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McCague Borlack LLP 

59 Collier Street, Barrie, Ontario  L4M 1G7  

Tel: (705) 481-0240  Fax: (705) 481-2062 

A member of CANADIAN LITIGATION COUNSEL, a nationwide affiliation of independent law firms 

Eric W.D. Boate 

Direct Line:  (705) 481-0236 

Email:  eboate@mccagueborlack.com 

 

January 17, 2019 

VIA COURIER 

Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing 

Municipal Services Office – Central Ontario 

777 Bay St., 13
th

 Floor 

Toronto, ON  M5G 2E5 

 

Attn: Ross Lashbrook, Manager 

          Community Planning & Development 

Dear Mr. Lashbrook: 

Re: Edward Krajcir re County of Simcoe  

Our File No.: 5318.0001__________________________________________________ 

 

We are the lawyers for Mr. Edward Krajcir and Mrs. Scarlett Graham-Krajcir, in the matter of 

the Amendment to the County of Simcoe Official Plan, Subsection 17(34) and 21 of the Planning 

Act, File No.: 43-OP-169096. In this regard, we enclose herewith the following: 

 

We ask that you kindly attend to the filing of the attached Appellant Form (A1)  with the Minister of 

Municipal Affairs and Housing, on our behalf. 

 

We have enclosed a copy of this letter, which we would ask be returned to us upon completion of 

our request, stamped accordingly by your office with the date of filing for our records. 

 

We thank you in advance for your assistance in this matter. 

 

Yours very truly, 

McCague Borlack LLP 

 
Eric W.D. Boate 

EB/co 

 

Enclosures 
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SCHEDULE A 

 

 The site selection process is not consistent with the Planning Act requirements on natural 

heritage as outlined in the Provincial Policy Statement (PPS 2014). The diversity and 

connectivity of natural features, and the long-term ecological function and biodiversity of 

natural heritage systems should be maintained, restored and, where possible, improved, 

according to the PPS policies; 

 

 The decision is not consistent with the PPS, and does not conform to Simcoe or the Township's 

Official Plans with respect to natural heritage features and functions: Simcoe has not 

demonstrated there will be no negative impacts on "significant woodlands", "significant wildlife 

habitat" or the "habitat of endangered species and threatened species"; 

 

 The site selection process did not adequately consider the requirements of the PPS resulting in 

the identified short-listed sites, and ultimately the preferred site, with limited consideration for 

natural heritage impacts; 

 

 Simcoe's application to co-locate the OPF and MMF contradicts earlier staff recommendations 

to separately locate the two facilities without explanation;  

 

 It is unusual for a municipality to propose the construction of substantial infrastructure within a 

natural heritage feature;  

 

 The Scoped Environmental Impact Study ("EIS") prepared by GHD Ltd. does not acknowledge 

the presence of Significant Wildlife Habitat ("SWH"). However, based on the information provided 

in the EIS, the subject property meets criteria for several SWH categories. This lack of 

acknowledgement appears to be based on misinterpretation of the data, and of provincial policy 

natural heritage guidance; 

 

 The proposed location of the facility within the center of the site will result in the loss of 

approximately 18 hectares of "interior forest" habitat upon which many SWH species depend; 

 

 The EIS did not adequately demonstrate the absence of Species of Risk, including species 

designated threatened and endangered under the Endangered Species Act, 2007 (e.g. Jefferson 

Salamander). As a result, the claim that no impacts are anticipated on these species or their habitats is 

unfounded; 
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 The EIS inexplicably downplays the implications of the Significant Woodland designation of the 

site, and the impacts on ecological features and functions of the woodlands as a result of the 

proposed development; 

 

 The EIS fails to acknowledge that the proposed use will result in an increase in invasive, predatory 

and 'pest' species, which will lead to negative impacts on local flora and fauna populations in the 

remaining woodlands; 

 

 The EIS fails to adequately address the direct and indirect impacts associated with the internal 

road network and traffic volumes; and 

 

 The EIS fails to adequately consider the impacts on PPS-defined adjacent lands, as well as the 

cumulative effects of the proposal, given the likely future expansion of the facility. 

 

 Changes in runoff patterns as a result of development may impact wetlands on site and 

associated Significant Wildlife Habitat. Additional work (including monitoring) is 

recommended to assess overland flow patterns to wetlands on the site to clarify the hydrological 

characteristics of the wetlands, for inclusion in the EIS. 

 

 The decision fails to consider Stantec Consulting Ltd.’s June 2010 report, “Sold Waster 

Management Strategy, County of Simcoe”, specifically in relation to the size of the facility.  

 

 The decision fails to consider the deleterious effect the facility and surrounding infrastructure 

will have on local agricultural operations, notably Edward Krajcir’s horse farm;  

 

 The facility will have a deleterious effect on many of the surrounding homes, notably Edward 

Krajcir’s;  

 

 The ERRC is an industrial facility, which belongs in an industrial location with an industrial 

designation. It is a class two industrial use. It has not basis for being in a natural heritage area.  
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