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Ontario

Ministry of the
Attorney

General

February 20, 1986

Crown Law Office 4161965- 4403

Civil Law

RECEIVE® FEB 2 1 1986

Mr. Steven Shrybman
Canadian Environmental Law Association
243 Queen Street West
4th Floor
Toronto, Ontario
M5V 1Z4

Dear Sir:

17th Floor
18 King Street East
Toronto, Ontario
M5C 105

Please Refer to File

No. .11088.5.................

Re: Petitions of the Corp. of the City of Kanata, the Kanata
Citizens Task Force, The Hydro Consumers Association,
J. W. Stonier and Carl Ashton, William Davidson and
A. William Jones
- Ontario Hydro Eastern Ontario Transmission System Expansion

You should by now have received a copy of the reply of:

1) The Regional Municipality of Ottawa-Carleton;
2) The Township of Goulbourn;
3) Douglas MacDonald Dev. Corp. & Urbandale Realty Corp;
4) Ministry of Energy;
5) Ontario Hydro;
6) Dr. Lois K. Smith.

We enclose the following replies received from participants at the
hearing:

1) Reply by Norman Freeman;
2) Reply by A. J. Shoenmakers ;
3) Reply by Rita Burtch;
4) Reply by the Nepean Hydro Commission;
5) Reply by Joan Flewellyn;
6) Reply by Mr. & Mrs. Khan;
7) Reply by Gloucester Hydro;
8) Reply by Kanata Hydro;
9) Reply by the Ontario Federation of Agriculture;
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Ministry of the 
Attorney 
General 

Crown Law Office 
Civil Law 

416/965- 4403 

February 20, 1986 RECEIVED FEB 2 1 1986 

Mr. Steven Shrybman 
Canadian Environmental Law Association 
243 Queen Street West 
4th Floor 
Toronto, Ontario 
MSV 1z4 

Dear Sir: 

Re: Petitions of the Corp. of the City of Kanata, the Kanata 
Citizens Task Force, The Hydro Consumers Association, 
J. W. Stonier and Carl Ashton, William Davidson and 
A. William Jones 

17th Floor 
18 King Street East 
Toronto, Ontario 
M5C 1C5 

Please Refer to -File 

No. 110~85 

- Ontario Hydro Eastern Ontario Transmission System Expansion 
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10) Reply by the National Capital Commission;
11) Reply by Thomas Taal;
12) Reply by Ron McCoy.

We will assume unless you file a reply to the replies within the
next few days that you do not intend to make any further reply.

Yours very truly,

T. W. Lane
Solicitor

Encs.

IWL,: of
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", "'; :Dear 0 Sir/Madam: ,:;-_:, <r;~~, ' " .,' 

t~:;:0:,'f[c~i~J1~J;~[7;,-~~~~o~'r;~~i'~~' of' ~~:iS letter ~~to reiterate the POSition:rof 
',I ,';,the -National Capital Commission regarding the petitions to Cabinet 
'",:;tforO the Onta'rio Hydro Eastern Ontario proposed transmission line 

:':::::('r'bute .'referred to as 2A _in the Reasons for Decision, Route Stage 
';:-'S(WestSection)~' "'f "',, 

petitions of 'the Corporation of the City of Kanata and 
.+,';ihe-:'Kanata Citizens' Task Force purport that this Commission 
;'X!iuppbrts the 2A alignment. In actuality the Commission did not 
,,~:issue,a -statement of support for the 2A route but rather agreed not 
,;to-object:-to the 2A-route. 

R{,~1~j'~~~~;-TheCOmmiSsion would prefer that the negative impact of the 
~i:;p-roposed:=hydroline' corridor on the Greenbelt's Stony Swamp 

.,~::'i:~ons~rVation'Areabe kept to a minimum. The Greenbelt portion of 
'~::;:?be;roqteapproved by the Board. which is the same as the Greenbelt 

}':';::::~p'(;r:t'ion: of, Ontario Hydro I s recommended route, has been agreed to in 
,,·i,~".~,?:~:p~inclplebYtheCommission. The NCC has agreed to this alignment 

':';~~'be:t_atis'e'-'it'parallels an existing hydro line ,and avoids the creation 
;':-~:or:a1iother~separa:te easement through the Greenbelt. -

)1~1~~!~~~~1~g: sincerely, 

"c{"'':;''':;;;! ~ ~d I. 
';i~'( ". ¥ • ~---..-:....' 

-': . ---:-" -~'.' 

161 Laurier Ave. West 
Ottawa-Hull 
Canada 
K1P 6J6 

Jean E. Pigott 
Chairman 

161, avenue Laurier ouest 
Ottawa-Hull 
Canada 
K1P 6J6 
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Toronto, Ontario M7A 2B7

Ernest L. McArthur

Regional Municipality of

.'Ottawa -Carleton

- 222 Queen Street

_Ottawa, Ontario RIP 5Z3

x Barbara McIsaac

s " c/o_Dept:__of Justice

Justice Buildings

Room 536
-Rent-&Wellington Streets

Ottawa, Ontario R1A OH8

-:_David Silverson

c/o Burke, Robertson, Chadwick

- -1800-130 Albert Street

Ottawa, Ontario RIP 5G4
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'LIST OF COUNSEL AND PARTIES 
-- .. : . '/.' 
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COPIES SENT TO: 

Bruce Campbell . 
. Messrs. Cassels, Brock & Blackwell 
Barristers & Solicitors 
Continental Bank Building 
130 Adelaide Street West 

M5R 3C2 

:--.'.-::' 
'''Laura Formusa -~.r :~-7. 

; Ontario Hydro' ~"_ 
{-;~:700 University Avenue 

;':s:'~Toronto, Ontario .. M5G lX6 

•... _:Ministry. of' the Environment 
::.~ 11th Floor, . 
":'135 St ~ Clair Ave. West 
:~'Ior~~to,Ontar~oM4V IP5 

_Jan~t Pounde~ c 

":':Ministry of Energy 
~--l} th Floor " 

56 Wellesley Street West 
Toronto, Ontario M7A 2B7 

Ernest L. McArthur 
Regional Municipality of 
"Ottawa-Carleton 

;~222 Queen Street 
. _q~·tawa. ,Ontario KIP 5Z3 

",' -.' 
.. ---.. :.".~.~=?::;-.; ... , - - ... ,. ~ .. ,::---, 
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.:. _ cJoDept; _of Justice 
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" Ottawa,Ontario KIA ORB 
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Paul A. Webber

c/o _Bell, Baker"

'
500-116 Lisgar Street

Ottawa, Ontario., K2P OC2

-..,.:James R. Messel
'Road7925 Cote St. Luc

Montreal, Quebec .H4W 1R5

Douglas B.E.Kelly 

.--C/o Solway, Wright

170 Metcalfe Street

- `V Ottawa, Ontario „ K2P 1P3

David M: ̀  Chick,

_=c/o 
Nelligan & Power

-,r-suite. 1000

=`77 Metcalfe Street

Ottawa, Ontario KIP 51.6

=_Dr-..'"Lois K. Smith

P.O.` Box 3395
-Postal Station "C"

Ottawa, Ontario K1Y 4.76

AND- TWO (2) COPIES TO:

Joan Dodsworth

°Head Librarian 

-Kanata Public Library

--50 Castlefrank Road 

---Kanata, Ontario K21. 2N5
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·.lj>~uglas B.E. ,Kelly 
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THE HONOURABLE LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL

IN THE MATTER OF Section 2 and 3 of the

Consolidated Hearings Act, 1981 c.20.

- and -

IN THE MATTER OF Section 12(2) and (3) of the

Environmental Assessment Act (R.S.O. 1980 c.140)

- and -

IN THE MATTER of Sections 6, 7 and 8 of the

Expropriations Act (R.S.O. 1980, c.148)

- and -

IN THE MATTER OF an undertaking of Ontario Hydro

consisting of the planning of, selection of

locations for, acquisition of property rights

for, and the design, construction, operation and

maintenance of additional bulk electricity

•• 
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system facilities in eastern Ontario consisting

of switching and transformer stations,

communications and control facilities,

transmission lines and related facilities.

RESPONSE TO PETITIONS

This is a Response to Petitions to your Honour

pursuant to the Decision handed down by the Joint Board

relative to the Ontario Hydro Eastern Ontario Transmission

System Expansion, Route Stage (West Section) dated November

4th, 1985.

This Response is submitted by the Ontario Federation

of Agriculture on behalf of the agricultural community of

Goulbourn Township and the Ottawa Federation of Agriculture.

In Response to the Petitions filed by the City of

Kanata, the Kanata Citizen's Task Force and jointly by Mr. C.

Ashton, William Davidson and Mr. A. Jones to set aside or

rescind the Decision of the Joint Board of November 4th, 1985,
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and approve the route proposed by the City of Kanata, the

Ontario Federation of Agriculture respectfully submits that the

Joint Board Decision date November 4th, 1985, be confirmed.

The Ontario Federation of Agriculture continues to

support the Joint Board's decision that additional transmission

facilities are urgently needed to support the electrical load

growth of the National Capital Region.

We also accept as fact that the Joint Board, in its

Decision dated November 4, 1985, denied approval of Ontario

hydro's Recommended Route to locate a new transmission route

-diagonally across the community known as Bridlewood, and

approved an alternative that would utilize an existing route

presently occupied in part by a 230kV transmission line which

existed prior to Bridlewood residential development and which

will continue to exist adjacent to abutting residences whether

or not the Decision is confirmed.

Further, we agree that the City of Kanata's route

proposal would have the least visual impact on community

residences by locating the facilities on the community's and

City's southern boundary.
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And Further, we accept the City of Kanata's position

as fact that the area is planned for major population growth

from the present 27,000 to 100,000 and that the Bridlewood

community area will accommodate a proportion of this planned

growth.

In Response to the Petitions filed, we would submit

and it is a fact that:

1. The planned expansion of transmission facilities is

directly related to major urban growth in the National

Capital Region including the City of Kanata.

2. The planned expansion can be accommodated within an

existing hydro right-of-way without fragmenting the

neighbouring agricultural community.

3. The existing corridor occupied by a single tower 230kV

transmission system was acquired by Ontario Hydro for

multi-line high voltage transmission and was constructed

and operational prior to Bridlewood residential

development.
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4. It is submitted that the statement by the Kanata Citizen's

Task Force that the planned development will be built over

existing residences and a future school is untrue. All

parties know Ontario Hydro restricts building within any

corridor and as such a community school building would not

be permitted to be constructed within the existing

corridor. Further, no Bridlewood residences exist within

the existing corridor nor are any Bridlewood residences

located within the corridor needed to accommodate planned

expansion.

5. There is no evidence to support the contention that there

is a risk to health due to exposure to high voltage fields.

6. It is submitted and it is a fact, that Ontario Hydro

compensation policies will address any real property losses

.incurred as a result of transmission expansion including

property devaluation.

7. -It is submitted and it is a fact, that the City of Kanata's

proposal will result in significant and unnecessary impact

on the neighbouring agricultural community.
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S. It is submitted that anticipated visual impacts which would

be in addition to current impacts associated with the

existing high voltage 230kV transmission line are of a

minor and limited nature.

In appearing before the Joint Board, the Ontario

Federation of Agriculture argued that:

1. The community of Bridlewood was planned and developed with

the full knowledge that an existing high voltage

transmission corridor impacted on the area and it is

further submitted that City planners knew or ought to have

known that the corridor was acquired by Ontario Hydro for

additional high voltage line facilities. And further, city

planners approved residential development abutting the

corridor knew or ought to have known the potential for

further high voltage transmission development. Therefore,

submissions that argue or imply that the existing corridor

and use is not a fundamental component of the community or

is out of character with the community ignore the role and

responsibility of municipal planning and development

authorities.
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2. That the corridor is of sufficient width to accommodate

planned high voltage expansion without requiring additional

right-of-way property through the Bridlewood community.

3. That Bridlewood residents adjacent to or in proximity to

the existing high voltage 230kV corridor purchased their

homes as willing buyers and with full knowledge of the

existence of high voltage line facilities in their

community.

4. The Bridlewood community presently utilizes the high

voltage corridor as a playground and community walkway.

The Ontario Federation of Agriculture submits that the

Decision of the Joint Board has the advantage of:

1. Utilizing an existing high voltage transmission corridor

without impacting on the neighbouring agricultural

community of the Township of Goulbourn.

2. Minimizing further fragmentation of the Bridlewood

community by a third corridor and a second high voltage

hydro transmission corridor.
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3. Minimizing the need to acquire productive agricultural

land.

4. Being supported by the farming community of the Township of

Goulbourn and the Ottawa Federation of Agriculture.

5. Being supported by the Township of Goulbourn.

It is the conclusion of the Ontario Federation of

Agriculture, that the Joint Board acted reasonably and fairly

in judging the merits of all submissions. The Joint Board

acted with due concern and interest in examining all options

presented.

We submit that the Joint Board adequately and

reasonably weighed the trade-offs involved in the final route

solution. We submit that the Decision minimizes the impacts on

the Bridlewood community by utilizing an existing high voltage

corridor and protects the agricultural community of the

Township of Goulbourn from unnecessary fragmentation.

For all the foregoing reasons, we ask:
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1. That the Honourable Lieutenant Governor in Council confirm

the Decision of the Joint Board regarding the Ontario Hydro

Eastern Ontario Transmission Expansion, Route State (West

Section) dated November 4th, 1985.

2. ALL OF WHICH IS RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED THIS 28TH DAY OF

JANUARY, 1986.

The Corporation.of the City of
Kanata

The Ontario Federation of
Agriculture

D. Ferns
Manager, Environmental Affairs

.... ' ,.. 
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KAHATA HYDRO
P.O. BOX 13238, KANATA, ONTARIO

K2K 1X4
TELEPHONE (613) 592-4102

Kanata Hydro-Electric Commission

VIA COURIER f.

January 31, 1986

Clerk of the Executive Council,

Room 481

Legislative Building,

Queen's Park

Toronto, Ontario

M7A 1A1

Petitions to Cabinet re Ontario Hydro Eastern Ontario

Transmission Line

RE: Petitions of the Corp. of the City of Kanata, the Kanata

Citizens Task Force, The Hydro Consumers Association, J.W.

Stonier and Carl Ashton, William Davidson and A. William

Jones
-Ontario Hydro Eastern Ontario Tranmission System Expansion

Dear Sir/Madam:

As a previous "participant" at the Joint Board hearing, Kanata

Hydro would appreciate this opportunity to reiterate its strong

support for the need of Ontario Hydro's proposed facilities and

the concerns of the petitioners.

As expressed in earlier testimony, there exists an urgent need

within the Ottawa-Carleton area for additional transmission

capacity. The area is experiencing growth in electricity use

which is above provincial averages and existing facilites can no

longer offer the degree of realiability of supply that

electricity customers have grown to expect, or indeed deserve.

The economic impact that results from interruptions in the supply

of electricity, and the current state of supply to the area,

supports the expeditious approval for Ontario Hydro to proceed

with the project.

Kanata Hydro commends the responsible manner in which the

community has recognized this need, and then proceeded to

develop a proposed routing for the towers that would, in their

opinion, minimize the visual impact on the community.

The community has not suggested that the transmission line be

built in some other community or city or township, but has

evaluated, from the perspective of those who live in the

community, the routing which they believe will impact the least

on aesthetics and the future development of their community.

....cont'd/
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Kanata Hydro makes every effort in considering the aesthetics of

its own distribution lines on the community and strongly support

the petitioner's suggested routing of Ontario Hydro's proposed

transmission line.

Yours truly,

Guy C. Clu f. .,
General Manager/Chief Engineer
Kanata Hydro

/b7m
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the petitioner's suggested routing of Ontario Hydro's proposed 
transmission line. 

Yours truly, 

,~~tt .. 
General Manager/Chief Engineer 
Kanata Hydro 
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PETITIONS TO CABINET
RE ONTARIO HYDRO

EASTERN ONTARIO TRANSMISSION LINE

The Hydro-Electric Commission of the City of

Gloucester has serious concerns that further delays attributable

to the above petitions may accrue in constructing additional

transmission facilities in Eastern Ontario.

For several years Gloucester Hydro in co-operation

with other eastern Ontario utilities and Ontario Hydro has insofar

as possible controlled load growth in order to minimize the

adverse effect of increasing loads upon existing facilities.

Such action by the suppliers of an essential service may be

acceptable in the short term given the existing situation and

public concerns, but in the long term it is neither justified

nor desirable and certainly not commendable.

This project is already one and a half months

behind the current schedule and Gloucester Hydro wishes to go

on record as being opposed to further delays. A fair hearing

has been given all proponents and the over-riding concern now

is to get the transmission facility in place in order to improve

the security and reliability of the electrical supply to eastern

Ontario.

On this basis Gloucester Hydro is opposed to the

Petitions of the Corporation of the City of Kanata, the Kanata

Citizens Task Force, the Hydro Consumers Association, J.W. Stonier

and Carl Ashton, William Davidson and A. William Jones.

i

R.A. Bisaillon, Chairman
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RE ONTARIO HYDRO 

EASTERN ONTARIO TRANSMISSION LINE 

The Hydro-Electric Commission of the City of 
Gloucester has serious concerns that further delays attributable 
to the above petitions may accrue in constructing additional 
transmission facilities in Eastern Ontario. 

For several years Gloucester Hydro in co-operation 
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and Carl Ashton, William Davidson and A. William Jones. 

R.A. Bisaillon, Chairman 
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JAMES W. YORK, JR., O.C.

BERNARD J. MANTON

*ALLAN LUTFY, O.C.

COLIN D. MCKINNON, O.C.

J. BRIAN HEBERT

MICHAEL S. HEBERT

JAMES F. LEAL

BEAMENT, GREEN, YORK, MANTON

BARRISTERS & SOLICITORS

FOURTEENTH FLOOR

155 OUEEN STREET

OTTAWA, CANADA
KIP 61-1

WILLIAM T. GREEN, O.C.

JOHN H. HAYDON, O.C.

BERNARD A. COURTOIS

WILLIAM C.V. JOHNSON, C.A.

JOHN R. READ

MARTIN Z. BLACK

KENNETH W. JOHNSON

'ALSO MEMBER OF THE BAR OF QUEBEC

COUNSEL: G.E. BEAMENT, LL.D., O.C.

BY COURIER

Ministry of the Attorney General
Crown Law Office
Civil Law Section
17th Floor
18 King Street East
Toronto, Ontario
MSC 105

Attention Mr. T. W. Lane

TELEPHONE: (613) 238-2229
TELEX: 053-4767 BEAMENT OTT

TELECOPIER: (613) 238-2371

MnA Tpr— '

40TH FLOOR

I PLACE VILLE MARIE

MONTREAL, QUEBEC

H3B 4M4

TELEPHONE: (S14) 871-1522

TELEX: 055-60990

TELECOPIER: (514) 285-6355

Ottawa, 30th January 1986

Dear Sirs: Re: File No. 110 304
Eastern Ontario Hydro Transmission
Line System Expansion, our file JRR-8796

Please be advised that we have been retained by Mr. and
Mrs. Khan who reside at R. R. #3, Stittsville, Ontario, and whose
property is located in the Township of Goulbourn, being composed
of the west half of Lot 23, Concession 7. We understand from
meeting with a representative of Ontario Hydro that the above noted
transmission line is presently scheduled to cross the Khans' land.
At no timeaverK?`i's "'"received any formal, or indeed' informal,
notification of any of the hearings resulting in the Joint Board
decision. I understand from discussing this matter with Ontario
Hydro officials that the Joint Board decision was made in November
of 1985 and that the appeal period would have expired on 2nd December,
1985. Nonetheless, our clients wish to appeal the Joint Board
decision and we understand that this matter will go before Cabinet
some time after 31st January, 1986.

Therefore please find enclosed an application which we
would ask be put before Cabinet for their consideration in this
matter.

Yours very truly

f /j-

JRR:LD John R. Read

Encl.
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OTTAWA, CANADA 
KIP 6LI 

.JAMES W. YORK, .JR., a.c. 
BERNARD.J. MANTON 

WILLIAM T. GREEN, a.c . 
.JOHN H. HAYDON, a.c. 

'ALLAN LUTFY, a.c. 

COLIN D. MCKINNON, a.c. 
.J. BRIAN HEBERT 
MICHAEL S. HEBERT 

.JAMES F. LEAL 

'BERNARD A. COU RTOIS 
WILI.IAM C.Y . .JOHNSON, C.A. 
.JOHN R. READ 
MARTIN Z. BLACK 
KENNETH W . .JOHNSON 

"ALSO MEMBER OF THE BAR OF QUEBEC 

COUNSEC: G.E. BEAMENT, LL.D., a.c. 

BY COURIER 

Ministry of the Attorney General 
Crown Law 0 ffice 
Civil Law Section 
17th Floor 
18 King Street East 
Toronto, Ontario 
M5C lC5 

Attention Mr. T. W. Lane 

TELEPHONE: (613) 238·2229 
TELEX: 053·4767 BEA"'ENT OTT 

TELECOPIE:R: (613) 238-237 I 

MONTREAL: 

40TH FLOOR 
I PLACE VILLE MARIE 
MONTREAL, QUEBEC 

H3S 4frt.14 

TELE:PHONE: (514) 871-1522 
TELEX: 055-60990 

TELECOPIER: (514) 2B5-6355 

Ottawa, 30th January 1986 
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IN THE MATTER OF the Ontario Hydro Eastern Ontario

Hydro Transmission Line System Expansion

AND IN THE MATTER OF property described as ALL AND
SINGULAR those lands and premises in the Township

of Goulbourn, in the Regional Municipality of
Ottawa-Carleton and being composed of the west half
of Lot 23, Concession 7, in the said Township of
Goulbourn; SAVE AND EXCEPT Parts 1 and 2 on
Reference Plan registered in the Registry Division of
Ottawa-Carleton No. 5 as No. 5R-9022

Mr. and Mrs. Khan purchased this property in ?larch of

1985 and subsequently built their home on the property. We

understand that the proposed hydro transmission line will pass

along the boundary of their land and from the total frontage of

794 feet, 426 feet is scheduled to be taken for the transmission

line.

We understand that no lands are to be taken from the

property lying to the west of the Kahns' property which is described

as Part.l on Plan 5R-2761, Lot 22, Concession 7, in the Township of

Goulbourn. As a result of the proposed dissection of their property

the use to which the Khans intended to put the property is almost

eliminated.

They are proposing that the transmission line be moved so

that one-half of the line will be on their property and one-half .of

the line will be on Lot 22. By moving the line in this way, the

integrity and direction of the hydro line is maintained and yet the

Khans' property will be partially preserved.

This application is being made to the Lieutenant-Governor

in Council for its consideration in the appeal of this matter.

Date: 30th January 1986 BEAMENT, GREEN, YORK, MANTON
14th Floor, 155 Queen Street
Ottawa, Ontario, K1P 6L1
(613) 238-2229 - JOHN R. READ
Solicitors for Tajammul Sultan
Ahmed Khan and Shahida Musarrat Khar.
R. R. #3
Stittsville, Ontario, KOA3G0

IN THE MATTER OF the Ontario Hydro Eastern Ontario 
Hydro Transmission Line System Expansion 

AND IN THE MATTER OF property described as ALL AND 
SINGULAR those lands and premises in the Township 
of Goulbourn, in the Regional Municipality of 
Ottawa-Carleton and being composed of the west half 
of Lot 23, Concession 7, in the said Township of 
Goulbourn; SAVE AND EXCEPT Parts 1 and 2 on 
Reference Plan registered in the Registry Division of 
Ottawa-Carleton No. 5 as No. 5R-9022 

Mr. and Mrs. Khan purchased this property in March of 

1985 and subsequently built their horne on the property. We 

understand that the proposed hydro transmission line will pass 

along the boundary of their land and from the total frontage of 

794 feet, 426 feet is scheduled to be taken for the transmission 

line. 

We understand that no lands are to be taken from the 

property lying to the west of the Kahns' property which is described 

as Part 1 on Plan 5R-276l, Lot 22, Concession 7, in the Township of 

Goulbourn. As a result of the proposed dissection of their property 

the use to which the Khans intended to put the property is almost 

eliminated. 

They are proposing that the transmission line be moved so 

that one-half of the line will be on their property and one-half of 

the line will be on Lot 22. By moving the line in this way, the 

integrity and direction of the hydro line is maintained and yet the 

Khans' property will be partially preserved. 

This application is being made to the Lieutenant-Governor 

in Council for its consideration In the appeal of this matter. 

Date: 30th January 1986 BEAMENT, GREEN, YORK, MANTON 
14th Floor, ISS Queen Street 
Ottawa, Ontario, KIP 6L1 
(613) 238-2229 - JOHN R. READ 
Solicitors for Tajammul Sultan 
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the hydro-electric commission of the city of nepean

1970 merivale road MARTIN J. MONTAGUE — Chairman
box 5153, Station F e ED LAUER — Vice Chairman

nepean, OntarioMERVYN F. SULLIVAN — Commissionerti. Mayor BEN FRANKLIN — Commissioner
KZC 3Ci2 KATHY GREINER — Commissioner

telephone — (613) 225-0101 rYDgo

PETITIONS TO CABINET RE ONTARIO HYDRO

EASTERN ONTARIO TRANSMISSION LINE

January 14, 1986

Mr David Peterson, Premier

QUEEN'S PARK

TORONTO, ONTARIO.

RE: PETITIONS OF THE CORP. OF THE CITY OF KANATA,.. THE .KANATA
CITIZENS TASK FORCE, THE HYDRO CONSUMERS ASSOCIATION,
J W STONIER AND CARL ASHTON, WILLIAM DAVIDSON AND A WILLIAM

JONES -

ONTARIO HYDRO EASTERN ONTARIO TRANSMISSION SYSTEM EXPANSI014

Dear Premier Peterson:

Reference is made to the letter of December 20, 1985 frond T W
Lane of the Ministry of the Attorney General, notifying us of
the above mentioned petitions tP:at were filed with the Executive
Council Office.

., _e reigu2t tiui t:"ii.i ;Tiaitc7 ire icSC~ivci u5 yiiiCr;iy a-z IiGSSlule
because of the over riding need for this line. The electrical
load in Eastern Ontario is growing even faster than anticipated.
The electrical load in Nepean this December was more than 10
per cent greater than last December and it is vital to the well
being of the residents and businesses of this area that constrUct&n
of these lin,_. commence as soon as possible.

--i r-,
Yours truly, o

C)

CD

Martin J Montague, Chairman

NEPEAN HYDRO COMMISSION _
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· the hydro-electric commission of the city of nepean 

1970 merivale road 
box 5153, station 'F' 

nepean, ontario 

MARTIN J . MONTAGUE - Chainnan 
ED LAUER - Vice Chainnan 

K2C 3G2 
telephone - (613) 225-0101 

MERVYN F. SULLIVAN - Commissioner 
Mayor BEN FRANKLIN - Commissioner 
KATHY GREINER - Commissioner 

PETITIONS TO CABINET RE ONTARIO HYDRO 

EASTERN ONTARIO TRANSMISSION LINE 

January 14, 1986 

Mr David Peterson, Premier 
QUEEN'S PARK 
TORONTO, ONTARIO. 
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RE: PETITIONS OF THE CORP. OF TilE CITY OF KANATA,. THE .KAN"TA 

CITIZENS TASK FORCE, THE HYDRO CONSUMERS ASSOCIATION, 

J W STONIER AND CARL ASHTON, WILLIAM DAVIDSON AND A WILLIAf>l 

JONES -

ONTARIO HYDRO EASTERN ONTARIO TRANSMISSION SYSTDl EXPANSION 

Dear Premier Peterson: 

Reference is made to the letler of Decembe~ 20, 1985 from T \\' 
Lane of the Ministry of the Attorney General, notifying us of 
the above mentioned petitions tLut were filed with the Executive 
Council Office. 

We request that ttlis ill5tt~[ ;~£ [2sclv~~ &5 qu~c~lj ~B possible 
because of the over riding need for this line. The electrical 
load in Eastern Ontario is growing even faster than anticipated. 
The electrical load in Nepean this December was more than 10 
per cent greater than last Dece[;loer and it is vital to the well 
being of the residents and businesses of '-.his drea that const rL'ct £Rn 
of these lin·:,,,, commence as soon as possible. 2: 

yours truly, 

-:'.' ,. 
Martin 
NEPEAN 
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J Monta~ue, Chairman 
HYDRO COMMISSION 
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the hydro-electric commission of the city of nepean

1970 merivale road MARTIN J. MONTAGUE — Chairman
box 5153, station 'F' 3 ED LAUER — Vice Chairman

nepean, Ontario MERVYN F. SULLIVAN — Commissioner

IC2C 3G2 KATHY 
BEN FRANKLIN — Commissioner

KATHY GREINER — Commissioner
telephone — (613) 225-0101

PETITIONS TO CABINET RE ONTARIO HYDRO

EASTERN ONTARIO TRANSMISSION LINE

January 16, 1986

Nr T vq Lane

MINISTRY OF ATTORNEY GENERAL

17th Floor

18 King Street East

TORONTO, ONTARIO.

M5C 105

RE: FILE #110304

PETITIONS OF THE CORP. OF THE CITY OF KANATA, THE KANATA

CITIZENS TASK FORCE, THE HYDRO CONSUMERS ASSOCIATION,

J W STONIER AND CARL ASHTON, WILLIAM DAVIDSON AND A WILLIAM

JONES -

ONTARIO HYDRO EASTERN ONTARIO TRANSMISSION SYSTEM EXPANSION

Dear Mr Lane:

Reference is made to your letter of December 20, 1985, notifying

us of the above mentioned petitions that were filed with the

Executive Council Office.

Please consiefor this 3 formal represent t -4--n. We request teal a! is

matter be resolved as quickly as possible because of the over riding
need for this line. The electrical load in Eastern Ontario is growing

even faster than anticipated. The electrical load in Nepean this

December was more than 10 per cent greater than last December and
it is vital to the well being of the residents and businesses of

this area that construction of these lines commence as soon as

possible.

Yours truly,

Martin J Montague, Chairman

NEPEAN HYDRO COMMISSION.

:bjh
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MERVYN F. SULLIVAN - Commissioner 
Mayor BEN FRANKLIN - Commissioner 
KATHY GREINER - Commis;ioner 
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Petition to Cabinet re: Ontario Hydro Eastern Ontario Transmission Line

January 10, 1986

Members of Cabinet:

I am a retired civil servant, sixty four years old, mother and

grandmother, deeply concerned with the social changes that must take

place if we are to survive the nuclear age.

I oppose the construction of an Eastern Ontario Transmission line

because, like many residents of this area, I believe it is unnecessary

and unwanted by the people of Eastern Ontario. Those who have openly

opposed it have been denied the funds to conduct an independent study

that may have proved this. Instead they were provided an opportunity to

address a Joint Hearing Board that has no power to reverse a decision

already made by Ontario Hydro! I considered the hearings an exercise in

futility and the campaign by Ontario Hydro to promote this project, at

the expense of Ontario taxpayers, an act of irresponsibility.

However, with a new government in place, one that has promised to

make Ontario Hydro accountable, and with this invitation to make

representation to Cabinet, my faith in democracy is somewhat restored.

The proposed transmission line would not cross on or near my property.

Rather, the considerations that led me to oppose these transmission

lines and to prepare my petition against them are as follows:

1. The enormous debt already levied on the people of Ontario by

Hydro's reckless spending and unlimited access to the provincial

treasury allowed by the former government.

Ontario Hydro has consistently over-estimated energy needs and

continues to build costly, inefficient generating stations. A prime

example is the Lennox Generating Station, which has stood idle since it

was built and which Hydro now seeks to justify by stringing these

monstrous towers across the pastoral landscape of Eastern Ontario.

We are told our energy rates are among the lowest but we are being

deceived! When the final accounting comes and we are called upon to pay

the actual costs, the truth will hurt us all. Prices to the consumer

are being purposely kept low so that projects like Darlington and the

Eastern Ontario Transmission Line may proceed unhindered. We are

threatened with black-outs if we do not consent to the building of these

unsightly towers while 40% of Ontario Hydro's generating capacity stands

idle and excess power is being exported to the United States at rates

lower than our own. Ontario's "triple A" credit rating in the U.S. has

been lost due to the tremendous deficit created by Ontario Hydro.

Excessive borrowing and the negative nature of Ontario Hydro's assets,

in fact, indicate a state of bankruptcy. As a result of this enormous

drain on our tax funds the Ontario government has been forced to lower

educational standards and seriously cut back on essential social

services.

2. Ontario Hydro's decision to go nuclear has created a potential

health hazard for ourselves and for future generations - one that we do

not now and may never know how to deal with. Thousands of tons of

1

~-,

Petition to cabinet re: ontario Hydro Eastern ontario Transmission Line 

January 10, 1986 

Members of Cabinet: 
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place if we are to survive the nuclear age. 

I oppose the construction of an Eastern Ontario Transmission line 
because, like many residents of this area, I believe it is unnecessary 
and unwanted by the people of Eastern Ontario. Those who have openly 
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the expense of Ontario taxpayers, an act of irresponsibility. 

However, with a new government in place, one that has promised to 
make Ontario Hydro accountable, and with this invitation to make 
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radioactive materials are being placed in temporary storage while a
"safe" method of permanent storage is being considered. Uranium mine
tailings may even now be leaking into our Great Lakes system. Nuclear
power generation has also involved us in the arms race as waste is sold
to be refined into material for American nuclear weapons. Eastern Ontario
is particularly vulnerable to possible disaster since these shipments
pass through our area on their way to U.S. refineries. Further
involvement is intended with the completion of Darlington when the
production of tritium will be enormously increased for export around the
world. Tritium is a necessary component for the triggering mechanisms
of nuclear weapons. Since Canada claims to be a peace-making nation and
Canadians voted overwhelmingly for nuclear disarmament in referenda held
across the country, this action by Ontario Hydro is clearly contrary to
the demonstrated will of the Canadian people.

3. The practice by Ontario Hydro of promoting excessive consumption
rather than conservation of non-renewable resources is irresponsible.
As a concerned citizen I am offended by a public institution that
encourages mismanagement of these resources rather than conservation and
the development of renewable energy. The Greens have a motto - we do
not inherit the Earth from our parents - we borrow it from our
children". I am proud to share this belief. As custodians of this
planet we must challenge those who are guilty of mismanagement and abuse
of the environment. Ontario Hydro is a major offender. Somehow it has
managed to exempt itself from Ontario's Environmental Assessment Act,
which is designed to protect the environment from further exploitation.
Only one avenue remains open, the Planning Act, whereby municipalities
do have a say regarding transmission corridors. Therefore, it is our
express responsibility to protest the construction of the Eastern
Ontario Transmission Line in order to halt the wilful destruction of the
environment.

4. The lack of action by the United States on acid rain is also
apparently due to Ontario Hydro. When pressed for action the Americans

simply point their fingers at Ontario Hydro's flagrant disregard of
government restrictions and we are made to look ridiculous.

5. With appropriate technology Ontario Hydro could lead the way to a
sane, humane and ecologically sustainable future. Smaller, more
efficient, cost-effective generating plants can be built in two to three

years and can be regulated to suit requirements. As it stands today,

Ontario taxpayers can no longer afford Ontario Hydro - financially or

ecologically.

As one of the thousands of concerned Ontarians, many of whom voted

for the Liberals because they promised to make Ontario Hydro
accountable, or for the New Democrats who went even further and promised

to close Darlington, I call on this Cabinet to have the courage of their

convictions and the political will to bring Ontario Hydro back under the

control of the people of Ontario. In the past our elected
representatives have been powerless in their attempts to make Ontario
Hydro accountable. There is reason to expect better of this government,
who can act secure in the knowledge that they have the support of all
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to be refined into material for American nuclear weapons. Eastern Ontario 
is particularly vulnerable to possible disaster since these shipments 
pass through our area on their way to u.s. refineries. Further 
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children". I am proud to share this belief. As custodians of this 
planet we must challenge those who are guilty of mismanagement and abuse 
of the environment. ontario Hydro is a major offender. Somehow it has 
managed to exempt itself from ontario's Environmental Assessment Act, 
which is designed to protect the environment from further exploitation. 
Only one avenue remains open, the Planning Act, whereby municipalities 
do have a say regarding transmission corridors. Therefore, it is our 
express responsibility to protest the construction of the Eastern 
Ontario Transmission Line in order to halt the wilful destruction of the 
environment. 

4. The lack of action by the United States on acid rain is also 
apparently due to Ontario Hydro. When pressed for action the Americans 
simply point their fingers at Ontario Hydro's flagrant disregard of 
government restrictions and we are made to look ridiculous. 

5. With appropriate technology Ontario Hydro could lead the way to a 
sane, humane and ecologically sustainable future. Smaller, more 
efficient, cost-effective generating plants can be built in two to three 
years and can be regulated to suit requirements. As it stands today, 
Ontario taxpayers can no longer afford Ontario Hydro - financially or 
ecologically. 

As one of the thousands of concerned Ontarians, many of whom voted 
for the Liberals because they promised to make Ontario Hydro 
accountable, or for the New Democrats who went even further and promised 
to close Darlington, I calIon this Cabinet to have the courage of their 
convictions and the political will to bring Ontario Hydro back under the 
control of the people of Ontario. In the past our elected 
representatives have been powerless in their attempts to make Ontario 
Hydro accountable. There is reason to expect better of this government, 
who can act secure in the knowledge that they have the support of all 
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those who are committed to an alternative energy path for Ontario.

The break-up of this uncontrolled monopoly would shift
responsibility for rate-setting and major capital expenditures to the
municipalities, therefore enabling the consumer to have direct control
over conservation and the preservation of our environment. As
individuals we must all be involved in decisions that profoundly affect
our lives and those of future generations - the responsibility is ours.

In view of these considerations I propose that construction of the
Eastern Ontario Transmission Lines and all other Ontario Hydro projects
be put on hold until Ontario Hydro's accountability to the people of
Ontario is established.

Thank You,

The information portrayed in the above representation was arrived at
through my personal observations over the past ten years and through
being a supporter of Energy Probe and my association with other
concerned citizens.
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Appeal Against proposed Ontario Hydro Transmission Line Kingston to
Ottawa

January 10, 1986

Members of Cabinet:

I am writing this in support of the petition of Rita Burtch against

these transmission lines in particular and Ontario Hydro in general. I

am a professional engineer with twelve years experience in energy

conservation, in industry and as a consultant. I have lived in Kingston

for the last ten years.
I am about to present figures which indicate that lower cost,

environmentally sound alternatives to Hydro's nuclear expansion program
and these transmission lines do exist. I hope you find these

informative and believable because unfortunately they are accurate and
constitute an incredible indictment of Ontario Hydro's past performance

and present aims.

Capital Cost to Install (or Save) One Peak Kilowatt at the Customer's

Meter (Roughly in order of increasing cost - 1984 dollars).

$/kilowa tt

Weather Stripping, Caulking .10-30

First 6" of Attic Insulation R20 50

Insulate Basement R14 50-200

Ecology House Retrofit (1980 $) 210

Replace Standard Oil or Gas Furnace with High

Efficiency Condensing Furnace 250

Blow Insulation into 4" Stud Wall R14 200-300

New Super Insulated Construction instead of
New Standard Code 500

Second 6" of Attic Insulation R20-R40 530

Superinsulation Retrofit R14-R40 500-1000

Industrial Co-generation 500-2000

Third 6" of Attic Insulation R40-R60 1530

Central Generating Capacity at Station Gate
Assuming 100% Output

- Darlington Initial Estimate 1220

- Typical Nuclear and Coal 2000-3000
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- Darlington Current Estimate 3200
- To Complete Darlington Only 1160

Darlington Total Costs 80% Load Factor 10%
Transmission Losses (not including fuel cycle,
shut down costs,, etc.) 5000

Transmission Lines Only 500-1000*

* These are typical. Unfortunately I don't have costs & capacity of this
particular line from Kingston to Ottawa.

Cost of Delivered Energy (in 1984 dollars)

Electricity from Existing Hydro

Heat from Condensing Gas Furnace

Heat from Standard Gas Furnace

Electrical Co-generation from Gas

Electricity - Kingston PUC

Heat from Standard Oil Furnace

$/million BTU c/kWHr

1.6 0.56

6.0 2.0

8.6 2.9

7.0-9.0 2.4-3.1

15.8 5.4

Electricity from Darlington 35-50 11.9-17.4

NOTES: (1) Conservation is competitive with all of the above systems.

(2) This list neglects many viable alternative energy systems.

(3) Data for these calculations was extracted from the 1984
Ontario Hydro Annual Report, Kingston PUC rates, local dealer
oil prices, local building material suppliers, power industry
periodicals.

(4) The nuclear costs here are probably quite conservative, are
based on data published by Ontario Hydro and neglect all
future environmental and de-commissioning costs and any
future cost escalations.

This is "our" utility which while ignoring the vast potential for
conservation, co-generation and alternative energy in the Ottawa area
wants to run ugly and unneccessary power lines through some of the most
beautiful country in Eastern Ontario against the universal wishes of the
local people. At the same time they continue to advertise electric heat
in Ottawa and elsewhere. Perhaps your government will be able to bring
Hydro to heel before it wreaks even more economic havoc in the province.
While I hope the figures above will be helpful to you in pursuing this
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goal the following references are also invaluable.

POWER AT WHAT COST by Lawrence Solomon of Energy Probe provides
the best analysis I have seen of what has to change at Ontario Hydro to
make it economically efficient and accountable to the public.

SOFT ENERGY PATHS by Amory Lovins is the definitive work on the
relative costs of competing energy technologies.

Yours Sincerley,

C ohn H. Fowler, P.Eng.
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1986/01/06

T. W. Lane,
Solicitor,
Ministry of the Attorney General,
Crown Law Office,
17th Floor,
18 King Street, East,
Toronto, Ontario

Dear Sir:

RE: FILE NO. 110304

EXPANSION OF ONTARIO HYDRO EASTERN TRANSMISSION LINES

The Louborough North Shore Concerned Citizens support the
petition opposing the Eastern corridor.

As a group, we have been involved since June 1984. There have
been many meetings with our group with Ontario Hydro and many
other groups. Our group also attended and spoke at 2 Joint
Board hearings in Ottawa and Battersea.

•

Here are some of the points of concern expressed by our group
at these meetings and the Joint Board hearings.

- closeness to homes - through populated areas (400 - 500 1)

- sensitive water table (21 new wells - fresh water)
- use of herbicides (leaching into soil and water table)
- radio and TV reception
- real estate depreciation ($5,000 - 10,000 per home)
- safety (children, waterfowl, livestock)
- environmental effect (visual, trees, grass)

With our many meetings with Ontario Hydro, there has never been
conclusive evidence given to us that the points mentioned above
will not affect us by transmission lines through our area.

If you require any further assistance or information please
contact myself on behalf of the North Shore Concerned Citizens.

Respe tfully submitted,

A. i. Schoenmakers,
Spokesperson,
North Shore Concerned Citizens
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Battersea, Ontario
KOH 1HO
November 29, 1985

Mr. David Lewis,
Secretary to Cabinet Select Committee,
Rom 361,
Main Legislative Building, 

DEC `
Queen's Park,
Toronto, Ontario
M7A lA2

Subject: The proposed power line through Storrington Township, to
be erected by Ontario Hydro along the north shore of
Loughborough Lake.

Sir,

I understand that your office is receiving appeals concerning
Ontario Hydro's recent route decision, and that December 2nd is
the deadline for any such appeal. And to that end I state my
objection: I am opposed to Hydro's chosen power corridor through
Storrington Township, north of Kingston, shown on the map and re-
ferred to as the yellow route. I attended the Joint Board hearings
at the Storrington Township Centre last February 11/12, 1985, and
made two different presentations, being spokesman for the Battersea
Loughborough Association and N.V. Freeman Sons; and on behalf of
the Storrington Guides Association, the Rideau-Lakes and 1000 Islands
Travel Councilof this area,, as well as for myself, citizen of
Battersea, Ontario.

Whether electrical energy is needed in Ottawa or not, is not our
concern, though Quebec's potential power supply just across the
Ottawa River makes a new "power project" of this magnitude somehow
questionable. And the fact that this new line is to originate at
Ontario Hydro's Lennox Generating Station (near Bath) which has been
in a mothball state of disuse since its completion in 1973, gives
one little confidence in the present decision of people in high
places ... A billion dollar new power corridor from a closed-down,
never-operated generating station, transgressing lands and people
along a 100-mile corridor (no matter what the route) to augment the
future power requirements of a major city which already has immediate
power available across a small river border. One must wonder if
French Canadian Quebec electrical energy is different, unfit for
Super Ontario?

Allowing the fact that there is no joker in this pack of tricks
to increase our province's vast power debt, then my appeal has to
do with the chosen route specifically that short loop around Lough-
borough Lake, which in Storrington Township is virgin wilderness
territory even to roads, let alone power lines.
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A. i

There already is a Hydro line through south Storrington, but
this route, for some mysterious (engineering) reason is avoided
in the overall plan, until we get near the narrow and picturesque
crossing of the Rideau Canal at Jones Falls. There the new line
joins and follows the old, supposedly on to Ottawa. The south
Storrington route is unacceptable until we leave Storrington?

The existing corridor line is a straight run through open
country north of Kingston, and in that sense has to be the easiest
and most economical route to follow. Minimal engineering problems
in planning and construction, easy and open access for surveillance
and maintenance, and less costly for certain, depending on tower
design, than the chosen "new route" which traverses and jigs around
bog and swamp, ponds and small lakes in a no-man's land of Pre-
cambrian rock, for a great part of its course down the shore of
Loughborough Lake.

If the proposed "new line" is to go through any part of Stor-
rington Township, it should follow and parallel the present power
corridor, which does indeed cross farm land owned by me, on a
straight line run to Ottawa.

Accepting the fact that this proposed new line is needed for
future power security in far places, and understanding that no one
wants power lines across and through farms and back yards, let alone
ravishing wilderness areas and aesthetic vistas..it is my engineering
opinion, that the best route should somehow circumvent the Rideau
Canal completely, as the green, red and blue routes do. If distance
because of added expense is the only criteria for a shorter route,
then any power line is unaffordable at this time. The cheapest route
should in no way be confused with the best route, no matter what the
best route costs.

It is my appeal ... that Ontario Hydro's chosen yellow route is
not the best route, certainly not for Loughborough and Storrington
Townships. And no matter what the engineering studies show in the
overall plan, I am certain it is not the best route for Ontario
Hydro either.

The North Shore route down and around the whole long axis of
Loughborough Lake is not the best route when there are other ways
to go.

Submi-toted Respectfully,

c.c. Kenneth Keys, M.P.P. —`- --
Norman E. Freeman, B. .A. Ag. Eng.
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ietitionn to Cabinet re Ontario i'_3,dro hasten. Cnt;:rio
_'ransi.-Assion Line

Januur^y 25, 1966.
Taal fa;nily
48 Perrot Blvd., North
Ile rerrot, Quebec
J7V 3r:.

File no. 110304

Dear Sir/kadam:

Having been p u'ticipuiity at the Joint Hoard hearin~^,s Yveid li'_e to express
;f __. our views concerns w-, t' c 'ustcrn Cant :rio Transmission 5y ater.::~cpunoion project.

In addition, we ..re in a,:rcement wit'i various issues presented by potitiorers
and shall elaborate on those concerning us. 'Uh have no direct invol'ver-:ent with
these groups, but the outcome of eir efforts n.ny dictate vri:ether vie lose our
land or not.

We own Lot 3.0, Concession V11 (;,,­rrox. 200 acrPn) and p^_rt of Tots y and 10,
Cone ess Vl (approx. 50 :;crcc~, ~;: -t'.,V Totvrsl:ip of ::onta^ue. In !-;cnet-:ll teri._s
we are located about 25 minute:; by c':7 sout rr:est of Utt -:ia or o r ileti s,est of
Eorth Gower. The pur67~—a-6e of t_tis lard Sollov;ed a doc~sior- to secure an foot:.old
in same otherp rt cf Canad:_ Lecat e of tl:e negative directicn tl:e I'arti Quebecois
seemed to be taking in ;uebec ::t ':;1_e bel;irnirz, of t':eir ~;ecor.d term in office.
Now, however, v:e :.:~ re_;ret t1 ;_t decitiio;-,. _'L.1so, w,til that tine viledid not have
enouCh capital to cover ouc:i wi cnde::vor. Our concern it .: lot Orly a peroo::a l one,
but a matter of principle.

In rio case It :S tlie'_'e ;-al ii :T_irti al third party en_v;.Ccd_ -to verify the
figures and infor:<:ti.oa ;;up lied by Ontario 1;rdro. Gut:,_de p•)- t_i.ez; atterpLil,•
to enploy experts to vrilidate -Al t:_is infori,-ztion L.-Ave been forced to p,%y for
the costs thei.,oclves. An r: i.i~?t ,cr of fact neither Gi_1t..ri0 ? ery or t'.;e Joint
Board are willing to reimburse our e::nei:ses for the public he_:rir,;s and tl:e sier-

`; - vices of a lavpyer.
Alternate sources for roger in t__e Uttawa area have not bee-. -adequately dis-

cussed. i'or inst;:. ce, btlyiiV, electricity fron Quebec or adoption of the plan
described as the "...oft ener;:,; plan". Lven the need for this, larLe skit tmt of er,ert y
at this. time is w:.Ie-r quo-,A Ion.

There has not Teen proper rese .rch done into the long-ter_; ;iffects of 1-1i,-h
voltage transiAo: ion lines orl iivii.-am and an1mals. As tlii noo stand (hmt;irio iy dro's
information letters state that t_.ere is no effect or at r._ost a ne-,,ligible effect
on people. It's not hard to fi;:d exerts who can prove either side of tl:e argu-
ment. But Wily 311ou1d we be the oiieo to find out?

1-`111 of the northerly ,.lter;tutivb routes we~1e dropped bee-Luse ofK-12-1y ,, pp poor terrain
for installing tourers, ie. roc.;; zones and wetland areas, even thoW li these areac
are less inhabited. Jo h. Unt~:r°_o 1%ydro and the Joint Board a-,-reed that i;::pact on
human settlement i:: a majcr factor to be considered in an environi.ien+,11

1 eti tiona to Cc,binct re Ont<irio Eydro l:;asteT'r' Cnttlrio 
'.:.'runm:iscion Line 
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these groups, but the outcom.e of t: ,air efforts nBy d:i..ctnte vTjoether '"Ie lose our 
land or not. ~ 

We own lot 10, COl1cGsr;ionYll_ (:lq~r()::c. 200 ~cr",~) -'111d p~rt af Jots 'j and~ 
Concess:tOrlVi-(;:PP::"07:;';;O--::;c~c;:;), i:: t :.e '~ow{',sLip of : :0!1tuf,ue. In fenel'"l terLS 
we are located. (liJout 25 minutc:.;; by C'!!- soutil .. -:est of utti; .. ;a fJX' 9 T'iles Ylcr;t of 
North Gower. ~he ptU'cS:IGC-'Or t::i.o i_'lr,di'ollol'ied a d~ci::;ion to ::;ccnre a fooU.old 
in SOlT,e other p:::.r't cf CCln~i(L 1;C~ul',::;e of tl;c neGative directic''l tLe I'Qrti Ct'uebecois 
seemed to be t;u:ir..::; in ·~'Uei.)(:c :'~t !;1.e hef,ir!l1il'L: of t::pir r.:ecord. tCI'r' in office. 
Now, however, we ] :',!j' rcc;ret tL;:t deci.::;io:',. :u.co, until tj;at tir,:e vie did not lw.ve 
enouch c~'pit~ to cover :.:;uc~" Ull e::,ld.e-::vor. (jur conCern i:..: not mOlly a per-:Jo:':al one, 
but a matter of pri!lcip:, e. 

In no case h:s therc ~-C.::!'l :J' il ::.~~rtinl tLirJ pctrty e!J[;i~ou. to verify the 
tieurec and infor::c!tioa SU1J;)lit.:u hJ' unt.lrio l~dro. (;ut~;ide p-).rt:i.e:.; ::.ttcnrtilJ.'':; 
to eliJploy experto to v,:!li<lc.t(: all tU,t; inforl,ation b.cNe h~Cll forced. to PQ~' for 
the costs thel.IDc:!.VCC. 1ln a I.'io~t-~er 0:: fact ncitl:er Gnt,rio It'clro or the Joint 
Board nre willinc to reil;lbur::;e our e;-;penccs for the pull 1 ic 11(';cU'if1,,:U and tLe ~er­
vices of a'lawyer. 

Al tern:lte sot'.rCes for pOY/er in t:H;) <.;ttawa 
., cussed. }'or in::rk ce, btVir~ electricity from 

described as tlJe ".,oft enerCJ plu..."'.". b'ven the 
'at this, time i:J tU 'l~ur qlle;~tio!l. 

are:! have not becf: adequately d:i:J­
Quebec or adoptioD,of the plan . 
need for thin larGe m:toltnt of en9rwr 

the 10nf3-tcr~: a:.f'fectc of !'!iC}l 
As thine::; ::;tmld Ont::.rio ItrUro' s 

or at J:lOst ::t ncc:liGible effect 
prove either side of the ar[u-

There kl3 not tcen proper rece _reL done into 
voltage transIJim;ion lines OIl lll,lJnnC .md nn:::ma.ls. 
information letters st:lte thUG t~"ore is no effect 
on people. It's not hard. to fiLd cx;:>erts who can 
lIlent. But why SllOLlJd we be tile OLe:.:; to find out? 

:k'll1Y of the northerly .c.:.l terl1i.Ltive" routes we-r-e dropped bec"mse of pOQr terrain 
for installing tOl'lero, ic. roc}:y zone::; and wetland arean, even tl,oU[:L tllese areas 

!' are less inlubi teJ. l}otl: ll:-lt<.:.r:'cO H;j"dl"O a:-:d the Joint Tioflrd acreed tta.t iL:P3.Ct on 
human eettleTllent ic; U LlUj or :fact or to be considered in an envirOnj,;:cll".:'ll ac;:::e::;nr,:cnt. 



I don't think it coy-es as much of a surprise that 11 dro-Quebee has no problem
installing transmission tourers i. Jwies DV, which has exactly tine siz!.e topography.
Of course, the 1:ey opposing factor vias the higher cost this entails. This is the

same excuse Ontario Iiy dro presented when the suggestion of placing the transmission
lines underground was proposed. It may be a higher initial co:t, but the gain f«r
outweighs the cost. In tiontreal and i-iany parts of the U.S. placing power lines

underground is standard practice. The havoc created by weather (ice,rain) would
shut-down tire. Concurrently, the expense of repairs wouldbe removed decreasint; 

be reduced.
Having worried for the past 5 years with power lines in nortlien Quebec I can

.Bay  that I would never want to live beside two 500kv transmission lines. Cur

land deed states that there is one 115kv line running through it and nothing more.

What is the purpose of buying real estate if it's so easily expropriated? Not

only would the corridor pass very close by our cabin and location of our fixture
house, but also by the year 2000 %-eLen all the energy requirements have been met

for the forecasted population of Ottawa, then Ontario hydro mLW have to consider

adding a third line. At the last participation meetint; a Iiydro official su,t;ested
building the house on the back part of our land which is farther away frcrn the
present line, but he neglected to consider the fact that there i; iio road going to
that section of the property Luid it luippens to be wetter.

A report by floods Gordon, 1981 (can -be found in Ontario Itvrdrols lProperty and
Compensation Policiest booklet) indicates that transmission lines may be pore like

ly to lower the selling price of rural estate properties., or of lands in those areas
where rural-estate developrient is most likely to occur. our land recently turned
residential (with allowances for fiinAng) and has even had a developer loot: at the
prospects of a housing project. A new line will affect t e long-tend marketability
of the property.

The 'loodlands Inprovei...ent ixt uareei:ent would be affected by increasing; tl:e
width of the present corridor on our property.

The Environmental Assess pent L'o~.rd was supposed to have had appointed members
of the Royal Coicmission on Electrical Power Planning in order to transfer exper-
ience in electrical parer planning matters to the Poard, but this did not happen.

Vie believe the City of I:anctals petition is justified and requires furt-ur
scrutiny.

Throughout the public hccLrinl;s (ntario }hydro has grouped t1-,e inter-connection

facilities with hydro-Quebec together xritli the Fistern Ontario's TransL-dssion

+. plans yet there has not been an adequate assessu:ent of the inter-connection

..proposals. The inter-connection project should be looked at separately.

1'!e feel the <Toint Board has become apathetic of issues important to landoyrners
being; expropriated and that there was feeling of one-sidedness at the Public

Bearings. The f~~ilure to brick; in i:ldependent judgeTaent b;: expert; in the planning
process, envoron :entrl prccesc, electrical lord analysis, etc., lts broth '.t fort'!,

a decision_ based U1 111_'0_: Ation v of ful iV investi~; a~ , t:rt rr dch will. drastically

affect the live:: of r':a.:;; peo )le.

If there iv fllYtl-~'~ clr~ -fie:_: uired ple^tion req: tate to;e don't l:esAi 

contact us.

]ours sincerel;,,

yho::.uZ Taal

i 

I don't think it COLe:; 313 nluch 0:" n surprise thut Eydro-Quebec has no probler:. 
installing tr<lllmitiosion towcrs :b JU];lGS Day, which has exactly tile sake topograT)h,y. 
Of course, the key 0ppoiJing factor Wi.lS the higher cost this entails. This io the 
same excuse Ont.:a-io It'uro preocnted when the suggeotion of placiUG tile trm:w,ussion 
lines underground was proposed. It TJD:.Y be a higher initial co:.;t, but tl,e eain fur 
outweighs the cost. In 1iontreal arld uany parts of the U. S. plaCing power lines 

" underground is standard practice. ~he havoc created by weather (ice, rClin) would 
be removed~ decreasing shut-dovm tine. Concurrently, the expense of repairs would 
be reduced. 

Having worked for the past 5 years with power lines in northen1. Quebec I Carl 
,say that I would never want to live beSide two 500kv transmission lines. Our 
land deed staten th:lt there io one 1151.7 'line running throue;h it ru1.d llothil1G Dlore. 
What is the purpose of buying real estate if it's so easily expropriated? not 
only would the corridor pass very clo:;e by our cabin lUld location of our future 
house, but aloo by the year 2000 \"II~el1 all the energy requirements have been met 
for the forecasted population of ottawa, then Ontario Hydro m~i,Y have to consider 
adding a third line. At tile last pnrticipation meeting a Eydro official sugGested 
building the house on the bacl-:. part of our land vihich is fartl:er aY/ay frc.r:l the 
present line, but hc neglected to cunsider the fact that there is 11'0 road goine to 
that section or the property ".:..nd it h':,1ppens to be wetter. 
" A report by Woods Gordon, 1981 (Cilll 'be found in Ontari 0 rlydro'" s 'Property and 

• Compensation Policies' booklet) indicates that transcission line::. may bc J:lore like­
ly to lower the selling price of rv.rcl estate properties" or of landa in those nreas 
where rural, estate developncnt is !:'.ost lil~ely to occur. Our land recentl;,' turned 
residential (with allo\,-aYlces for f,illr:ing) and has even had a developer look at the 
prospects of a housinG proj ect. A neW line will affect tr.e long-terIiJ I:l:3.r1:etabili ty 
of the property. ' 

The Woodlands ImproveJ.,eJlt Act Ll.GreCl~ent would be affected b;:,' increasinG tte 
width of the present corrillor on our property. 

The Enviro!lJllental .-\.esesSl~ollt Do~~d Vias supposed to have bad appointed ffielOlbers 
of the Royal COlllztiSGion on l;lectrical Power Planning in order to trancfer exper­
ience in electrical por/er plw:mil1[; r.i<l.tters to the nO<l.rd, but this did not happen. 

Vie believe the City of K:mc..ta' s petition is justified and requires ft:.rt::nr 
scrutiny. 

Throughout tIle public llCarincs (.ntario Hydro has ,:rouped the inter-connection 
.' facilities with Hydro-Quebec tocet!;cr with the .&'1.stern Ontario's 'l'r-amlLusoion 
"r'·'"::" 

~" 
~.I: 

:" 'plans yet tLere has not bcen an auequate asseSSlitent of the inter-colUlCction 
:t~;::,~ :~ proposals. The intel'-colUlcction project should be lool.ed at 3epflrutely. 

- I'/e feel tIle .Toint Soard 11:1::; bccone apathetic of issues inportru1.t to landormers 
being 'exproprLtted and thut tr.ere \';2.S n feeling of one-sidedness nt the Public 
Hearings. The faiinre to l)ril1C in independent judgCli1ent b~: experts in the pl8.ill1ine 

_.' process, envoroy...;,~elltt'.l prcceS::3, electrical load analysin, etc., 1'.o.s brOllG>t fort~l 
a decision. bnseu on int.'o:: ':.1tion nQ't ft,llJ investiC:~~tc<.:., L'nt ~':lu.c:j. ~7ill drastically 
af'fect the 11.vu;:; of' r',:'Cj' pc02)le. 

If tl:er~ ic 'l~;j' .furtLur .:l~u·if;:,.c.:;.tion req~~red plen. ... e don't :~c:.;ita.te to 
contact Uf;. ~1:1<..UJl~-:i;ou. 

Yours sincerel,"', 
~~ 



Janua ry 22, 19M File No. 11010L,

Clerk of the Executive Council
Room 4p1
Legislative Building
Queen's Park
Toronto, Ontario
Y7A 1 Al

Dear Sir/Madam: I

Petitions to Cabinet re Ontario Hydro

Eastern Ont,-rio Transmission Line

I wish to reply to the above-mentioned petitions filed with the

Executive Council Office, soecifical.ly as they relate to the "Site Snecific

Concerns" in the City of Kanata and t~e_Townshir-of Goulbourn.

It is imperative that the location of the approved transmission route

in these two municinalities be considered simultaneously, because the route

in one munic;oality affects the ortions available in the other. Since

Goulbourn is an agricultural reprion, and Kanata or the Rridlewood Cmrr^unity

an urban oriented area, the concerns and objectives of the rmnic;nalities

and their residents are founded on totally different, criteria, nciri".)-urns

main objective is to maintain and rreserve a non renewa*)le resource,

agricultural land, while the City of Kanata wishes further de-elonment in

a residential community.

I find no new evidence beine submitted in the retitions to reouire

the setting aside or rescinding of the decision of the Joint Board.

Janup.ry 22, 19Rh Fi1e No. lJ0~04 

Clerk of the Executive Council 
Room 4Pl 
Lep-islative BuiJdin~ 
Queen's 'Park 
Tor~nto, Ontario 
M7A lAl 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

Petitions to Cabinet re Ont~r~o Hydro 

Eastern Ontprio Transmission tine 

I wish to renly to the above-mentioned netitions filed with the 

Executive Council Off:ice, snecif:5.ca1Jy as they reJate to the "Site ST"Iecif5c 

Concerns" in the City of Ka~at~~~_~_~re_IQwnshin_of GQu'bourn. 
-------------

It is imperative that the Joc~t~on of the apnroved tranSMis~ion route 

in these t~~ munic~nolities be considered s:5.mu1 taneous]y, because the route 

in one munic~na]ity affects the o~t~ons available in the other. Since 

Goulbourn is an apricuJtural relrion, and KanR.ta or the 'Rr:i('newo()d COT"rnmitv 

. an urban oriented area, the concerns and ob1ectives of the ~lnlc~np)ities 

and their residents p''I''''e founded on totp]'v rliffere..,t. crUer5 p. r.~11J~nUMiS 

mR.in ob,iective i~ to mainta:in and T're~e!"'Ve a n('ln renewahJ e resource, 

a.l!ricultu'I""al land, whi] e the Citv of Ypnata w5.shes +"urther rle"e) onment in 

a residential community. 

I find no ~ evidence beinp- submitted in the ~t:5.tions to reouire 

the settin~ aside or reSCinding of the deci~ion of the J~int ~ard. 



It arrears the 'Petitioners nre rpri(?stinP trp, decision nr t.rP J-nt ~nard

be set aside because adeouate rePard was not given to the impact the annrov-

ed route would have on the corminitips involved.

In the netition of the Corn. of tre City of Kan-ta, n nrime concern

is the impact on human settlement of a t',vdro Transmissinn pout,p d;rpct'v

through the Bridlevrood Community, affect_na both PYisting and 
fl-Aurp

devel oni.ent. No uvdro core dory +J-is vrb=r,

cormini ty were --n eYi stance rri nr t.n tre forr-:--ti nn n'r ti-,e C; t,V nP Kar,ata -

!!!hen dp,,rpl or-,P.nt was first, urdertrken vrhnod *`umber 1 of the

Bri dl ew,-)nd r:nmr Unity, nl anni ng, cnnStruct' cn and hemp na.+p,rr-H r t,no)e nl ace

adjacent ".n one of ttP,ge exi st; np 11-4-n corrir'nrs w`"] c!, mi-r '"t.s P P30 kv

line. It is this corrir)or that, tip jr,4nt Rnarri '-as anr~^ntrPd ^r t,tip

500 kv trnnsm;ssion line.

In the !r1e.W of the Rov-1 Cnmrri s!~ i nn on Fi pct,ri c rnwnr rl ann° ng, (ant-rio

Uvdro should nt all times where rr -si hl e use ex; Sting

Evidence was nresented at the Yearings ion her-If of tre Citv nfYan=-t,a) to

show that n third Fydro ri.R&t-of-w~-.y viculd furtt;er fragment tre corim)nity

and adversely hamner the rlanning for the remainder of the vacant 1 pnds-

1he Joint Aoard in its decision, will not create that third uvdro

riPht-ef-way to further fragment the comrunity. rro•,isions mire been

made by the Board for arnrorriate mitigation action to he taken so that

the visual imn,~ct wit.t: the higher Doles will he ..no Prenter than nt nresent.

In acceptinp the Joint Bonrds decision t.re land use oral soli cips in the

amrovpd Official Plan for the Pridlevrood Community whi cr harp a] ready

inte ar-ted the two exist in P corridors and trP ra i l.wr y line vd ll St -111 be

effective, traluable niinn;ng Hoci7mpn+s "(-r t)-1F FU+.Itrp /aPtlpinTl^P~it (~ the

-~ 

be set asir.e bec~use ~deou~te ~e~~rd w~s not piven to the imn~ct the apnrov-

ed route would h):!',e on the eom:rmm-it.ies in"o1ved. 

In the netjtion of t~e Corn. of the City of K~~ptp, p ~~i~p concern 

throuph the '31'5 dJ f!"rond COT'lTTlllnity, <1ff'pct~ np' hoth !,!v"i ~t:i "1p ~nt4 f1Jtu~e 

show that <1 thi1'rl P.yd1'o rigr.t-of-",.;.,y \'lOul('! furUler f1'::>ment t"e cOT"JITI.mity 

and p.dversely h?mper tr.e T'lcmninrr for tre reTTle'.; nde~ of tt>e v?c?nt ' :>'1ds. 

The Jo:i nt Bo?rd in its deci f'-ion, "rilJ not cre?te thAt th~ rrl u"dro 

ITlP.de by the 30'lrc for annrorri?te mi ti P'1tj on "ction t.o he t"ken ~o th?t 

U:e visu?l imnr-ct "ritt: the hipher roles wi'] he .. no p're:>ter th?n ?t nresent. 

intf!p'r?ted the bow existinp' corrielors fmel t,"e r?; lw"'y , jne "."111 !"ti]' he 
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vacant lands within thin Community.

Re the petition of J.W. Stonier and Carl AFhton, W3111=m Davidson

and A. Will.i?.m Jones - Goulbourn To,,mshin: The onnoFition of these

petitioners to the Board decision,is related to the impact on future

development of more marginal lands and the effect on home and lives of

present nrorerty owners. I appreciate the concerns of the petitioners and

recognize that they are in an unenvious Position in owning oronerty

adjacent to more productive apricul.tur?1 land. However to accent the

original Preferred Hydro route runninP east of the Shea Road, midway

between concession 9 and 10, bisecting arnroximately 1000 acres of Prime

agricultural land, alienates all of the rrincinles in the Plannine docu-

ments of the Township of Goulbourn. The Township recognizes that ftftri-

culture is a maior industry and that agricultural land ( a nnn-renewable

resource) is one of its mainr assets and must he nrotectee.

The Joint Board tias fulfilled its mandate to hear, and make a decision

on the evidence presented by the parties, oarticirants and their Counsel.

In considering this evidence, they have made a firm, thnu ehtful commitment

to the final impact of a 500 kv Hydro Transmission Line on both an

Agricultural Municipality and a Residential Community.

As a property owner, a concerned citizen of Goulbourn Townshin, and

a participant at the Joint Board hearing, I support the Decision of the

Joint Board dated Novemher 4, 1985.

Yours truly,

Joan Flewellyn,
R. R. #1,
Stittsville, Ont.
KOA 3GO

•. 
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v~c~nt lands within thi~ CoMMUnity. 

Re the netHion of J.\-,'. Stonier I'l"ti Cprl A!"hton, "'D1i"'m npvi~son 

and A. rliJlipJn Jones - Goulhourn TO"'I1shin. The onno~~t:lon o:f' these 

petitioners to the Board decision, is rel~ted to the imn~ct on future 

development of more marginal lands an~ the effect on home ~nd Jives of 

nresent nronerty owners. I appreci~te the concerns of tre ~etjtioners ~nd 

recognize that they are in an unenvious TlOsition in o"1l'lin~ nronerty 

adjacent to more productive arriculturpJ Jand. P.owever to Bccer-t the 

original nreferred Hydro route runnim>: east of the Shea Road, mid,,'ay 

between concession 9 and 10, bisecting annroximately 1000 PCrp.5 of nrime 

a~r1cultural land, Alienates all of the ~rincin)es in the nlann~ng doeu-

ments of the Townshin of r~u]hourn. The TO,,"'I1sr.in recopn5zes that ft~i-

resource) is one of it!'i ma.,1or assets ann must he nrotectf'~. 

The Joint Board r.as ful fil] ed its man~ate to hear, an~ M"'ke ~ necis~on 

on the evidence nresented by the n~rties, narticinante and their Counsel. 

In considering this evidence, they have made a firm, thoughtful COmMitment 

to the final impact of a 500 kv Hydro Transmission Line on both an 

Agricultural Municipality anc a Residential Community. 

As a property owner, a concerned citizen of GouJhourn TO~'I1shin, and 

a participant at the Joint Board hearing, I support the nec5s~on of the 

Joint Board dated Novemher k, 19P5. 

Yours truly, 

Q ) c?/ d/ 
t//-~J e:7---a,~.,v-<iZ~ 

Joan F'leweHyn, 
R.R. #1, 
StittsviJle, Ont. 
KOA 300 


