
5=6NT BY, ; 6-H-94 . a~46 Jahn Jackson-* '4L.A4 2

--- -- - -- Great Lames United ,
--;M

17 14a j or Street
Kitchoner N2H 4R1

744-r7503

June 270 1994

Engineering Committee
Regional Municipality of waterloo

RE: Options for Long Term Water Strategy

We urge you to retain the groundwater supply combined with
intensive water conservation measures as the strategy for
Waterloo Region's long t&rM water supply. We A190 Nupport
further aolnsideration, of aquifer recharga as a possible backup
option. we urge you to drop Great Lakes pipalurea from further
consideration as options.

Why Not Great Lakes Pipelines:
We appose further consideration of pipelines from the Great Lakes
because,

1) A pipeline encourages irresponsible behaviour by not putting
enough emphasis an protecting groundwater from contamination► it
is consistent with tha mentrsl.ity that we can write off some water
supplies and always be able to find clean water somewhere else.
This loads to leas stringent actions to protect local
groundwater. There will not always be somewhere else to go far
clean.water.

2) The Croat Lakes do not guarantee a clean supply of water
either now or in tha future, regardless of which lake the water
is taken from. A recent survey by Lhe U.S. Envizonmental
Protection Agency found that only 2 percent of the 5,39.9 mil,ee of
Great Lakes shoreline Qn, the U.S. side is "fishable, swimmable
and drinkable." The situation is no better on the Canadian side
of the Lakes.

3) Efforts to encourage water conaGrvation will be fruitless if
we contLnue to encourage the mentality that we can always find
another source of mater.

4) Piping in water from distant sources encourages communities
to grow beyond their natural Capacity. A ProvinCial study
determined that the envirornental factor limiting the ability of
the WatarloQ Region to grow was not water supply, but the
.inability of the Grand River to absorb the increased effluent
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We uxgeyou to ~etfl.1n t.he groundwater lupply combined with 
intensive wat.r conservation meAsures a. the strategy fo~ 
Waterloo Region's lonq term water supply. we a180 8upport 
further aonlideration of aqu~te~ ~echAr9. 41 4 possible bACkup 
option. we urqe you to crop Great Lakes pipelin •• frDm fu~ther 
consideration 4S option •• 

Why Not. Great Lakes PlpE/lines =_ 

We oppose furth.r oonsideration of pipelines from tho Great Lakes 
bec;ause; 

1) A pipeline encouraqee irresponsible behaviour by not putting 
enough emphasis en pl'otecting groundwater from con·tamination. It 
is consistent. with t.hA mentllHty that 'WO C:l'!ln write off SOIflGl wator 
eupplies I'll\d alway" be I'lklle to f1nd cleAn wat.f::Jr somewhere else. 
This lQsd. to less stringont action& to proteot local 
gro~ndwater. There will not always be somewhere else to ao fer 
clean w.t~r. 

2) 'the Groat, Lakes do not guarant.ee a clean supply of water: 
either now or in thQ future, reqard1988 of which lake the water 
iB taken from. A recent survey by ~he U.S. Envi~cnmental 
Protection Agenoy found that only 2 percent of tho 5,319 ~!leG of 
Gre~t Lake. &hOrellne on the u.s. s1d.e is "!1shabls, 8wimmable 
and drinkable. II ThQ sit.uat.ion is no batter on the Canadian aida 
gt the :Lakes. 

3) Effoz.'ts to encouraqe water conservation will be fruitlQs~ if 
we continue to encQuraqe the mentality that Wti cen .lways t1nd 
another goures of water. 

4) Piping in water from distant SOurC~R encour.ges Qommun~tie8 
to grow beyond t.heir nQtural capacity. A prOVinCial Study 
determinod that the envi~or~.Gnt.l faoto~ limitinq the ability of 
the W~tBrloQ Region to grow was not water supply, but the 
inability of the Orand R1vQr to absorb the inoreased effluent 
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from waste water tradtment plants and runoff from ,developed
properties if growth occurs. we must remember that wat.er'piped
in ultimately becomes waste waiter:

5) Thig ,would be A very' Costly option' to build and maintain,. It.
also would involVe the costs of a.full anvironmental assesement.
In 'a :letter datod November 10, 1993, the Minister of . Munici.pal
Affairs acid that a pipeline to the Great Lakes•"would be'subject
to a full Ohvironmtntal.assesament;

5) ThAls is not just a,local ieaus.. We,must not ignore the
.concerns of the p~aple who live wrier@ the.pipeline would take its
water from and alone the routes. Considerable opposition could be
engendered from such people. For, example, the Georgian gay
ASSOCia3tion, which has 5,000 member families.Approximately 500 of
whmr, live in Waterloo Reglon,­ vehoimently 'opposes any pipeline
that would divort water from Georgian Bay.

Yours si'ncetely,

John Jdckson
'.Pr4inident

i Great Lakso urilta47 ie s twelve•year-old, binational coalition of
184 croups devoted to'protecting and eantoring thse ar®at Lakes
St.xawrence`River rcosye~em. Its rreraberahIp ilwludve
environmvnialists, cammanitY and native• orgainiastsiono, anglers,
labour unions, ressavehers, muhicipalitipa and eoneervationiets, .
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from walSte water treatment plants and r"l.,mof'f, fromdev~lopE!!d . 
properttB!I if growt.h occurs.' we must;: remalllbet' that wa~er ptped 
in 1.l1 t1.tnaUl1ybacomQI Wa.st~ water. ~ . . . 

5) T~,i.a ,wouldtlG a' vary' C::OStly option' to buLld.arid maintain. It. 
also wouiC1 involve the costs ofa.fuli ~nvironmenta.l assessment. 
In' a :letterdatcd No\totnllQ;t 10, 19~3'i the Minister of. MUl'/.!ciP41 
Afh.:l.rs. fU.\ic.l that a pipeline to the GJ;'eat lIakelf' I~wou,ld. be' ilubj_c~ 
to Cl fuU ,nvironmente.l IlIl.EitllJl!ment." . . 

Ei) This is nat' just·s. local, ,la8~a •. ' We. must not ignore the . 
. . c:oncernll otthe peopl. 'Who 11 va wl'teI'~. 'the pipeline ~oulct take 1 ta . 

wat.ar from andalonq thQ routO.eonlilidQl~ablQl oPPosition could be 
engenderet;1frOl\\ eUCh people. For. example, the GGorgia~. Say , 
AilloeUtion, wh1c.h, has E I 000 member fam:!:.UesApproKirnately 500' of 
whorl !iV" in Watorloo Rog!on,' vehement.ly 'oPPoiSal any pipeU,ne 
that wQulddlvort wat.al'from Georgian Day • 

. ~ours sinoerely, 

~~ M~ I. . . 

..,. ;~;;. -
~ John Ja.;son '. 

'PraRlda1'lt 

. Grellt LAir •• uri.1t.~ U It t\on!.lv."YDar-old,biniLHon.1.l cealit.ion of 
180 \iroup., dilvoted t!;f' protecting and r8~I:Orinq theUran LakI&8-.. 
St.:t.aw~limc!lR!Lv.r .OQ.yjlltlllm. It. lI',embel:lilhJ.p in~l\l.d..,· . . 
environmen~&lbtlJ, ClQram\.UlLt;r e.ncl notive' Ql'g_nhQ\ionlll, angle:c., 
llDCur union!!!, r~ •• a!'ehlillrs, Jb\l.niclpalitt"" and cQnlleZ"vationiai:.a, 
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