduce Wastewater Flows to the WWTS 

• Alternative 3 – Upgrade/Expand Existing Facility and Continued Subsurface Disposal  

• Alternative 4 – Additional/New Facility at Existing Site with Surface Water Discharge  

• Alternative 5 – Additional/New Facility at Existing Site with Subsurface Disposal  

• Alternative 6 – New Facility at a New Site with Surface Water Discharge 

• Alternative 7 – New Facility at a New Site with Subsurface Disposal  

• Alternative 8 – Convey Wastewater to Another Wastewater Treatment Facility 

Village of Westport WWTS Class EA 
Phase 2: Alternative Solutions 

An initial screening of the alternative planning solutions considered the ability or likelihood of the planning solution to address the Problem Statement and 

associated principle considerations; meet the community’s existing and future wastewater servicing needs; and have adequate regard to current status and 

key issue factors. 

This preliminary screening step resulted in a short list of Alternative Solutions: 

  

• Alternative 1: Do Nothing  - Included as a comparative ‘Do Nothing’ scenario, this option 

represents maintaining the status quo, with no proactive action taken.  

• Alternative 3: Upgrade/Expand Existing Facility and Continued Subsurface Disposal  

• Alternative 5: Additional/New Facility at Existing Site with Subsurface Disposal  

• Alternative 7: New Facility at a New Site with Subsurface Disposal 

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phas e 3 Phase 4 Phase 5 

Class EA Process 

• Public Information Centre # 1 was held on August 27, 2015  

• Input received from the public consultation process (e.g. Public Information Centre No.1 – August 27, 2015), Technical Steering Committee, and review agency 

discussions includes: 

• Nearby/surrounding residences: some residents, and the Township of Rideau Lakes, reported occurrences of noise, odour, and snow/spray/mist drifting off-site 

from snowmaking and spray irrigation operations. The Township suggested considering ways to expand the study area and reduce off-site impacts to adjacent 

land owners.  

• Township of Rideau Lakes: The Township acknowledged interests in property boundaries, impacts to residents, ongoing protection of groundwater/ source 

water protection and cross-boundary (jurisdictional) nature of the current facility, and provided input for consideration. 

• No lake discharge: Residents and interested parties were supportive of the decision not to consider surface water discharge to the Upper Rideau Lake as an 

alternative.  

• Well protection/ groundwater monitoring: Further study of the existing site characteristics was suggested as the site is not ideal in terms of generally desired 

characteristics for effluent disposal, and lies mainly within the identified 25 year Wellhead Protection Area (WHPA – Zone D) of the Village of Westport municipal 

wells. 

• Cost considerations:  

• Costs of the options should be considered, including capital and life cycle/operation and maintenance (though this should not be the only consideration 

in the evaluation).  

• In terms of comparative energy requirements for the existing site and proposed WWTS alternatives, it was identified that power usage and assumed 

utility costs for snowmaking are significant:  

• Snowmaking is identified as the highest energy usage;  

• Spray irrigation is considered to be a mid range energy usage application;  

• The proposed subsurface bed disposal is identified to be the lowest energy usage system.  

• Supplemental treatment: The option of ‘supplemental  treatment’ prior to disposal was suggested to be considered as an alternative design concept for Stage 1. 

• Community growth and wastewater servicing capacity: remains an important consideration for the future. 

 

Village of Westport WWTS Class EA 
Public Information Centre #1 

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phas e 3 Phase 4 Phase 5 

Class EA Process 
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Village of Westport WWTS Class EA 
Preferred Alternative Solution 

Alternative #3: “Upgrade/Expand Existing Facility and Continued Subsurface Disposal” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

• In Phase 2 of the Class EA Process, Alternative #3 was identified as the Preferred 
Alternative Solution, based on comments received at and following PIC #1, as well 
as the Technical Steering Committee meetings.  

 

• In Phase 3 of the Class EA Process, Alternative Design Concepts were developed 
for evaluation based on the identified Preferred Alternative Solution.  This further 
refines the design, and gives consideration to the comments received in Phase 2.  

Strengths of the Selected Alternative Solution (#3) : 

• Improves functional effluent disposal capacity and operations. 
• Utilizes existing lagoons – recognized as one of the most  cost-effective methods of secondary wastewater treatment for small 

communities like the Village of Westport. 
• Use and optimize existing site infrastructure while  addressing immediate priorities. 

Class EA Process:  
Phase 2 

Class EA Process:  
Phase 3 

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phas e 3 Phase 4 Phase 5 

Class EA Process 

Village of Westport WWTS Class EA 
Design Concept Considerations 

Phase 3 of the Class EA Process involves identifying and evaluating Alternative Design Concepts. 
The Alternative Design Concepts that were identified as potential options to achieve our Stage 1 objectives are: 
 

•Design Concept ‘A’ 
•Facultative Lagoon Treatment; and 
•Upgraded/replacement subsurface disposal. 

 

Facultative Lagoon Treatment  

(Design Concept ‘A’ and Concept ‘B’) 

 

 

Upgraded/Replacement Subsurface Disposal  

(Subsurface Bed Disposal) 

(Design Concept ‘A’ and Concept ‘B’) 

Supplemental Treatment 

(Design Concept ‘B’ Only) 

 

 

• Two lagoon cells operate in series:  

• Flow enters Lagoon 1 f irst;  

• Eff luent is later sent to Lagoon 2 for further biological treatment based on required detention time/ loading rates.  

• This is a proven treatment option with a lower relative cost to larger municipal treatment systems. 

• This component makes use of  the two (2)  existing lagoon cells and aff iliated infrastructure to provide facultative lagoon 

treatment as part of  Design Concept ‘A’ and ‘B’. 

• Additional treatment processes can be incorporated, within or following the existing lagoon treatment process aimed at 

further improving eff luent quality above lagoon and subsurface disposal treatment systems. 

• The existing lagoon cells would continue to provide main treatment and f low equalization:  

• Supplemental treatment measures offer a potential for further improved quality eff luent through addressing specif ic 

contaminants of  concern if  identif ied through operation and future monitoring (not yet present or observed).  

• Incorporation of  additional treatment measures in future also promotes longevity of  the subsurface disposal system. 

• Large subsurface disposal systems gradually dispose of  eff luent underground, where soil functions as a biological and physical 

treatment system. It also allows the treated eff luent to disperse in the receiving groundwater over time and be monitored. 

• In Stage 1, a subsurface bed disposal f ield would be constructed to improve site conditions to enhance treatment, 

drainage and inf iltration. 

• Sampling and monitoring programs will be a continued requirement.  These requirements will be set out through the 
Ontario Ministry of  the Environment and Climate Change (MOECC) approval process to ensure continued protection of  

the environment. 

• The bed disposal system is a non-seasonally dependent option, which has the potential to ease the peak periods of  loading 

through gradual disposal/dispersion. 

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phas e 3 Phase 4 Phase 5 

Class EA Process 

•Design Concept ‘B’ 
•Facultative Lagoon Treatment; 
•Supplemental Treatment; and 
•Upgraded/replacement subsurface disposal. 
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Village of Westport WWTS Class EA 
Comparative Evaluation of Design Concepts 

Technical and Environmental Considerations for Design Concept ‘A’ and ‘B’:  
• Sampling parameters for the discharge effluent are: carbon, nitrogen and phosphorous.  The constraining parameter at this site is nitrogen, which is monitored 

by the Village as part of the current C of A requirements.  Historical nitrate levels measured at the property boundary are well below Ministry’s requirements, 
and well below the typical supplemental treatment capabilities for further nitrate reductions.  Thus, the additional costs for implementation of supplemental 
treatment is not identified at this time, but is acknowledged as a beneficial future consideration. 

• An enhanced monitoring program is recommended to be implemented as part of the site improvements.   Enhanced data collection and analysis will allow for 
monitoring for additional treatment needs/opportunities towards nitrate nitrogen. 

• Incorporating future improved treatment measures (Design Concept ‘B’) can potentially offer extended lifespan of the subsurface disposal system, thus 

lowering the lifecycle cost and protecting the initial investment. 
• Design Concept ‘B’ can be implemented within the proposed WWTS at a future date.  
• The recommended enhanced monitoring program can also include the installation of standpipes to monitor the bed condition.  

Cost Comparisons:  
• The overall opinion of probable capital cost for Design Concept ‘B’ is significantly greater than that of Design Concept ‘A’.  Design Concept ‘A’ aligns more closely 

with Village’s existing secured OCIF Intake I funding program (in terms of cost and timelines).  
• Design Concept ‘B’ presents a substantive financial burden to the Westport community.  It is acknowledged as a beneficial future consideration. 
• Operating and maintenance costs of Design Concept ‘A’ are estimated to be less than Design Concept ‘B’.  This is subject to variances such as the optimized 

supplemental treatment system, and preventative maintenance efforts. The higher range of estimated operating and maintenance costs for Design Concept ‘B’ 
are similar to those estimated for the existing system.  The range of costs estimated for Design Concept ‘A’ are lower than the estimated existing costs.  

Similarities with Design Concept ‘A’ and Design Concept ‘B’:  
• The operational priority is to remove the seasonal effluent disposal constraint and disposal loading variations presently experienced. The implementation of the 

subsurface bed disposal system is the critical path scheduling need with either Design Concept ‘A’ or ‘B’.  
• Both design concepts are the same in terms of Stage 1 initial system rated capacity and LSSDS subsurface bed sizing.  
• Performance monitoring of Design Concept ‘A’ or ‘B’ would allow future evaluations and determinations to be made on capacity re-rating opportunities. 

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phas e 3 Phase 4 Phase 5 

Class EA Process 

• Public Information Centre #2 was held on December 3, 2015 

• Input received from the public consultation process (e.g. Public Information Centre No.1 – August 27, 2015), Technical Steering Committee, and 
review agency discussions includes: 

• Nearby/surrounding residences: Supportive of Option A and the EA Process: Comment Cards provided many positive comments as 
identified below: 

• As presented, Option A appears positive 

• Good meeting; enjoyed local and expert input. Feels like I understand both the historic perspective and future of 
wastewater in Westport. Like the positive attitude of all involved; learned a lot. Thanks for your time. 

• Looking Good; cost and system reasonable and workable. 

• I found the PIC very informative and now understand that the new system will operate all winter so that sewage does not 
collect in the lagoons until the following spring. I support the proposed alternative as my main concern was, and still 

is, that absolutely no sewage be discharged into the Upper Rideau Lake.  

• Enhanced Monitoring Approach: A comment was received that enhanced monitoring should go beyond being recommended and 
should instead be required. The commenter also identified that lagoon leak protection, monitoring and quality control should be 

important elements.  

• Integration with the Snowfluent System – questions were asked about the whether the annual average flow volume accounts for 
the snowfluent system as a contingency, site suitability if snowfluent was not included as a contingency, the operating capacity 

of the existing snowfluent system, and how changes to operating costs were considered.   

 

 

 

 

Village of Westport WWTS Class EA 
Public Information Centre #2 

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phas e 3 Phase 4 Phase 5 

Class EA Process 
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Village of Westport WWTS Class EA 
Preferred Alternative Design Concept: Design Concept ‘A’ 

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phas e 3 Phase 4 Phase 5 

Class EA Process 

Property and Site Servicing Requirements:  
New su bsu rface disposa l system a nd re lated w orks are located with in t he exist ing WWTS site. No pr operty  

requirements are associated with the Stage 1 design concept. 

Approvals/ Monitoring: 
Approvals:  

An ame ndment  to t he existing Cer tificate of Approva l (201 0) w il l be  requ ired  for t he p ropo sed  s ite  
improvements (Preliminary Preferred Design Concept ‘A’).  

 
Monitoring: 

Enhanced  mon itor ing  program  is  recommende d.  Mo nito ring  pr ogram wi ll  be  p rescribed  by  MOEC C t hroug h  
Environmental Compliance Approval issued for the upgraded WWTS.  

Design Concept  ‘A’ is the preliminary “Preferred Alternative Design Concept” for Stage 1 works.  

 

The Preliminary Preferred Alternative Design Concept includes:  

• Use existing facultative lagoon treatment, and incorporate a new large subsurface disposal system 
(LSSDS) within the existing site.  

• Seek a re-rated capacity for Stage 1 works of 350 m3/d (annual average day flow), 525 m3/d 

(maximum month average day flow), and 600 m3/d (maximum day flow).  

• Monitoring of the system performance and data collection as potential support for a future 
application for an increase to WWTS rated capacity.  

• Additional treatment measures can be incorporated at any point in the future if additional treatment 

requirements are identified through the monitoring program, or if additional funding becomes 
available to further preserve/extend lifetime of disposal bed system.  

Provisional/ Contingency Operations:  
The exist ing snowf luent a nd existing spray i rrigat ion effluent d isposa l meth ods cu rrently in u se o n s ite are  

identified as provisional system operations.  

Village of Westport WWTS Class EA 

Natural Environment 

 

• A Natural Heritage Constraints 
Analysis was conducted for the 
existing site.  No significant 
wetlands, fish habitat, or  Areas of 
Natural and Scientific Interest 
(ANSIs) were identified.  No Species 
at Risk were present.  

• Ecological Land Classification (ELC) 
research indicated that much of the 
cleared area is considered “cultural” 
and surrounded by wooded areas of 
mixed types.   

• Outcome: It is recommended that a 
supplemental study be completed 
during detailed design to determine 
if any identified Species at Risk bird 
species use meadow areas, and 
identify appropriate mitigation 
measures.  

Geotechnical/ Hydrogeological Site 
Characteristics 

 

• Existing site geology records were 
examined to determine site 
characteristics.  

• Soil Study: Test pits/ boreholes were 
dug to better understand soil 
characteristics on site.  

• Karst Investigation: Some areas of 
the site were deemed karst features.  
Follow up discussions with the 
Wellhead modelling firm identified 
no changes are required to the Well-
head Protection Area modeling due 
to the karst. 

• Outcome: The information from the 
soils investigations have been 
considered within the development 
of the alternative design concepts.  
Additional monitoring and site 
improvements will be implemented 
as part of the detailed design and 
Environmental Compliance Approval 
process. 

Socio-Economic Environment 

 

• Existing Conditions: An inventory of 
population, land use, existing 
communities, residential areas, 
recreational areas and commercial 
land uses was conducted near the 
Westport WWTS.  Some residential, 
business and industrial activity is 
located near the Westport WWTS 
site.  

• Outcome:  No additional property 
will be required for Stage 1. The site 
will continue to be used as a 
wastewater treatment system.  The 
proposed use of a subsurface 
disposal bed will reduce the 
potential impacts from nuisance 
effects (air, noise, odour) to 
residential areas located beyond the 
existing Westport WWTS site.  

Archaeology/ Cultural Heritage 

 

• Built Heritage: Stage 1 utilizes an 
existing Wastewater Treatment 
System site, and no built heritage 
resources are located on the site.  

• Archaeology: A Stage 1 
Archaeological Assessment was 
conducted. The study identified 
some archaeological potential due 
to the proximity to Upper Rideau 
Lake and rivers used for travel, as 
well as a historic settlement road 
(Old Perth Road – County Road 10). 
However, the site has generally 
disturbed areas.   

• Outcome: A Stage 2 Archaeology 
Assessment is to be completed at 
the onset of detailed design to 
confirm no presence of 
archaeological artifacts.  

 

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phas e 3 Phase 4 Phase 5 

Class EA Process 
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Capital and Operating Costs 

Probable  Project Cost Cost (Estimate)  

New Large Subsurface Disposal System $1.9M to $2.0M 

Site -  Civil, Services and Utilities $260k to $350k 

Contractor’s PM, Insurance & Bonds, Overhead & Profit  $320k to $350k 

Contingency (10%)  $250k to $270k 

Sub-Total Construction Cost (rounded) $2.7M to $3.0M 

Allowance (Engineering) (15%) $400k to $450k 

Allowance (Owner)  (3%) $80k to $90k 

Total Project (Rounded)  $3.2M to $3.5M 

1. Overall capital cost is an opinion of  probable cost (2015 $) – includes allowances for equipment, installation, contractor’s and  engineering services, 
and 10% contingency. HST not included. Probable costs are based on understandings and assumptions at this time, and are subject to future 
considerations and changes.  

Probable O&M Costs Estimate/ Allowance 
   Concept ‘A’              Concept ‘B’ 

Comment 

Management & Reporting $10,000 $10,000 Standard reporting for operation of  system 

O&M ( labour)  $55,000  $80,000 Approx. 0.5 -  0.7 of  full time equivalent, based 
on existing operation labour, not in addition  to 

Lab Analysis $15,000 to $20,000 $15,000 to $25,000 Monitoring requirements 

Chemicals $0 $5,000 to $25,000  Dependent on selection of  supplemental 
treatment system/ processes 

Power/ Electricity $7,500 $20,000 to $25,000 $0.15 per kWhr 

Grounds Maintenance $2,000 $2,000 Grass, snow plowing, etc. 

Power Outage/ Contingency $3,000 $6,000 Subject to backup power supply type and costs 

Annual Allowance for Equipment 
Replacement/ Major Repairs ( incl. 
minor repairs and consumables 

$5,000 $10,000 Potential annual costs for minor repairs, and 
annualized potential costs for equipment 
repairs over longer lifespan (20 years)  

Miscellaneous/ Small Items $5,000 $5,000 Contingency for unforeseen items 

Total – Opinion of  Probable O&M Cost ~$105,000 ~$150,000 to $190,000 Annual cost range (rounded)  

1. Operating & maintenance costs are an order of  magnitude opinion of probable costs (2015 $) , based on understandings and assum ptions at this time. 
Opinion of  probable costs are subject to future considerations and changes, and vary based on characteristics of  individual s upplemental treatment 
systems. 

2. The above noted costs are noted to vary depending upon preventative maintenance, chosen  treatment systems (chemicals, energy use) , etc. 
3. Existing WWTS O&M costs were estimated as $200k. 

Capital Cost Estimate 
 

• The ov erall opinion of probable cost to complete the 

Westpo rt W WTS Stage 1 upgrade to implemen t a 

replacem ent large subsurf ace disposal system is in 

the order of $3.2 to $3.5 million.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

Operating and Maintenance Cost Estimate 
 

• The opinion of probable operatin g and maintenanc e 

costs associated with op erating the proposed Large 

Subsurface Disposal System at 350 m3/d (annual 

av erage daily flow) is  estimated  at approximately  

$105,000 annually. 

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phas e 3 Phase 4 Phase 5 
Class EA Process 

Stage 1:  
Next Steps & Schedule 

The next steps are… 

 Finalize the Preferred Alternative Design with consideration of input from this Public Information Centre. 
 Document the study process in an Environmental Study Report. (in progress) 
 Seek Council Approval 

 The Preferred Design is presented here for review today  
 The Preferred Design will be presented for Council adoption on December 14, 2015  

 The Environmental Study Report will be published for 30-day review period. 
 Assuming any comments raised during the 30-day review period can be resolved, final design will be completed in spring 2016.  
 Initial construction is anticipated to begin in mid 2016, subject to approvals, funding and completion of Class EA process. 

Item Tentative Date 

Class EA 

 Class EA Notice of Completion December 21, 2015 

 30-day Review Period January 30, 2015 

Detailed Design for Improvements 
 Detailed Design and MOECC Approval Application February 2016 - March 2016 

 MOECC Review and Approval March - April 2016 

 Preparation of Tender Documents  March - April 2016 

(Tentative) Tender and Construction of Improvements 
 Construction Contract Tender & Award May 2016 - June 2016 

 Construction Period July - December 2016 

 System Commissioning / Startup November - December, 2016 

 Stage 1 Works Operational / Substantial Performance December 2016 

 
Notes: 

1. Projected timelines are shown based on desired December 2016 completion. Timelines are subject to finalization of Class EA study, approvals,  future considerations and changes, and 3rd party 

activities. 

2. Tentative projected timelines are considered ‘aggressive’,  and require expedited project activities and MOECC ECA application  review and approval.  

Project Schedule - Overview 

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phas e 3 Phase 4 Phase 5 
Class EA Process 
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Village of Westport WWTS Class EA 
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