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Water for Tomorrow is Vork Regions warer efficiency 
program. The goaL' to save mor< than 19 million lieres (4 million 
gallons) of warer each and <Very .uy. In filer, the W2ter thal will be saved 
by Wartf for Tomorrow would supply 3 rown of 50.000 people. 

This savings target is 
part ofYork Region's Long Term 
W"er Strategy. 11,e Region's 

Be a Partner in 
:- ..-

population is projected 10 v rk D_' A D Wi Oem d 
2031 ' 0 ,,,,,OD veragc ay ala an 

double by the year , j 320 >lL 

requiring new water 

supplies to mtel peoples' 
needs. Water for Tomorrow 
will hdp [0 meet [he new 

' 'J':-- J ' >1 demand by J tnamg 
water that is praendy 
wasted or that is lOSt 
through system leakage. 

1 ML _ I million ~.,... 

e()() Making wise use of prosent supply eapacirywill r<ducc 
fulure eapital COSts for the Region. The S I 0 million COSt of the program 
r<pr<SCnlS onJy J 14 of the cost required to deliver the same amount of waler 
through new supply sources. 

Capital ~ of ~ty to supply 
lhtre ofwarerlday 

~~ 

Households and businesses that raIce 
pan in the Water for Tomorrow 
program will benefit through savinI}' 
on wmer and sewer bills. Using warer 
wisdy now also means th.t supplies 
will be secure fOt future generations. 

Achieving warer 
efficiency depends on 
everyone. \Vater fOr 
Tomorrow it working 10 

p:lfrne",hip with 

rater Efficiency 
households, busi ness. 
industry and the 9 ami 

municipalides of York 
Region. 

W.«r for Tomorrow will 

rake 6 reo'" to complete. 
During ,h.t time, <Very 

.erviced household. 

school and small bu.,in .. " 
in the RegIOn will be 
offt",d free insralJaoun uf 
\Vater savIng devices. 
Evtry ,oction of the w,ner 

distribution system will 
be tCSt<..! fOr lcakag<:. 
Elementary mldencs will 
learn .bout water .nd 
water efficiency. 

'-or /IIDrr' Muzik Oil 

irull"idwtl programs Iqul 
bow YU" CIlII be II part'lllff 
• ~adoll. 

Want to Know M ore .. . .. 
- ::::::;us: - r 

Watchfor 
Yearly inserts in your water bill 

• Public displays 

Check out our website 
• r~,yorlcwatel'.on.ca 

Call • (905) 771-7192 
from Markham or Rid1mond Hill 

• 1-800-215-4060 
from other municipalities 

Program 
Partners 

Town of Markham 
Gry of Vaughan 

Town of Richmond Hill 

Town of Newmarket 

Town of AUfOr:! 

Town of Georgina 

Town ofWhilchurch-StouffYille 
Town ofEasr Gwillimbury 

King Township 

?? ,, "'J Oltlario's Risittg Star 

York Region 
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In the Community 
;-. ........ ........ ........ F'"': 

All water sys= c:xperiencc leaka!\". Walennain 
breaks Wt spill above ground are found and repaited 
immcxliatdy bUI other leaks are hidden underground. 
Small pinhole leaks also OCCUr throughout the system. 
In York Region, hidden leaIclge is estimated to be 
11 .5 million lirres a day at a COSI C/f over $1.5 million 
a y.:ar 10 the local arc:a municipalities. 

Warer ror Tomorrow's goal: save over 5 million urres a 
day by finding and repairing costly leaks. 

By SYSlematically measuring the warer flows in each 
ncisJ1bouthood, Water for Tomorrow will uack down 
ooscly, hidden leak. in Ihe warer distribution system. 

Also, by carefully 
concrolling SYSlem 
p"""'lre, Waler for 
Tomorrow will teducc 
warer loss through the 
numerous pinhole leaks 
which arc: nOI 
d=ble. 

.~ 

I "~ 
-~.' 

• 

Local Partners 

Over the nexr 4 years, the leak dereeclo" program will 
be implemented in conjunction with the 9 local :trc::I 

municipalities. The result - Water for Tomorrow will 
teducc system leakage by half- with a saving of over 
$800,000 annually. 

-- - ---- -..:. 

In the Wor!q>lace 
- ............-... 

Whether it is used for an indUStrial process, ail 
condldoning. landscape irrigation elf simply empl"Y'-'C 

At Home 
-~ - ...... -' -=-:z - ....... 

On average, each person in York R:gion uscs250 10 

300 litres of wareraday or enoush 10 fill more than 
washrooms, businesses use warer 100-

sometimes lots ofir. Using Water 

wisely can hdp to rediJce 

. WT 2 bathrubs. Where: does it all go? 
ReroOO Watel' 

~ Climate, fixrures and babitS all 
operating COSts and improve 
profitability. 

W;trer for Tomorrow's goal: System 
~ 

determine how much water is 
used. W:tter demand goes 
up in hotr<!r, drier summers. 

Older [oilClS and showerhcads 
help building ownetS and 
managers disaM:r the water saving 
potential in their business. 

Business, Industry 
& Instirutional 

usc twice: 3$ much water 3$ 

newer modds. Simply leaving a cap 

Since every induscrial process is cliffercnt, mere: is no 
onN~fits-all warer efficiency solution. Water for 

drippiogc:m waste up to 251i= of "'aDOra 
day. W.DOr for Tomorrow can'[ change [he weimer 
bu~i[ can change fixrures. Upgrading the toilets and 
shDWl'l'heads in a housdwld can save more than 
150 lirrc:s of warer a day. 

~~~n(Y~ 
Let's Ike it. Ultimately. 
people decide how waler 
is used. 

W:trer fot Tomorrows goal: 
promote water aw.renC$S 
and encourage every 
person in York Region !O 

usc waccr wiscly. 

Water ror Tomorrow will 
provide information on 
waItt efficiency and keep 
people infonned of 
progress. All \60,000 ...-vieed households in York 
Region will be conracted through adverti.!emem:s. Tomorrow will pl'OVlde 

free warer audits 10 

pinpoint where large 
volume users can sa\"e 
walet. Por small 
businesses; schools and 
instirutions, Water for 
lbmorrow will provide 
fi-cc installation of low flow 
showerheads and e:uly­
closing ,0U", Oappers. 

Water ror Tomorrow's goal: upgrade 
fixrures In all homes that now hllve 
inefficient flXtW'CS for a savings of 
13 million lirres a day. 

Aver.ag<: per pcn<>n u.w 
250-300 LJday 

public displays, spcaking 
engagements. a web sire and 
yearly inserts in the WIlter bill 

-Be a Partner 
at Work 

T like advantage ofWater for Tomorrow's offi:r of a 
free water audit or fixrurc: upgrade. Then fullow 
throush on m.e audit recommendations; rna"" warer 
efficiency part of your business. 

"Wltrer ror Tomorrow will contact 
every homeowner and apamnent 
building manager in YOlk Region. 
Wim the homeowners' permission. a 
repr=ntarive will chock all fixtun:s in 
the home and instal) lite low-Row 
showerheads and earl)'-dosing toiler 
8appers where needed. 

Be a Partner 
at Home 

li<res 
pcr dny 

Say yes ro Warcr for Tomorrow's free upgrJde of 
showerheads and tOiletS. And, dOD't .cop there. 
Wareh for other ways ro save \V21Ct in and around dx: 
home. 

Showerhead 
& toiler upgrade 

Save 50 Uelay 

50 

Throush Water ror Tomorrow, 
elementary students in York 
Region will learn aboul warer 
and regional watec issues. 11,e 
new rurriculum will be u..ed 
a.> a focal point in reaching 
geography, science, math 
and english. 

Community 
Partners 

York Region's Public and Separare School Boards are 
parrners in tho 5Chool program. The broad public 
education program is bemg carried out in conjunction 
with the 9 local area municipalities. 

s_ ~.:::;-.:L o! =-s _ 
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December 20, 1996

Mr. Patrick Northey, President
The Ge: rglan Say Association
19 Edgecombe Avenue
Toronto, Ontario
M5N 2X1

Dear Mr. Northey:

Re: York Reglon / Consumers Utilities
Long Term Water Supply Project

Thank you for your December 5, 1996 submission regarding our project. On
December 19, 1996, Regional Council adopted its long Term Water Supply. Your
submission, as requested, was brought to the attention of Council, The strategy
recommended to and adopted by Council does not contemplate the use of GeorgianBay as a water supply for York Region. Copies of the media package and the reporton Selection of the Preferred Solution are enclosed for your information.

As your submission reacts mainly to the premise that the Georgian Bay solution
would be our Preferred Solution you may not feol a detailed response is necessary.

However, we do wish to comment on some of the main points you have raised.

• We request an individual Environmental Assessment for this project.

The Class Environmental Assessment for Municipal Water and Wastewater projectsclearly contemplates the possibility that a proponent may determine, having initiateda project under the Class Environmental Assessment, that the nature of thepreferred solution may dictate a re-evaluation.

!72.50 Ybma,- Sma.Y Box 167 MUINANKFI; ONIANO 1J)'61.1
it h (90.5) 8.90.6N)o 1.888. )'()RK.1)"A (905) 764.6,144
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December 20, 1996 

Mr. Patrick Northey, President 
The Ge:.rglan Bay Association 
19 Edgecombe Avenue 
Toronto. Ontario 
M5N 2X1 

Dear Mr. Northey: 

R.: York Region I Consumers Utilities 
Long Term Wattr Supply Project 

Thank you for your December b, 1996 submission regarding our project. On December 19, 1996, Regional Council adopted its long Term Water Supply. Your submission, as requested, was brought to the attention of Council. The strategy recommended to and adopted by Council does not contemplate the Use of Georgian Bay as a water supply for York Region. Copies of the media package and the report on Selection of the Preferred Solution are enclosed for your information. 

As your 8ubmisslon reacts mainly to the premise that the Georgian Bay solution would be our Preferred Solution you may not feel a detailed response is necessary. 

However, we do wish to comment on some of the main points you have raised. 

1. We request an Individual Environmental Assessment for thIs project. 

The Class Environmental Assessment for Municipal Water and Wastewater projects clearly contemplates the possibility that a proponent may determine, having initiated a project under the Class Environmental Assessment, that the nature of the preferred solution may dictate are-evaluation. 

J12J(I Y(JNCt'/:' .~'J'RI:J;''J Jim' /11"1 NJ:WMANKI,'1j ON'lAltm I .. U' 6~1 
1)(/./ ('(1,5) 8.'(1.69(}0 ,. HNH. J'OIlK·IJ, (J (9tJ'i) 761· 6.9/4 

-----_ .. _ .... 
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The document states:

"The procedures outlined in Phase II will lead the proponent to the conclusion thatthe project is: t

approved (Schedule A)
0 approved subject to Screening (Schedule B)a subject to the Full Five Phase Planning Process (Schedule C) orshould proceed through an Individual Environmental Assessment"

Our opinion is that we have successful completed Phase 11 of the Class

g

Environmental Assessment as It pertains to Master Planning and will be seekin theconcurrence of the Environmental Assessment Branch of the MiniEnvironment and Energy to that effect. stry of

This does not mean that components of the preferred strategy will receive no furtherEnvironmental Assessment consideration, Rather, It means that each one canProceed according to its appropriate Schedule without repeating Phases I and 11 ofthe Class process.

2. Evaluation of Altdmatives violates EA Act

We feel that the preferred alternative that we have adopted does reflect anunderstanding of both actual and perceived environmental impacts.
While further debate may not be needed, we do have to comment wehave significantly overestimated the potential environmental impacts 

that
the 

Georgian
Bay option. orglan
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Page 2. 

The document states: 

kThe procedures outlined in Phase f I wifl lead the proponent to the conclusion that the project is: 

• approved (Schedule A) 
• approved subject to Screening (Schedule B) • subject to the Full FIve Phase Planning Process (Schedule C) or • should proceed through an Individual Environmental Assessment" 

Our opinion is that we have successful completed Phase 1\ of the Clsss Environmental Assessment as It pertains to Master Planning and wilt be seeking the concurrence of the Environmental Assessment Branch of the Ministry of Environment and Energy to that effect. 

This does not mean that components of the preferred strategy will receive no further Environmental Assessment consideration. Rather, It means that each one can proceed according to its appropriate Schedule without repeating Phases I and It of the Class process. 

2. Evaluation of Altelmatlves violates EA Act 

We feel that the preferred alternative that we have adopted does raflect an understanding of both actual and perceived environmental Impacts. 
While further debate may not be needed, we do have to comment that we feel you ·have significantly overestimated the potential environmental impacts of the Georgian Bay option. 

-----... ". _ ... ---.-.. ." 
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The 'genetic algorithm is simply a computer application that facilitated thedevelopment of technical solutions.

Use of the algorithm enabled us to significantly reduce the time to evaluate themyriad of potential combinations of selections available to us. We doubt that therepllcability and traceability requirements of Environmental Assessment wereIntended to preclude the use of such advanced techniques.

3. York Region has not consulted adequateiy with the public

Contrary to your impression, source communities within Peel, Metro, Durham andSimcoe were consulted on the development of the facility. Each and everymunicipality in the above areas was provided with a copy of our reports and invitedto submit comments.

We debated the issue of Public Open Houses at considerable length. We concludedthat the level of public interest respecting a possible project would not justify OpenHouses in all local areas at this time. We would fully expect to further involve thelocal Public with respect to our preferred solution.

We did, however, advertise our Public Open Houses widely. As well, we offered tomake transportation arrangements for those outside York Region to attend.

With respect to formal question and ' answer sessions, the Open Houses werestructured, and advertised, as opportunities to meet and converse with staff on anInformal basis. We were not inclined to deviate from that format to accommodatethe wishes of a minority. in the case of one Open House, however, where theaudience unanimously was in favour of a formal question and answer session, sucha session was held.

We did not envision that the purpose of the Open Houses was -to inform the publicabout how the alternatives were to be evaluated". Rather, we were seeking theopinions of the public on that very question.

The "genetic algorithm is simply a computer application that faoilltated the development of technical solutions . 

.. Use of the algorithm enabled us to significantly reduoe the time to evaluate the myriad of potential combinations of selections available to us. We doubt that the 
rep~lcability and traceability requirements of Environmental Assessment were . Intended to preclude the use of such advanced techniques. 

3. York Region has not consulted adequately with the Public 

Contrary to your impression, source communities within Peel, Metro, Durham and Simcoe were consulted on the development of the facility. Each and every . municipality in the above areas was provided with a copy of our reports and Invited to submit comments. 

We debated the issue of Public Open Houses at considerable length. We concluded that the level of public Interest respecting a possible project would not justify Open Houses in allioca! areas at this time. We would fully expect to further Involve the local Public with respect to our preferred solution. 

We did, however, advertise our Public Open Houses widely. As well, we offered to make tr~nsportatjon arrangements for those outside York Region to attend .. 

With respect to formal question and answer sessions, the Open Houses were structured, and advertised, as opportunities to meet and converse with staff on an Informal basla. We were not inclined to deviate from that format to accommodate thewlehee of a minority. In the case of one Open House, however, where the audience unanimously was in favour of a formal question and answer session, such a session was held. 

We did not envision that the purpose of the Open Houses was "to inform the public about how the alternatives were to be evaluated". Rather. we were seeking the opinions of the public on that very question. 
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Page 4.

Most of the responses with respect to the quality of the Open. Houses hextremely positive. have been

We feel that we have, Indeed, addressed the requirements of the EnvironmenAssessment Act in respect of public participation in the process to date. 
tell

4. The proponents have not fully considered all Federal and internationalernational

We believe that.we have indeed, acknowledged the need to obtain such approvals,and included an assessment of that in the selection of the preferred alternative.
After the December 19 Council meeting, we discussed the project with yourExecutive Director, John Birnbaum. We will be following up on that discusslonfurther correspondence in the near future, with

Thank you for your submission.

Yours truly,

N. L. Embree, P. Eng,
Joint Project Manager - York Region

NLE/an

c: Minister of Environment Canada
Ontario Minister of Environment and Energy

~Ee.20 '96 14:36 
F~.· 
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Most of- the responses with respect to the quality of the Open' Houses have been extremely positive. 

We feel that we have. Indeed, addressed the requirements of the Environmental Assessment Act In respect of public participation in the process to date. 
4. The proponents have not fully considered all Federal and International Approvals. 

We believe that,We have indeed, acknowledged the need to obtain such approvals, and Included an assessment of that in the selection of the preferred alternative. 
After the December 19 Council meeting. we discussed the project with your Exeoutlve Director, John Birnbaum. We will be following up on that discussion with further correspondence in the near future. 

Thank you for your submission. 

Yours truly, 

. ,. \ 

N. L. Embree, P. Eng. 
Joint ProJect Manager - York Region 

NlE/an 

c: Minister of Environment Canada 
Ontario Minister of Environment and Energy 


