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Proposed Warwick Landfill Expansion

Responses to Rhonda Hustler Comments on 

Evening of Presentations for Discussion Papers #5 and #6

This response is prepared on comments received from Rhonda Hustler, WWLC on the evening of presentations planned for January 7, 2003. The comments were received by e-mail on December 27, 2002. For ease of reference, the comments have been numbered sequentially.

Comment 1:

I’ve received the blue flyer announcing the “Evening of Presentations” on Draft Discussion Paper #5 Baseline Conditions and Draft Discussion Paper #6 Facility Characteristics for Tuesday, January 7, 2003. 

Once again, you have not consulted in any preliminary way with members the EASG or the public on the suitability or convenience of this date, but simply gone ahead and announced the date.  Your repeated failure to consult on the most basic levels undermines the effectiveness of our participation in the EA process. 

Response 1:

Previous participants, Warwick Council and the Peer Review Team are notified of open houses and workshops (and presentation evenings) through a mail-out to the stakeholder contact list. Residents are notified through advertisements in local newspapers. Notification to members of the EASG includes advertisements, direct mail-out and notification at an EASG meeting. In setting dates for public consultation events, attention is paid to avoiding dates for municipal council meetings and other events, if known. The suggestion to consult the EASG and the public to select a date for a public event would be impractical. 

Comment 2:

I am unclear what an “Evening of Presentations” exactly intends except the agenda includes some of the topics not covered in Open House #4, November 28, 2002.  

Response 2:
As clearly indicated in the flyer sent to you, the evening is to provide presentations on those topics in DP#5 and DP#6 that were not covered in the presentations at the open house on November 28, 2002. Open house displays and handouts will also be provided at this event. 

Comment 3:

At that Open House the public strongly disagreed with the process and abbreviated review of Doc #5, the refusal to discuss Doc. #3 (included in the handout package), and the unexpected introduction of Doc. #6.  

Response 3:

There was no indication that “the public strongly disagreed with the process.” People in attendance indicated their appreciation of the presentation format as a way of understanding information in the discussion papers and the opportunity to speak with the presenters.

There has been no abbreviated review of Discussion Paper #5. Draft DP#5 was:

· Released in September 2002;

· Made available to the EASG prior to the meeting on September 30, 2002.

· Advertised in flyers sent to all persons on the stakeholder mailing list on October 3, 2002 (indicating availability of Draft DP#5 in 4 locations in Watford);

· Advertised in the Watford Guide Advocate and the Forest Standard on October 9 and 16, 2002;

· Advertised and available at the CWS Info Centre in Watford from October 9, 2002;

· Introduced to the public at the open house (including information on Draft DP#6) and at the subsequent evening of presentations. The open house was advertised in the local newspapers on November 20 and 27, 2002 and in a flyer November 14, 2002. It was also discussed at the EASG meeting on November 18, 2002;

· Introduced at an EASG meeting on December 16, 2002 and will be further discussed at a subsequent meeting scheduled for February 17, 2003; 
· Advertisements of the evening of presentations on Draft DP#5 and DP#6 were placed on December 11 and 18, 2002; and
· A newsletter describing the contents of Draft DP#5 (and Draft DP#6) was distributed to all residences in the Township of Warwick and to the stakeholder mailing list. As well, newsletters were made available in 4 locations in the community starting December 17, 2002.
Topics from Draft DP#5 (and Draft DP6) will be presented at an evening of presentations and open house displays scheduled for January 7, 2003. 

There has been no “refusal to discuss DP#3”.  DP #3 topics were discussed at:

· A workshop on November 29, 2001;

· An open house on January 16, 2002; and

· Three EASG meetings: February 18, July 29, and September 30, 2002.

Final DP#3 was available at the open house on November 28, 2002 as an additional opportunity to obtain a copy of the document. Consistent with the process developed in Final DP#1 with input from the EASG, comments on a final discussion paper are welcome in writing at any time and will form part of the submission of the EA documentation to the Ministry of the Environment.

It is difficult to understand how the introduction of Draft DP#6 at the open house could be viewed as a surprise. The open house advertisement and flyer indicated that one of the topics discussed would be ” the preliminary characteristics of the expanded landfill site being considered for approval”.

Comment 4:

In our discussion, CWS agreed, in public, to convene another Open House to complete the outstanding items of Doc. #5; specifically, CWS, (Kevin Bechard and Peter Homenuk) agreed to cover only Doc. #5 in this next Open House.  They explicitly stated that Doc. 6 would not be included.

Response 4:

At the open house on November 28, 2002, R. Hustler asked for another open house, since the presentations on Draft DP5 included only some of the disciplines. The evening of presentations, including open house displays and handouts, was scheduled in response to that request. Since the presentation on Draft DP#6 was incomplete at the open house, the facility characteristics will again be presented on January 7, 2003. There was no explicit statement made regarding the inclusion or exclusion of Draft DP #6 in further presentations. 

Comment 5:
Yet, the flyer announces Doc. #5 and Doc. #6.  How is this possible?  What of CWS’s public commitment to cover only Doc. #5?  If CWS is committed to the most basic level of public consultation, Doc. #5 alone must be the agenda item for this next meeting, as promised.  Doc. #6 must not be included or we return to the overlapping of documents, a violation of the public consultation process as committed to by CWS in Doc. #1. 

Response 5:

The flyer and advertisements for the Open house on November 28, 2002 indicated that Draft DP#6 will be included as a topic of discussion at the open house. CWS indicated in Final DP#1 that it would consult on these two discussion papers in parallel.

Comment 6:

What Is an Evening of Presentations?  A substitute for the original Open House on Doc. #5?  Why not announce this evening as an Open House, if, in fact, that’s what it is?

Response 6:

As clearly indicated in the flyer sent to you, the evening is to provide presentations on those topics in DP#5 and DP#6 that were not covered in the presentations at the open house on November 28, 2002. Open house displays and handouts will also be provided at this event. 

Comment 7:

If CWS proceeds with this “Evening of Presentations,” including both Doc. #5 and Doc. #6, they are in direct violation of their public commitment and their own commitment to public consultation in Doc. #1. 

Please respond, explaining the rationale for this departure from your own stated commitment to providing an exclusive Open House on Doc. #5 

Response 7:

The evening of presentations on DP#5 (including the open house displays and handouts) is provided in direct response to a request by R. Hustler for presentations on topics not covered by the presentations on DP#5 at the open house on November 28, 2002. The presentation on Draft DP#6 (Facility Characteristics) is included because it is reasonable to consult on facility characteristics at the same time, as explicitly noted in Final DP#1, Section 4.3. Page 6, middle paragraph:

“Discussion Papers #5 and #6 describe the environmental baseline conditions, without the expansion and the facility characteristics of the expansion respectively. Both of these are foundation pieces that are independent and required prior to commencing Discussion Paper #7 and could be consulted on in parallel. The result of the impact assessment will be the finalization of the Design and Operations Plan. As a result, both of these issues should be consulted on together since they are very much tied together.”
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