TOWN OF CALEDON

CBM-Caledon Quarry
CAART COMMENT SUMMARY TABLE RESPONSE #1 — [Hydrogeology]

Please accept the following as feedback from the Caledon Aggregate Review Team (CAART). Fully addressing each comment will expedite the potential for resolution of the consolidated CAART comments and individual agency
objections. Additional comments may be provided once a response has been prepared to the comments raised below and additional information provided.

Colour Code Description

Resolved subject to additional information being provided to CAART Reviewers
(e.g., Implementation Guide, Report Addendums)

(no colour) Response provided, but no further action taken or required by Project Team

Initial CAART Comments Page/ Applicant Response CAART Response Applicant Response CAART Response
(Dec 2024) Section (Feb 12, 2025) (December 30, 2025.) (May 29, 2026)

1. There are only two cross- Section = While the two cross-sections may not be described in detail in T?oev%i%n;grrl Céﬂg?fg%ﬁﬂi Water \éva;?ruﬁggogggt?s:ilfg’ Argspeer?t(il);
sections provided with the 4.3.3 Section 4.3.3, the reader is referred to Section 8 for a discussion P PP » 119 ’ P

geological model. They lack

good reference points and are

difficult for a reviewer to
interpret. There is almost no
discussion concerning what
the cross-sections show in
relation to the formations
proposed for extraction.

of the development of the geological model for the Site and its
use in the development and implementation of integrated surface
water-groundwater numerical model.

In addition, WSP has prepared an Addendum to the revised
Water Report to address more detailed questions from reviewers
and commenting agencies. Specific to this comment, the
Addendum includes a series of additional cross-sections through
the hydrostratigraphic model, with a key plan provided for each
section, showing its location in plan view. All available borehole
data has been projected onto the cross-sections, and the licence
and extraction limits are also indicated on the sections (see
Addendum Report).

12-Feb-2025

Report Addendum improves upon the
presentation of the site conceptual
model. However, groundwater level
information is not provided on the
cross-sections and wetland features
in the area are not shown, making it
difficult for a reviewer or reader to
determine relevant groundwater
information from the cross-sections.
Also, the names of the 2 lower
formations shown in some of the
cross-sections appear to be missing
in the legends. Additional maps were
not provided; however we believe
that these are no longer necessary
given the cross-sections provided in
the Addendum.

10f3

cross section through the Coulterville
Wetland Complex. The cross section
is approximately parallel to the
direction of groundwater flow.

Water Report Addendum, Appendix
C, Figure 2, Section A-A’ presents a
cross section through the Cataract
Southwest Wetland Complex. The
cross section is approximately
oblique to the direction of
groundwater flow, with the Section
aligned from east to west and the
groundwater flow direction in the
area predicted to be approximately
northwest to southeast.

Attachment 1 presents revised
versions of these cross sections,
including key wetlands and the water
table.

CAART Response — 2025-Dec-30
WSP / CBM Response 2026-May-29
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CAART Response

4. A table showing potential
impacts to surface water
levels (not just flows) at the
various surface water features
in the area (including
wetlands) would be a useful
addition to the surface water
impact assessment.

Section
9.1

In response to ARL’s suggestion, WSP has prepared a table
summarizing the potential changes to surface water levels where
there are SW monitoring stations, and a rating curve has been
established (see Addendum Report). With respect to other
surface water features, WSP has presented figures in the Water
Report (Figures 8-2a to 8-2G, Golder 2023) showing the potential
changes in the groundwater table, including areas where surface
water features are supported by groundwater and may be within
the zone of influence.

12-Feb-2025

The results in the table are unusual
in that predicted water level changes
at all surface water monitoring
stations are essentially zero for both
operational conditions and post-
rehabilitation conditions. Data for four
of the stations (SW5, SW6, SW11,
SW14) indicate a 0.00 m change with
a corresponding percentage change
of 10 — 16%. How does no
measurable change in magnitude
equate to a 10 — 16% change?

The stations in question have
shallow average water levels, with
typical data summarized in Table 6-2
of the Water Report (WSP 2023). For
example, SW14 had an average
water level of 0.01 m in 2020 and
0.09 m in 2021. A change of 10% to
a water level of ~ 0.04 m is a change
of 0.004 m. Reliable measurement
precision for surface water levels, is
typically within several centimeters
and therefore results are rounded to
the nearest centimeter, in this case,
0.00 m change.
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