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to Rebecca v

Hi Becea,

Thank you for confirming.
It's frustration and deep devastation.
| am losing sleep at night and finding it hard to cope with the impending stress that this proposal is creating. It's a scary future for

our children and all the generations of children that will live here after us.

On a personal note, please know that | appreciate your time and patience with me through this process. | recognize that you have
a duty to represent the Ski Resort and Kresin Engineering and | do not envy you.

From my perspective there has to be another way that doesn't involve depositing pollution into this precious water way. There
are others ways but | am sure it would take greater time and cost.

In the end of it all, Canada is in an active climate crisis already. We must protect every natural element possible.
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Does the Kresin Engineering or the Ski Resort have any information (at all) available that explains the risks of a WWTP? Or the
risks of effluent waste entering fresh water ways?

I find it alarming that none of this information was available at the public information center.

Whether that be in the event of mechanical failure, human failure or environment disruption? Anything?

| recognize that the SAR and EIS are still in progress from one of our previous exchanges.

I just find it odd that this is information is only available and/or completed after the ECA application is approved / processed.
All of the information provided as the PIC felt like a feel-good sales pitch with very little information on the potential risks to the

environment and human health. The process has been on going for 3+ years now and there's several hoops to jump through
which to me equates to high risk(s).

or total transparency, in my opinion, there should be a PIC that presents and dissects the the ACS top-to-bottom. At the very

least, more information that details potential failures and risks to the environment and human health. The fact that nothing is
available is concerning. Other than what | can find online j
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| can almost guarantee that if the ACS was presented at the meeting along with all points of potential risks + failures that a lot
more people would have come away from the PIC better informed and more willing to share their concerns + feedback during the

next stage when it's posted on the ERO.

There are a lot of people who are not critical thinkers. Just look at how many people showed up without even knowing what a ACS
was or what it included. Or who came in hot and bothered and were easily soothed by the feel-good info provided on the boards.

An advantage for the resort and engineering firm really.
I wanted to ask you if the ACS is/was done generally or if it was based on the specific SBR system the resort is hoping to use?

I know you are heading out for some time away shortly. Has the date of submission for the ECA been decided?

Thank you for your time and energy,
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That is correct. Correspondence will-be included with personal information redacted: Please note, | will be away July 24 to

early August—so we are hoping to submit the ECA before | leave. If it is possible, please provide any comments or concerns

However, the MECP is aware that consultation will be ongoing during the review process and that we will be providing
updates on any comments received during the review process.

Warm regards,

Becca Smit, P. Eng.
Project Engineer
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It was a pleasure meeting you in person last night at the PIC. As requested, please see attached the geotechnical report

completed for the project. | am working on getting some of the answers you asked last night from the Ministry.

One attachment + Scanned by Gmail ® (&} Add to Drive

DOWN TO EARTH

gectechnical engineering

Geatechnical Investigation Report

B8 G24059_Geo. Eng... '
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to Rebecca v

Good morning Becca,

It was nice to meet you in person as well.

“The information session was not as fruitful as | had hoped. There was a lot of information that was not available and
questions/concerns that could not be answered. As such, | don't believe the community received a well rounded view of this

Has there been any update from the ministry?

Thank you for confirming,
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Hi g,

We understand the frustrations from the attendees. Someof;the information asked for is- work thatis completed after the
ECA application approved andm which includes operational procedures and some of the

specifics that were being requested.

We have not heard back from the Ministry on some of the outstanding questions that you and others have asked, we have

followed up on status but again the Ministry can be slow to respond due to the volumes of projects they are involved in.




