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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Charter Development LP (Charter) retained Stantec Consulting Limited (Stantec) to complete a
hydrogeological assessment for the subject lands located east of Line 15 North and south of Bass Lake
Sideroad East, in the City of Orillia, Ontario (Site) (Figure 1). The Site covers an approximate area of 103
hectares (ha) and is bounded to the north by Bass Lake Sideroad East and rural residential areas to the
north, a mixture of agricultural and wooded areas to the east (lands designated as future subdivision
development), and predominantly agricultural lands to the south and west (Figure 1). A southwest to
northeast running Trans-Canada Energy pipeline easement also bisects the Site. Stantec understands
the proposed development concept for the Site is to include a mixture of low, medium and high-density
residential housing, roadways, a stormwater management (SWM) pond, with site servicing including
sanitary sewers, storms sewers, and municipal water supply.

Stantec (2019) also performed a geotechnical investigation for the Site at the same time as the
hydrogeological investigation, with the results of this geotechnical work being provided under a separate
cover.

Overall, the focus of this hydrogeological investigation is to evaluate potential effects of the proposed
development on the hydrogeological form and function of the Site. Specifically, the hydrogeological
investigation objectives are as follows:

1. Interpret the geological and hydrogeological conditions at the Site, including identifying
hydrostratigraphic units, seasonal fluctuations in groundwater levels and hydraulic gradients,
goundwater-surface water interactions (with regard to the onsite wetland), and soil infiltration
potenital.

2. ldentify those local aquifer systems from which nearby residences obtain their potable water
supply (i.e., private wells) and provide commentary on whether future development could interfere
with these groundwater quantities.

3. Preliminary assessment of whether proposed future buildings, stormwater management facilities,
serciving (i.e., storm/sanitary sewers and watermains) and associated construction activities
could intercept the groundwater table and evaluate if any measures are required to mitigate
potential disturbances on pre-development groundwater elevations and flow patterns.

4. Review proposed land use activities for conformity with Source Water Protection requirements as
stipulated in the Clean Water Act.

5. ldentify potential hydrogeological constraints to the development of the Site and evaluate
potential mitigation measures to alleviate these constraints.

hs \\cd1004-f01\01609\active\121622652\05_report_deliv\deliverable\ver.2\rpt_20220930_west-orillia-neighbourhood-plan_hydrogeology_ver.2_final.docx 11
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This report is arranged into seven sections, including this introduction (Section 1). Section 2 presents the
physical setting of the Site at a regional scale. Section 3 outlines the methods used to evaluate the Site
hydrogeological conditions. Section 4 presents the results of the Site investigation, with Section 5
discussing the potential hydrogeological impacts of the project and recommended mitigation measures.
Report conclusions and references are listed in Sections 6 and 7, respectively. All figures and tables
referenced in this report are presented in Appendices A and B, respectively. Appendices C to E include
Regional Groundwater Flow and Recharge and Discharge Area Mapping, Borehole Logs, and Hydraulic
Conductivity Analytical Solutions, respectively.
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2.0 PHYSICAL SETTING

2.1 PHYSIOGRAPHY, TOPOGRAPHY AND DRAINAGE

The Site is located predominantly within the physiographic region classified by Chapman and Putnam
(1984) as the Simcoe Uplands (Figure 2). The Simcoe Uplands physiographic region extends northeast
from Lake Simcoe to Severn Sound encompassing a series of upland features separated by a network of
incised, steep-sided sandy floored valleys, which are typically occupied by perennial streams. Gently to
steeply rolling plains of Newmarket Till characterize the upland areas, with this till deposit often being
overlain by fine- to coarse-textured glaciolacustrine and outwash deposits of silt and sand. The uplands
are commonly surrounded by well-defined shorelines and beaches formed by glacial Lake Algonquin, with
organic deposits consisting of peat, muck and marl sometimes occurring within the low-lying areas.
Typical surface elevations range from 220 to 250 meters above mean sea level (m AMSL) in the valleys
and 280 to 350 m AMSL in the uplands (Figure 3).

The Site largely lies upon drumlinized till plain (Figure 2) and is situated approximately 1.8 kilometers
(km) from the northeast flank of the Oro Moraine. The Oro Moraine is characterized by numerous local
topographic highs and has been deeply incised by surface drainage, although there are currently no
perennial streams. The moraine forms both a regional aquifer, recharge area, and the headwaters for
three major watersheds within the South Georgian Bay-Lake Simcoe Watershed Region: the Lake
Simcoe, Nottawasaga Valley, and Severn Sound watersheds. Most of the Site is located within the
Severn Sound watershed, with the most southern portion of the Site (i.e., lands located to south of BH15;
Figure 1) occurring within the Lake Simcoe watershed.

Within the Severn Sound watershed to the north and northwest of the Oro Moraine, the Simcoe Uplands
are drained by streams in the valley network into Severn Sound. Bass Lake, which is positioned
approximately 600 meters (m) to the northwest of the Site, occurs in this watershed (Figure 1).

As shown in Figure 3, the Site is characterized by hummocky topography, with the terrain generally
sloping from the southwest and east towards a low-lying area located in the central to northern portion of
the property. The topographic high points occur in the southwest, central east, and northeast corner of the
Site, where elevations range from 280 to 286 m AMSL. These elevations decline to 258 to 264 m AMSL
in the low-lying area of the Site, which is occupied by a wetland.

Two intermittent drainage swales occupy the Site, with Swale A entering along the western boundary in
the south-central end of the property (Figure 1). Swale A is a grassy, undefined channel that drains a
swamp located offsite to the west of Line 15 North and eventually connects to the existing onsite
stormwater management (SWM) pond. Swale A functions as an intermittent drainage feature, capturing
ground surface runoff during the wet season (i.e., winter-spring), but becomes dry (i.e., non-flowing)
during the hot summer months. Swale B enters through the northwest end of the Site and is characterized
by a predominantly dry, undefined channel that traverses an actively cropped field. Similarly, Swale B is

hs \\cd1004-f01\01609\active\121622652\05_report_deliv\deliverable\ver.2\rpt_20220930_west-orillia-neighbourhood-plan_hydrogeology_ver.2_final.docx 2.1
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reported to capture and convey surface water runoff from the Site during the spring freshet and possibly
during notable precipitation events (Beacon Environmental, 2019).

A third watercourse is present onsite that is referred to as the Bass Lake Drain, which originates from the
outlet of the SWM pond (Figure 1). This watercourse directs flows from the wetland to the northwest,
exiting the Site at Bass lake Sideroad East, and eventually discharges to Bass Lake.

Charter notes that grading activities that have occurred in the south end of the Site has adjusted the
landscape such that surface water drainage from this area is now directed northwards towards the SWM
pond. As a result, the Lakes Simcoe and Couchiching-Black River Source Protection Area boundary, as
shown on shown on Figure 1, may now be positioned further south than what is currently depicted (i.e.,
beyond the southern limits of the Site).

2.2 REGIONAL GEOLOGY AND HYDROSTRATIGRAPHY

Geological conditions within the region are summarized in the Severn Sound Source Protection Area
(SGBLSSPA, 2015a) and Lakes Simcoe and Couchiching River Source Protection Area (SGBLSSPA,
2015b) Assessment Reports, with the interpretation of hydrostratigraphic conditions near the Site being
further refined by Stantec using information presented in the Ontario Geological Survey report produced
by Burt and Dodge (2011). The initial work completed by Burt and Dodge (2011) involved the
development of a three-dimensional conceptual model in the Barrie-Oro Moraine area, taking geological
formations having similar hydrogeological properties, textural characteristics, and stratigraphic position
and grouping them together to form hydrostratigraphic units, which were further categorized into aquifers
and aquitards. This initial work by Burt and Dodge (2011) was expanded upon by Earthfx (2013), which
involved the development and calibration of an integrated surface water and groundwater flow model for
the Oro Moraine area based on these hydrostratigraphic units. The units identified as occurring in the
region where the Site resides, listed in order from youngest to oldest, are as follows:

Algonquin Aquifer: Surficial aquifer comprised of permeable ice-contact deposits (predominantly sand
and gravel containing lenses of silt and clay left behind by the melting of enclosed ice blocks) (Figure 4;
Unit 6) together with shallow water coarse-textured glaciolacustrine sediments (medium to fine sand and
silty fine sand) deposited by glacial Lake Algonquin (Figure 4; Unit 9c). This aquifer typically ranges from
1 m to 20 m thick and locally can reach up to 35 m thick in buried tunnel valleys. Topographic low-lying
areas underlain by this unit throughout the Simcoe Uplands and occupied by wetlands will also include
modern organic deposits (i.e., peat, marl) (Figure 4; Unit 20). This aquifer is used for domestic water
supply in the region. Although surficial deposits associated with this hydrostratigraphic unit appear to
occur within the central to northwestern areas of the Site, as well as the southeast corner of the property,
there is no evidence indicating that an aquifer system is present within these onsite deposits (i.e.,
groundwater table largely resides in the Newmarket Till / Aquitard; Section 4.2.1).

hs \\cd1004-f01\01609\active\121622652\05_report_deliv\deliverable\ver.2\rpt_20220930_west-orillia-neighbourhood-plan_hydrogeology_ver.2_final.docx 2.2
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Oro Moraine Aquifer: Surficial ice-contact stratified drift (i.e., sand and gravel containing lenses of silt
and clay) and outwash deposits associated with the Oro Moraine, which are thickest in the central
portions of the moraine (up to 69 m) and become progressively thinner moving towards the edges of this
feature (i.e., less than 1 m in thickness). This aquifer does not provide a key source of water for domestic
and agricultural uses throughout the region, with a very small proportion of wells drawing water from this
system (Burt and Dodge, 2011); however, the deposits comprising this aquifer do act as a notable
groundwater recharge area for the three major watersheds (i.e., Lake Simcoe, Nottawasaga Valley, and
Severn Sound). This hydrostratigraphic unit is not encountered beneath the Site.

Newmarket Aquitard: Composed primarily of the Newmarket Till (i.e., stony sandy silt to silty sand till),
combined with deep-water glaciolacustrine deposits of interbedded silt to silty clay (Figure 4, Unit 5b).
This aquitard is laterally extensive throughout the region, typically ranging from 1 m to 20 m in thickness,
with this unit occurring at ground surface over much of the Simcoe Uplands. However, in low-lying areas,
it is common to find sediments of the Algonquin Aquifer overlying the Newmarket Aquitard. The horizontal
hydraulic conductivity of the aquitard is reported to be in the range of 108 metres per second (m/s)

(10 m/s where the till is weathered), with the vertical hydraulic conductivity being in the range of 10-° m/s
(Kassenaar and Wexler, 2006). The Newmarket Till / Aquitard forms a horizontally continuous unit
beneath the Site.

Upper Aquifer Complex: An aquifer complex consisting of a regionally significant upper aquifer (gravel,
sand, and silty sand; AF1) and much smaller local aquifer (gravel, sand, and silty sand; AF2), separated
by a local aquitard (silt, silty clay, and clay; AT1). The thickness of upper aquifer (AF1) can range from
one meter to 78 m; however, its typical thickness is less than 40 m. The local aquitard (AT1) ranges from
one meter to 45 m in thickness and is often less than 25 m thick, with the local aquifer (AF2) generally
being less than 15 m thick. As per mapping presented in Burt and Dodge (2011), the local aquitard (AT1)
and local aquifer (AF2) do not appear to be present in the subsurface near the Site. Where buried tunnel
valleys are present, this aquifer complex can be hydraulically connected to the overlying Algonquin
Aquifer (where present). The upper aquifer (AF1) is correlated with the Thorncliffe Aquifer Complex as
modeled by Kassenaar and Wexler (2006), with the horizontal hydraulic conductivity of this unit being
reported to be in the range of 10-° m/s. Overall, this aquifer complex is an important supplier of domestic
and agricultural water throughout the region. This hydrostratigraphic unit is encountered beneath the Site
and is overlain by the Newmarket Aquitard.

Regional Aquitard: A fine textured diamicton' extending from Lake Simcoe and under the Oro Moraine
that is comprised of both glacial till and deep-water glaciolacustrine deposits. This diamicton varies from
slightly stony clayey silt till to a stony sandy silt till that typically ranges from one meter to 35 m in
thickness; however, locally the diamicton can be in the range of 60 m thick. The regional aquitard is
significant as this unit hydraulically separates the Upper Aquifer Complex from the Regional Aquifer.
Drilling associated with the current investigation did not encounter this hydrostratigraphic unit beneath the

' Diamicton is a general term used to describe a non-sorted or poorly sorted deposit containing a wide range of particle sizes
derived from a broad range of sedimentary deposition processes (i.e., heterogenous mixture of clay, sand, gravel and boulders
varying widely in size and shape). Often synonymous with the diamicton is the term “till”, but not all diamictons are tills.
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Site; however, this is due to drilling being kept to depths of less than 10 m below ground surface (BGS). A
review of drilling logs associated with local private water supply wells indicate that this aquitard occurs at
an elevation of approximately 232.1 m AMSL beneath the Site.

As with the Regional Aquitard, the hydrostratigraphic units listed below were not encountered during
drilling because the subsurface investigative work was confined to the upper 10 m of the overburden;
however, previously mentioned regional investigations do indicate that these units do occur beneath the
Site.

Regional Aquifer: Comprised of medium to coarse-textured sand, sandy gravel and boulder gravel beds
deposited as a series of fining-upward pulses, which ranges from one meter to 54 m in thickness. Where
buried tunnel valleys are present, this aquifer can be hydraulically connected to the overlying Upper
Aquifer Complex. This aquifer complex is currently one of the most important aquifers in the region (Burt
and Dodge, 2011).

Lower Drift: Sediment complex comprised of three aquitards: the lower drift upper aquitard (silty sand to
sand till; one meter to 43 m thick, typically less than 25 m thick), the lower drift middle aquitard (clayey silt
till; one meter to 53 m thick, typically less than 35 m thick), and the lower drift lower aquitard (sandy silt to
silty sand till; one meter to 55 m thick, typically less than 35 m thick). The complex also contains two
aquifer units: the lower drift local aquifer (glacial outwash deposit of sand and occasionally gravel; one
meter to 32 m thick, typically less than 15 m thick) and the lower drift lower aquifer (fine-textured sand
and silt; one meter to 45 m thick, typically less than 25 m thick). These aquifer units are reported to
represent locally notable sources of water supply (Burt and Dodge, 2011). The West Orillia Well of the
Orillia Water Supply System, which is located approximately 950 m to the east of the Site, is reported to
draw its groundwater supply from this aquifer system (SGBLSSPC, 2015a) (Figure 5).

Basal Aquifer: Small isolated pockets of gravel and cobble that directly overlie the bedrock surface,
raging from one meter to 22 m in thickness but typically less than 15 m thick.

Bedrock Aquifer: Bedrock of the Simcoe Group, consisting of the Bobcaygeon Formation (limestone
with shale interbeds) forming the bedrock surface in the area containing the Site, which subsequently
overlies the Gull River (thin- to medium-bedded limestone) and Shadow Lake (interbedded shale,
siltstone, and sandstone) Formations. As per Singer et al. (2003), the water-yielding capacity for the
bedrock formations of the Simcoe Group is fair (for domestic water supply purposes), with this
hydrogeologic unit having a reported average transmissivity of 5.7 square metres per day (m?/day).
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2.3 REGIONAL HYDROGEOLOGY
2.3.1 Groundwater Flow, Recharge and Discharge Areas

As presented in the Severn Sound Source Protection Area Assessment Report (SGBLSSPC, 2015a)
(Figure 3.1-20, Appendix C), simulated water table surface elevations produced via a calibrated steady-
state groundwater flow model completed as part of the North Simcoe Municipal Groundwater Study
(Golder Associates, 2004), suggests that groundwater near the Site moves to the north to northwest
through the upper overburden (i.e., Newmarket Till and overlying glaciolacustrine and ice-contact
deposits) in the area containing the Site towards Bass Lake.

Within the Severn Sound watershed, the key groundwater recharge area is the Oro Moraine, with river
and creek valleys being the main receivers of groundwater discharge (SGBLSSPC, 2015a). As shown in
Figure 3.1-22 (Appendix C), zones of groundwater recharge occur in the northwestern portions of the
Site, coinciding with the topographic high areas where ice-contact deposits of sand and gravel are
present. However, groundwater discharge conditions are mapped as occurring in the topographic low-
lying areas of the Site where the wetland resides.

2.3.2 Water Supply

A review of the Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP) Water Well Information
System (2020a) indicates that there is a total of 59 water wells located within 500 m of the Site boundary
(Figure 4). Most of these wells (54) are listed as being utilized for public or domestic water supply
purposes, with two of the wells providing water for livestock, and remaining three locations representing
test holes and/or monitoring wells (i.e., not used as water supply) (Appendix D). The casings of the
previously mentioned public and domestic wells extend to elevations ranging from 260.6 m AMSL to
206.3 m AMSL, indicating that these wells either draw their groundwater supplies from the Upper Aquifer
Complex or one of the deeper regional aquifer systems, noting that the top of the Upper Aquifer is
estimated to occur at elevations ranging from 257.4 to 273.2 m AMSL beneath the Site (Section 4.1). In
reviewing the reported lithology / stratigraphy associated with these domestic wells, it appears that a
relatively thick aquitard unit(s) covers the aquifer systems in which these wells obtain their water supply
(Appendix D), forming a natural protective barrier between the aquifer and potential activities occurring at
ground surface across the Site.

24 SOURCE WATER PROTECTION

As established under the Ontario Clean Water Act, 2006, S.0O., 2006, c. 22, source protection areas and
associated land use restrictions exist for all municipal drinking water sources located throughout the
Severn Sound and Lakes Simcoe and Couchiching-Black River Source Protection Areas (SPA). Within
each SPA, the MECP has designated the following types of vulnerable areas that apply to drinking water
sources:
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Wellhead Protection Areas (WHPA): an area delineated on the ground surface that represents the
capture zone for the underlying aquifer in which a given municipal well draws its water. The zone
represents the total amount of time it would take for groundwater to flow through the aquifer system and
reach the intake of a given municipal well. The zones are defined as follows:

e WHPA-A: 100 m radius around the municipal well.
o WHPA-B: Time-of-travel to the municipal well is two years or less.

o WHPA-C: Time-of-travel to the municipal well is equal to or less than five years and greater than
two years.

o WHPA-D: Time-of-travel to the municipal well is equal to or less than 25 years and greater than
five years.

As shown in Figure 5, lands within the Site to the north of BH8 and BH10 are intercepted by WHPA-C of
the West Orillia Well of the Orillia Water Supply System. The West Orillia Well is screened to a depth of
48.8 to 57.9 m BGS and is reported to draw its groundwater supply from a confined sand and gravel
aquifer, specifically the Lower Drift Aquifer (SGBLSSPC, 2015a). As shown in Figure 6, WHPA-C that
extends through the Site is assigned a vulnerability score of 4, indicating that the threat of an activity or
condition occurring at ground surface within this area, and subsequently adversely affecting the quality
and/or quantity of the aquifer system in which the West Orillia Well draws its groundwater supply, is low.

Significant Groundwater Recharge Areas (SGRA): A local area where the annual groundwater
recharge rate is 15% greater than the average annual recharge rate calculated for a given SPA. For the
Severn Sound SPA, where most of the Site resides (Figure 1), modeling / calculation of the annual
groundwater recharge rate for this SPA included those lands located within the Nottawasaga Valley and
Severn Sound watersheds. Given that the average annual recharge rate calculated for the Severn Sound
SPA is 202 millimeters per year (mm/year), a SGRA is delineated where the annual recharge rate is
greater than 232 mm/year (SGBLSSPC, 2015a). For the Lakes Simcoe and Couchiching-Black River
SPA, where the southernmost area of the Site resides (Figure 1), the average annual recharge rate for
this SPA is 164 mm/year; therefore, a SGRA subsequently is identified as an area having an annual
recharge rate exceeding 189 mm/year (SGBLSSPC, 2015b).

The location of SGRA within the Site are shown on Figure 7, with these areas generally coinciding with
areas where ice-contact and coarse-textured glaciolacustrine deposits of medium to fine sand, silty fine
sand, and gravel occur at ground surface (Figure 4). The SGRA occurring onsite are assigned with a
range of vulnerability scores: 2 (Low), 4 (Medium), and 6 (High) (Figure 7).

Highly Vulnerable Aquifers (HVA): Defined as subsurface, geologic formations that are sources of
drinking water, which could be easily affected by the release of pollutants on the ground surface. The
HVA is identified using variables that include depth to the aquifer, physical properties of the overlying soll
and/or rock, and the aquifer composition. In general, an HVA will consist of granular aquifer materials
(i.e., sands and gravels) that are exposed near the ground surface and where a relatively shallow water
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table is present. For both the Severn Sound SPA and Lakes Simcoe and Couchiching-Black River SPA,
an HVA is assigned a vulnerability score of 6. The location of HVA within the Site is shown on Figure 8.
As with the SGRA, the HVA coincide with where ice-contact and coarse-textured glaciolacustrine deposits
of medium to fine sand, silty fine sand, and gravel occur at ground surface (Figure 4).

Intake Protection Zones (IPZ): A zone established around a drinking / surface water intake within which
a spill or leak may get to the intake too quickly for the operators of the municipal water treatment plant to
shut the intake down until the pollutant passes by. These zones also include land adjacent to streams and
storm sewers where surface water runoff can quickly reach the intake. As per the SGBLSSPC (2015a,
2015b), no IPZ intercept the Site.

Water Quantity Vulnerable Areas: Water quantity vulnerable areas are determined through a tiered
process of water budget analyses as set out in the Technical Rules under O. Reg. 287/07. WHPA-Q is
defined as an area where a drinking water quantity threat activity can occur and pose a drinking water
quantity threat. Any activity that takes water without returning it to the same source or an activity which
reduces recharge may be a threat in WHPA-Q. Based on MECP (2020b) Source Water Protection
mapping, the Site is not located in a WHPA-Q.
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3.0 METHODOLOGY

The hydrogeological site investigation included the:

e drilling of boreholes

¢ installation of monitoring wells

e installation of drive-point piezometers

e monitoring of groundwater levels

e performing hydraulic response (hydraulic conductivity) testing
e performing soil permeability / infiltration testing.

The methodology for these tasks is described in Sections 3.1 to 3.5 below.
3.1 BOREHOLE DRILLING AND MONITORING WELL INSTALLATIONS

Between May 14 and 22, 2019 boreholes were advanced at 18 locations across the Site as part of the
geotechnical investigation (Stantec, 2020) (Figure 1), supplementing the two boreholes drilled along the
Trans-Canada Energy pipeline easement as documented in Stantec (2018). Seven of the locations
involved the drilling of a borehole, which was then equipped with a single monitoring well (i.e., BH/MWO08,
BH/MWO09, BH/MW10, BH/MW13, BH/MW15, BH/MW16, BH/MW18). Two of the locations involved the
installation of a multi-level monitoring well (i.e., BH/MWO02 and BH/MW04) where two boreholes (one
shallow and one deep) were drilled within meters of each other, with each of these boreholes then being
equipped with a single monitoring well. Overall, the boreholes were strategically positioned throughout the
Site to obtain a spatially representative understanding of soil conditions, groundwater depths and
fluctuations, and to evaluate local patterns of groundwater flow.

Stantec, on behalf of Charter, retained a qualified drilling contractor to complete the borehole drilling and
monitoring well installations. The boreholes were drilled using a track-mounted drilling rig equipped with a
hollow stem auger drilling system (i.e., to permit the installation of monitoring wells). Soil samples were
collected using split-spoon sampling techniques. Soil sampling occurred using a 0.6 m long stainless-
steel split spoon sampler at 0.75 m (2.5 feet) intervals for the first 3.8 m (12.5 feet) of drilling depth,
followed by sample collection occurring at approximately every 1.5 m (5 feet) to the termination depth of
the borehole. The completed depths of the boreholes ranged from 5.2 m to 9.8 m below ground surface
(BGS). Stantec personnel directed the drilling and soil sampling operations and logged the borehole
stratigraphy using the American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) guideline for the description
and identification of soils (ASTM, 2009). The borehole logs contain descriptions (where relevant and
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possible) of soil type, texture, colour, structure, consistency, plasticity, moisture content, and other visual
and olfactory observations. Copies of the borehole logs are provided in Appendix D.

The drilling contractor installed the monitoring wells adhering to the construction requirements as outlined
under Ontario Regulation 903 (O. Reg. 903) (MOE, 1990). Installation details for each of the monitoring
wells are summarized in Table 1. Each monitoring well is constructed of 50 mm inside diameter, Schedule
40 polyvinyl chloride (PVC) pipe, having a No. 10 slot screen (0.01-inch slot) measuring 3.0 m in length.
Backfilling of the screened interval consisted of silica sand to a height of approximately 0.3 m above the
top of screen, followed by granular bentonite to ground surface to prevent a hydraulic connection from
occurring between the screened formation and overlying soils. The completion of each monitoring well
involved encasing the pipe stick-up within a lockable steel casing.

Following installation, Stantec personnel purged each monitoring well using dedicated 16 mm (2/3 inch)
inside diameter high density polyethylene (HDPE) tubing connected to a D-25 Waterra™ foot valve.
Using the dedicated tubing, Stantec personnel purged up to five standing column volumes from each well
(where possible) to clear out any fine-grained sediments and, subsequently, establish a proper hydraulic
connection with the native aquifer material.

Charter retained a surveyor to tie in the ground surface and top-of-pipe elevations at each monitoring well
location to a geodetic benchmark.

3.2 DRIVE-POINT PIEZOMETER INSTALLATION

On June 14, 2019, Stantec personnel installed one multi-level drive-point piezometer, consisting of a
shallow and a deep piezometer (i.e., DP1-19(S) and DP1-19(D)), along the southeastern limits of the
wetland adjacent to the Trans-Canada Energy pipeline easement (Figure 1). The multi-level piezometer
was installed to evaluate whether this wetland functions as a groundwater recharge feature (i.e.,
contributes water to subsurface), discharge feature (receives water from the subsurface), or a
combination of both.

Each drive-point piezometer is constructed of a 0.42 m long steel screen (19 mm diameter) that is
connected to 25 mm diameter steel riser pipes. Stantec personnel drove the drive-point piezometers into
the substrate using a fence post driver, with shallow and deep pipes being constructed within one meter
of each other and the mid-point of their screens being separated by a vertical distance of approximately
0.9 m. Construction details for the drive-point piezometers are summarized in Table 1.

3.3 GROUNDWATER LEVEL MONITORING

Groundwater levels were recorded at the monitoring well and piezometer locations from July 2019 to April
2020 using a combination of automated and manual measurement methods. Solinst® Edge Leveloggers®
(Leveloggers) were installed at selected monitoring well and piezometer locations to allow automatic

measurement of water levels. The Leveloggers were suspended into the water column at each monitoring
well and drive-point piezometer and set to record water levels at 60-minute intervals. Leveloggers are not
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vented to the atmosphere and therefore record total pressure (where total pressure is the sum of the
atmospheric pressure and the height of water column). To obtain an accurate measurement of the
groundwater level at each well, the water level data obtained from the Leveloggers were corrected for
atmospheric pressure using data obtained from a Solinst® Edge Barologger® (Barologger), which was
suspended in the air column at monitoring well BH/MW10.

Groundwater levels were manually measured several times from the onsite monitoring wells (two to three
events) and the multi-level drive-point piezometer (two events) between June 2019 and April 2020. The
groundwater level measurements were recorded in metres to the nearest 0.01 m using a battery-operated
water level indicator. Manual groundwater level measurements were used to verify data recorded by the
Leveloggers. Manual water levels collected from the monitoring wells and drive-point piezometer are
presented in Tables 2 and 3, respectively. Hydrographs presenting both the automatic and manually
measured groundwater level data are provided in Figures 9 and 10.

3.4 HYDRAULIC RESPONSE TESTING

Stantec performed in-situ hydraulic response testing at BH/MWO04(S), BH/MW06, BH/MWQ09, BH/MW10,
and BH/MW16 between June 4 and July 11, 2019, to estimate the horizontal hydraulic conductivity of the
deposits beneath the Site. The testing consisted of creating an instantaneous change in the well water
level by removing a known volume of water followed by recording the time taken for the water level to
return to static conditions (i.e., a rising head or bail test). Data were analyzed using the Bouwer and Rice
(1976, 1989) solution for a bail test in an unconfined aquifer as provided in the software package
AQTESOLV ™ Pro Version 4.5 (Duffield, 2014). Testing provided an estimate of the horizontal hydraulic
conductivity of the sediments within the screened interval for each monitoring well. Table 1 provides a
summary of the calculated horizontal hydraulic conductivities, with the analytical solutions for the data
being presented in Appendix E.

3.5 INFILTRATION TESTING

Assessment of the infiltration potential for the onsite soils involved the use of a Guelph Permeameter (a
constant head permeameter designed to measure in-situ vertical hydraulic conductivities of a given
substrate). Stantec personnel used a hand auger to drill an approximately 0.2 to 0.5 m deep, 50 mm
diameter cylindrical hole into the native soil at five locations for testing (i.e., GP1 to GP5, Figure 1). The
Guelph Permeameter was then filled with water, inserted into the hole while making a concerted effort to
avoid knocking debris into the excavation, and stabilized against the substrate. Stantec personnel then
proceeded to record the eventual steady-state rate of water recharge into the soil. The infiltration rate for
each soil tested was converted from the measured vertical hydraulic conductivity using the established
relationship between vertical hydraulic conductivity and infiltration rate presented in the Credit Valley
Conservation and Toronto and Region Conservation (2010) Low Impact Stormwater Management
Planning and Design Guideline. Table 4 presents the results of this soil infiltration testing.
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Stantec also used the in-situ hydraulic response testing results obtained at BH/MW04(S), BH/MWO06,
BH/MWO09, BH/MW10, and BH/MW16 to estimate infiltration rates of the deeper overburden soils (i.e.,
between 1.3 m and 6.3 m BGS). Since hydraulic conductivity in the horizontal direction is generally an
order (potentially two orders for clay-based deposits) of magnitude higher than hydraulic conductivity in
the vertical direction (Todd 1980; Freeze and Cherry 1979), the vertical hydraulic conductivities for
overburden deposits surrounding the well screens were assumed to be one order of magnitude lower
than in-situ measured horizontal hydraulic conductivities. The Credit Valley Conservation-Toronto and
Region Conservation (CVC-TRCA) (2010) method for converting vertical hydraulic conductivity to an
infiltration rate was then applied to these data, with the results being presented in Table 4.
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40 LOCAL GEOLOGY AND HYDROGEOLOGY

4.1 LOCAL GEOLOGY AND HYDROSTRATIGRAPHY

Figure 4 presents the surficial geology throughout the Site as mapped by the Ontario Geological Survey
(OGS) (2010), with this mapping indicating that the central to northwestern portions of the property, including
a small sliver in the southeast and northeast corners of the Site, is covered by coarse-textured
glaciolacustrine or ice-contact deposits. The remaining areas of the Site are covered by stone-poor, silty to
sandy glacial till (i.e., the Newmarket Till).

Figure 1 shows the locations of Cross-Section A-A’ (Figure 11) and B-B’ (Figure 12), which were constructed
using geological information obtained from the onsite drilling completed at the Site by Stantec (Appendix D).
Overall, the onsite drilling results validate the surficial soil mapping presented on Figure 4. The
glaciolacustrine and ice-contact deposits of silty sand, sand, and gravel form a 0.3 to 3.8 m layer that directly
overlies the Newmarket Till, except in those areas of the Site where this glacial till is exposed at ground
surface. The Newmarket Till (i.e., stony sandy silt to silty sand till) ranges from 1.5 to 9.1 m in thickness and
is underlain by a horizontally and vertically contiguous unit of sand and gravel that is interpreted to represent
deposits associated with the Upper Aquifer Complex. The top of the Upper Aquifer Complex is interpreted to
occur at elevations ranging from 257.4 to 273.2 m AMSL beneath the Site, extending to an elevation of
232.1 m AMSL, where this deposit potentially encounters the top of the Regional Aquitard (stony sandy to
clayey silt till).

Boreholes completed by Stantec (2020) along the Trans-Canada Energy pipeline easement adjacent to the
onsite wetland (i.e., BH18-01 and BH18-02) suggest that this feature is underlain by peat, some sand and
gravel, followed by low permeability deposits of clay to silty clay and silt (Appendix D).

42 LOCALHYDROGEOLOGY
4.2.1 Groundwater Levels and Flow

Figures 9 and 10 and Table 2 present the continuous and manual water levels recorded within the monitoring
wells and drive-point piezometers between July 2019 and April 2020. Groundwater depths across the Site
ranged from 0.4 m BGS (at BH/MW10) to greater than 9.2 m BGS (dry at BH/MW15) over the monitoring
period, equating to elevations ranging from 260.0 m to 283.4 m AMSL. In general, the groundwater table
largely resides in the Newmarket Till / Aquitard, with groundwater elevations found to be lowest in the
topographic low areas of the Site and greatest within the topographic high areas of the Site.

As shown in the hydrographs (Figures 9 and 10), the water table demonstrated a similar pattern in
fluctuations across the Site, with high groundwater conditions predominantly occurring in the spring (i.e.,
early March and April) as a result of lower evapotranspiration losses and a melting snowpack, which in turn
provided a greater volume of water available to infilirate and recharge the groundwater system. Moving into
the summer months, the groundwater table begins to experience a steady decline, reaching its lowest
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elevation in late fall in response to more water being drawn from the subsurface over this period to meet
evapotranspiration demands. This cyclical pattern of groundwater fluctuations is common within shallow
groundwater systems in southern Ontario. Overall, the difference between the minimum and maximum
groundwater elevations at the onsite monitoring wells ranged from 1.4 m (BH/MWO04) to greater than 5.3 m
(BH/MWO06).

Throughout the Site, groundwater levels in those monitoring wells screened in the Newmarket Till / Aquitard
(i.e., BH/MWO06, BH/MWQ09, BH/MW10, BH/MW16) show a marked response to notable precipitation events
(i.e., immediate spike/rise in the groundwater table). The response observed in these previously mentioned
wells is largely a function of the smaller pore spaces associated with these finer-grained deposits, which
require a lower volume of water to infiltrate and/or be removed from the subsurface to illicit a rise / fall in the
groundwater table compared to the monitoring wells where the screen intervals are constructed into the
overlying coarser-grained (i.e., larger pore) ice-contact and glaciolacustrine deposits of sand and gravel
(e.g., BH/IMWO04; Figure 9). The low hydraulic conductivity associated with the Newmarket Till / Aquitard (i.e.,
107 to 10-® m/s; Table 1, Appendix E) also limits the ability of infiltrating water that reaches the groundwater
table to horizontally move through these deposits, which will cause a potential mounding effect to occur at
these locations during the wetter periods of the year. Overall, the physical characteristics of the Newmarket
Till / Aquitard make this unit unsuitable for the use of Low Impact Development (LID) stormwater infiltration
measures.

Figure 13 presents groundwater elevation contours and the interpreted direction of horizontal flow through
the groundwater system beneath the Site using level measurements collected from the on-site monitoring
wells in July 2019. In general, groundwater contours mimic the prevailing topography of the Site with
groundwater flowing predominantly to the north and northeast through the Newmarket Till / Aquitard from the
topographic high areas of the Site towards the onsite wetland, which represents the topographic low point of
the Site and according to mapping shown on Figure 3.1-22 (Appendix C) as presented in the Severn Sound
Source Protection Area, Approved Assessment Report (SGBLSSPC, 2015a) is identified as being a
groundwater discharge area. However, Stantec notes that portions of the on-Site wetland may also act as
groundwater recharge area, as suggested by the consistent downward vertical hydraulic gradients observed
in DP1-19(S/D) (Table 3, Figure 10). Although no groundwater elevation data is available from the monitoring
wells installed in the northeastern portion of the Site (i.e., groundwater elevation was consistently below the
bottom of BH/MWO02 over the monitoring period; 268.6 m AMSL), topographic contours suggest that
groundwater is also flowing to the southwest from this area of the property towards the on-Site wetland.
Overall, once reaching this topographic low point of the Site, groundwater flow is funnelled through the
subsurface of the valley to the north/northwest and beyond the northern property boundary, with flow then
continuing onward to Bass Lake. This interpretation agrees with regional groundwater flow mapping
presented in Figure 3.1-20 (Appendix C).

Groundwater volume contributions to the wetland from the Newmarket Till / Aquitard are expected to be
small, given that this hydrostratigraphic unit is characterized by low permeability. Horizontal hydraulic
conductivity estimates calculated from in-situ hydraulic response testing completed at the on-Site monitoring
wells screened in the sandy silt to silty sand till ranged from 1.5 x 107 m/s to 6.5 x 108 m/s (Table 1;
Appendix E). These calculated values are consistent with the literature values of hydraulic conductivity
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provided for these deposits (Fetter, 1994) and with values provided for the Newmarket Till as reported in
Kassenaar and Wexler (2006). Overall, the estimated bulk (i.e., geometric mean) horizontal hydraulic
conductivity calculated for these overburden deposits is 1.1 x 107 m/s (Table 1).

The velocity at which groundwater horizontally flows through the Newmarket Till / Aquitard is calculated
through the application of Darcy’s law, where:

v=KV
0
where: v = velocity (m/yr)

= hydraulic conductivity
= hydraulic gradient
= effective porosity

Assuming a soil porosity of 0.2 for glacial till (Fetter, 1994), a calculated average horizontal hydraulic
gradient of 0.05 m/m, and a geometric mean hydraulic conductivity of 1.1 x 107 m/s, the estimated velocity of
groundwater flowing through the Newmarket Till / Aquitard towards the on-Site wetland is calculated to be
approximately 0.9 m/year (i.e., one meter every 1.1 years).

A second potential source of groundwater inputs to the on-Site wetland may occur through the
glaciolacustrine and ice-contact deposits of silty sand, sand, and gravel that overlies the Newmarket Till /
Aquitard in the central to northwestern portions of the Site (Figure 4). Where the glacial till directly lies
beneath these sand and gravel deposits, the bulk of precipitation infiltrating through these sands and gravels
may flow along this interface with the till as interflow (i.e., horizontal movement of water through the
unsaturated zone) and eventually discharge to the on-Site wetland. However, out of all the boreholes drilled
in areas of the Site where these surficial sand and gravel deposits are present, only BH/MWO04 was observed
to have a saturated zone above the interface with the Newmarket Till / Aquitard (Figure 9, Appendix D). As
such, there does not appear to be a horizontally continuous zone of saturation present in the ice-contact /
glaciolacustrine deposits connecting this unit to the wetland, suggesting that potential groundwater volume
inputs from these deposits to the onsite wetland may also be limited. Overall, surface water runoff
contributions from the hummocky topographic landscape are expected to be the main source of water that
maintains the form and function of the on-Site wetland.

As shown in Figure 3.1-22 (Appendix C), the glaciolacustrine and ice-contact deposits of silty sand, sand,
and gravel in the central to northwestern portions of the Site represent the main groundwater recharge area
for the property, with limited recharge occurring in those areas of the Site where the Newmarket Till occurs
near or at ground surface. Vertical hydraulic gradients recorded at BH/MWO04, located in the northwest corner
of the Site, continuously remained downward throughout the monitoring period (i.e., -0.02 to -0.05, Figure 9)
confirming this recharge area function.
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4.2.2 Infiltration Potential

Estimated infiltration rates for the overburden deposits are provided in Table 4. Infiltration rates were
calculated based on an established relationship between vertical hydraulic conductivity and infiltration rate
presented in CVC-TRCA (2010), with vertical hydraulic conductivities being estimated based on a
combination Guelph Permeameter testing of the surficial deposits (i.e., 0.5 to 0.6 m BGS) and in-situ
hydraulic response testing completed at each monitoring well for the deeper deposits (1.3 to 6.3 m BGS)
(Section 3.5).

Vertical hydraulic conductivities for the ice-contact and glaciolacustrine deposits of silty sand to fine sand that
occupy the Site ranged from 7.1 x 10-% to 3.1 x 107 m/s. Based on these values, the calculated infiltration
rates for the previously mentioned deposits range from 34 mm/hour to 78 mm/hour (Table 4).

Vertical hydraulic conductivities for the Newmarket Till (sandy silt to silty sand till) ranged from 2.6 x 10- to
6.5 x 10 m/s. Based on these values, the calculated infiltration rates for the previously mentioned deposits
range from 12 mm/hour to 17 mm/hour (Table 4).
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5.0 IMPACT ASSESSMENT AND MITIGATION MEASURES

5.1 SITE SERVICING AND CONSTRUCTION DEWATERING

The proposed development (Figure 1) is to consist of residential housing (single family, medium density,
and high density) that will be connected to municipal water and sanitary services. In general, invert levels
of watermain, storm and sanitary sewers are expected to be up to three to four meters below finished
grades. Groundwater levels measured in the monitoring wells ranged from 0.4 m BGS to greater than
9.2 m BGS across the Site over the monitoring period (i.e., July 2019 to April 2020). Overall, it is
reasonable to assume that the groundwater table may rise above servicing levels within some portions of
the Site, particularly if the construction works associated with these servicing installations are completed
between the late fall to spring.

Under a scenario where the Site requires construction dewatering (e.g., construction grading results in
servicing invert levels occurring below the groundwater table), a water taking permit to complete this work
from the MECP will likely be required. Under O. Reg. 64/16 and O. Reg. 63/16, a Permit to Take Water
(PTTW) is required when dewatering volumes are expected to exceed 400,000 L/day, whereas an
Environmental Activity and Sector Registry (EASR) is required for daily dewatering volumes ranging
between 50,000 litres (L) and 400,000 L. For registering an EASR, the MECP will require the preparation
of a Water Taking Report and a Discharge Plan Report. Overall, the type and extent of dewatering
system to be used at the excavations will be the responsibility of the Construction Contractor and may
include the use of a vacuum well point system, sump/trash pumps located within the excavation, or an
equivalent system.

Where required, construction dewatering performed to install site servicing will result in the lowering of
groundwater table to the base of a given excavation for a short duration. The effects of local dewatering in
general cannot be mitigated, since dewatering deliberately seeks to create an effect (i.e., temporary
lowering of groundwater levels); however, the amount of drawdown is anticipated to be low and isolated
to a small distance around the excavation, given that the excavations will be relatively shallow and
generally completed into the Newmarket Till / Aquitard where hydraulic conductivities range from 107 m/s
to 108 m/s (Table 1; Appendix E). Overall, a dewatering assessment is recommended for completion
during the detailed design phase of the development to assess potential dewatering volumes and water
taking permitting requirements.

The performing of short-term construction dewatering is not expected to interfere with the municipal water
supply (i.e., West Orillia Well of the Orillia Water Supply System, Figure 5) seeing that this municipal well
is screened in the Lower Drift Aquifer (SGBLSSPC, 2015a), which is separated from the shallow
overburden where dewatering would occur by at least two regional aquitards (i.e., Newmarket and
Regional Aquitards).
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The potential interference effects on local private well quantities are also expected to be minimal, given
that the private wells located within 500 m of the Site according to MECP WWIS (Figure 4, Appendix D)
are constructed within the Upper Aquifer Complex, with groundwater quantities in this aquifer being
protected by the overlying low permeability Newmarket Till / Aquitard. Stantec notes that if in the unlikely
event on-Site construction dewatering were to interfere with offsite private well quantities, the residual
effects of this dewatering will be reversible. Once pumping ceases, groundwater levels will recover as
local groundwater levels re-equilibrate with the local groundwater table. Stantec also notes that the
monitoring of water levels in offsite private wells is often a condition of a PTTW, should such a permit be
required to complete construction dewatering activities at the Site.

Potential construction dewatering is also expected to have no detrimental effects on the hydrogeological
function of the on-Site wetland, given that groundwater inputs to this feature from the Site appear to be
minimal (Section 4.2.1).

If groundwater levels are expected to occur above servicing levels, mitigation measures may also be
required to minimize the disturbance that this servicing may have on pre-development groundwater flow
patterns (e.g., installation of anti-seepage collars in trenches to prevent the preferential movement of
groundwater along the servicing alignments). The exact placement of the anti-seepage collars along the
servicing alignments will be explored in more detail during the next design phase of the project.

5.2 GROUNDWATER RECHARGE

As per the proposed development plan (Figure 1) the Site will experience construction of single family,
medium density, and high density residential and internal roadways. In the areas of the Site where this
development is to occur, there will also be the introduction of impervious surfaces (e.g., rooftops,
concrete/asphalt roadways and walkways) and, subsequently, a corresponding reduction in the volume of
water infiltrating to the subsurface.

Water balance calculations presented in the Pearson Engineering (2022) Functional Servicing and
Preliminary Stormwater Management Report indicate that under the pre-development condition, the
annual volume of infiltration occurring across the Site is 124,925 m3. Under the post-development
condition, this annual infiltration volume is predicted to be reduced to 50,810 m3, equating to an annual
infiltration deficit of 74,115 m3.

Low impact development (LID) is a stormwater management strategy that seeks to mitigate the impacts of
increased stormwater runoff by managing this runoff as close to source as possible, with the
implementation of such strategies also providing the residual benefit of offsetting potential infiltration
losses associated with the increase in impervious surfaces associated with a given development.
Infiltration augmentation options (as described in CVC-TRCA Low Impact Development Stormwater
Management Planning and Design Guide, 2010) that could potentially be available for use across the Site
to assist in maximizing infiltration under the post-development condition include:

e roof downspout disconnection
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e soakaways / infiltration trenches
e bioretention cells
e vegetated filter strips

e grass swales or enhanced grassed swales

A key constraint in using several of the mentioned infiltration augmentation measures (i.e., soakaways /
infiltration trenches, bioretention, vegetated filter strips, grass swales) is the positioning of the seasonally
high groundwater table. As per CVC-TRCA (2010), the recommended vertical separation between the
base of the given infiltration augmentation option and the high groundwater table is at least one meter;
however, distances of less than one meter of separation in soils having higher infiltration potential (e.g.,
sand and gravel soils) may still be effective.

If LIDs are considered for the Site, Stantec recommends that such strategies be best employed in the
central to northwestern portions of the property where coarse-textured glaciolacustrine or ice-contact
deposits of silty sand, sand, and gravel occur (Figure 4). As discussed previously, these deposits are
characterized by higher infiltration potential (i.e., rates ranging from 34 to 78 mm/hour) and are preferable
for post-development infiltration compared to those low infiltration potential areas of the Site where the
Newmarket Till / Aquitard occurs at or near ground surface (i.e., rates ranging from 12 to 17 mm/hour). In
addition, the central to northwestern portions of the Site appear to have greater depths of unsaturated soil
to achieve the one meter of separation between the base of infiltration augmentation options and the high
groundwater table.

As discussed in the Pearson Engineering (2022) Functional Servicing and Preliminary Stormwater
Management Report, the incorporation of the following LID measures in those areas of the Site where
favourable soils are present (i.e., coarse-textured glaciolacustrine or ice-contact deposits of silty sand,
sand, and gravel) will be considered:

o The employment of a treatment train approach with precipitation captured by rooftop areas within
the medium and high-density blocks, commercial block, and school block being directed to
underground infiltration galleries and/or soakaway pits.

e Bioretention trenches.
e Lot grading designed to minimum City of Orillia grades.
e Permeable pavers to promote infiltration, filter storm runoff, and slow conveyance of runoff.

o Usage of filter strips, consisting of 5.0 m wide grassed areas, within the park and school blocks.

In addition, efforts will be made to locate the previously mentioned LIDs in areas of the Site where SGRA
and ESGRA?Z? are present.

2 Ecologically Significant Groundwater Recharge Area (ESGRA) are areas on the landscape that feed a particularly sensitive
ecological feature such as a wetland, river, or stream. An area classified as ESGRA is not necessarily a SGRA. Where a SGRA is
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As discussed in Sections 2.2 and 2.4, the regional groundwater supply aquifers beneath the Site are
overlain by thick sections of the Newmarket Aquitard where development is proposed. As such, this
aquitard provides a natural protective barrier that limits groundwater quantity (i.e., recharge) and quality
interactions between the regional groundwater supply aquifer(s) and activities that will occur at ground
surface throughout the Site. Consequently, the use of the previously mentioned LID options poses no
threat to the quality of the underlying Upper Aquifer Complex, as these post-development infiltration
augmentation structures will be constructed in the coarse-textured glaciolacustrine or ice-contact deposits
that cover portions of the Site.

The suitability of using the previously mentioned infiltration augmentation options within the Site will be
evaluated at the detailed design stage of the project. Once the locations of where LID measures will be
constructed are finalized, Stantec recommends that additional infiltration testing be performed within the
footprint of these proposed facilities to confirm the soil permeability potential of the underlying soils, which
are to be used to confirm design infiltration rates. Overall, it is reasonable to conclude that the application
of some or all these measures will assist in achieving the maximum groundwater recharge possible
throughout the property under the post-development condition.

5.3 SOURCE WATER PROTECTION

A drinking-water threat is an activity or condition that adversely affects or has the potential to adversely
affect the quality or quantity of any water that is or may be used as a source of drinking water. The
following activities are prescribed by the province of Ontario under O. Reg. 287/07 to be drinking water
threats (i.e., Significant Drinking Water Threat Policy Categories):

1. The establishment, operation, or maintenance of a waste disposal site within the meaning of Part V
of the Environmental Protection Act.

a. Untreated sewage
b. Waste disposal
C. Mine tailings

2. The establishment, operation, or maintenance of a system that collects, stores, transmits, treats, or
disposes of sewage.

Stormwater management

Wastewater treatment plants/sewer systems
On-site sewage systems

Industrial effluent

Q000

3. The application of agricultural source material to land.

4. The storage of agricultural source material.

an area providing recharge volumes that are greater than an average annual rate calculated for a Source Protection Area, an
ESGRA is defined as being an area important to providing groundwater recharge to a targeted ecological feature.
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5. The management of agricultural source material.

6. The application of non-agricultural source material to land.

7. The handling and storage of non-agricultural source material.

8. The application of commercial fertilizer to land.

9. The handling and storage of commercial fertilizer.

10. The application of pesticide to land.

11. The handling and storage of pesticide.

12. The application of road salt.

13. The handling and storage of road salt.

14. The storage of snow.

15. The handling and storage of fuel.

16. The handling and storage of a dense non-aqueous phase liquid (DNAPL).
17. The handling and storage of an organic solvent.

18. The management of runoff that contains chemicals used in the de-icing of aircraft.

19. An activity that takes water from an aquifer or a surface water body without returning the water taken
to the same aquifer or surface water body.

20. An activity that reduces the recharge of an aquifer.

21. The use of land as livestock grazing or pasturing land, an outdoor confinement area or a farm-animal
yard. O. Reg. 385/08, s. 3.

As shown in Figure 5, lands within the Site to the north of BH8 and BH10 are intercepted by WHPA-C of
the West Orillia Well of the Orillia Water Supply System. The WHPA-C has an assigned vulnerability
score of four (4) (Figure 6), indicating that the threat of an activity or condition occurring at ground surface
within this area, and subsequently adversely affecting the quality and/or quantity of the aquifer system in
which the West Orillia Well draws its groundwater supply, is low.

As per the Source Protection Plan (SPP) (SGBLSSPC, 2019), the Site is only subject to the protection
policies specified under Significant Drinking Water Threat Policy Category 16 (DNAPLSs). Since the
planned use for the Site does not involve the onsite handling and storage of a DNAPL, the policies under
Category 16 do not apply.
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No protection policies are specified in the SPP (SGBLSSPC, 2019) that apply to the areas of the Site that
are designated as SGRA (Figure 7) or HVA (Figure 8).

5.4 SPILL CONTAINMENT AND RESPONSE

The potential exists for spills during any construction activity, with the most probable type of spill occurring
being attributable to the refuelling of major construction equipment that cannot readily leave the Site (e.g.,
earth movers). The potential impacts of a spill could be the contamination of soils, groundwater, and/or
surface water. By implementing proper protocols for the handling of fuels and lubricants during
construction, the risk of a spill occurring will be greatly reduced. The procedures to be implemented to
prevent onsite spills are as follows:

e all trucks or other road vehicles would be refuelled and maintained offsite, where practicable

o refuelling and lubrication of other construction equipment would not be allowed within 30 m of a
drainage system or dewatering excavation

e regular inspections of hydraulic and fuel systems on machinery, with leaks being repaired
immediately upon detection or the equipment being removed from Site

o spill kits containing absorbent materials would be kept on hand

implement best management practices and develop an emergency spill response plan

Given that anticipated construction activities at the Site are not expected to involve the storage or use of
bulk chemicals or fuels, any potential spill that does occur would be localized and involve a small volume
of material. Standard containment facilities and emergency response materials are to be maintained
onsite as required, with refuelling, equipment maintenance, and other potentially contaminating activities
being confined to designated areas. As appropriate, spills are to be reported immediately to the MECP
Spills Action Centre.
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6.0 CONCLUSIONS

Based on the hydrogeological assessment, using the existing data collected at the Site and information
obtained from a background review of regional data, the following conclusions are provided:

1. Newmarket Till / Aquitard (sandy silt to silty sand till) underlies the entire Site, ranging from 1.5 m to
9.1 m in thickness, and is overlain by a 0.3 to 3.8 m thick layer of glaciolacustrine and ice-contact
silty sand, sand, and gravel in the central to northwestern portions of the property. The Newmarket
Till / Aquitard is in turn underlain by a horizontally and vertically contiguous unit of sand and gravel
that is interpreted to represent deposits associated with the Upper Aquifer Complex. The top of the
Upper Aquifer Complex is interpreted to occur at elevations ranging from 257.4 to 273.2 m AMSL
beneath the Site, extending to an elevation of 232.1 m AMSL, where this deposit appears to
encounter the top of the Regional Aquitard (stony sandy to clayey silt till).

2. Groundwater depths across the Site ranged from 0.4 m to greater than 9.2 m BGS over the
monitoring period (July 2019 to April 2020), equating to elevations ranging from 260.0 m AMSL to
283.4 m AMSL. In general, the groundwater table largely resides in the Newmarket Till / Aquitard,
with groundwater elevations found to be lowest in the topographic low areas of the Site and greatest
within the topographic high areas of the Site.

3. In general, groundwater contours mimic the prevailing topography of the Site, with groundwater
flowing through the Newmarket Till / Aquitard from the topographic high areas of the Site towards the
onsite wetland, which is identified as being a groundwater discharge area. Portions of the wetland
may also function as groundwater recharge area as indicated by consistent downward vertical
hydraulic gradients observed in the drive-point piezometers installed in this feature
(i.e., DP1-19S/D). However, on-Site subsurface investigations (e.g., BH18-01, BH18-02; Appendix
D) suggest that deposits underlying the wetland are associated with the Newmarket Till / Aquitard
and, as such, recharge rates through these deposits will be low.

4. The estimated velocity of groundwater flowing through the Newmarket Till / Aquitard beneath the
Site towards the onsite wetland is calculated to be approximately 0.9 m/year (i.e., one meter every
1.1 years), suggesting that groundwater volume contributions to the wetland from this low
permeability unit will be limited compared to surface water inputs.

5. A second potential source of groundwater inputs to the onsite wetland may occur through the
glaciolacustrine and ice-contact deposits of silty sand, sand, and gravel that overlies the Newmarket
Till / Aquitard in the central to northwestern portions of the Site (via interflow along the interface of
these deposits and the glacial till). However, there does not appear to be a horizontally continuous
zone of saturation present in the ice-contact / glaciolacustrine deposits connecting this sand and
gravel unit to the wetland, suggesting that potential groundwater volume inputs from these deposits
to the onsite wetland are also likely limited.
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6. Vertical hydraulic conductivities associated with the Newmarket Till / Aquitard range from 2.6 x 108
to 6.5 x 10° m/s, equating to infiltration rates of 12 mm/hour to 17 mm/hour. For the ice-contact and
glaciolacustrine deposits of silty sand to fine sand, vertical hydraulic conductivities range from
7.1 x10%to 3.1 x 1077 m/s, equating to infiltration rates of 34 mm/hour to 78 mm/hour. These results
indicate that the Newmarket Till / Aquitard is unsuitable for the use of Low Impact Development (LID)
stormwater infiltration measures compared to those areas of the Site where sandy deposits are
present.

7. Although the installation of servicing is expected to occur below the groundwater table within some
portions of the Site, construction dewatering volumes are expected to be limited and confined to a
small distance around open excavations due to the low permeability of the Newmarket Till / Aquitard
(where the groundwater table is encountered throughout the Site). Overall, a dewatering assessment
is recommended for completion during the detail design phase of the development to assess
potential dewatering volumes and subsequent water taking permitting requirements.

8. The performing of short-term construction dewatering will not interfere with the water supply of the
West Orillia Well, seeing that this municipal well is screened in the Lower Drift Aquifer (SGBLSSPC,
2015a), which is separated from the shallow overburden where dewatering would occur onsite by at
least two regional aquitards (i.e., Newmarket and Regional Aquitards).

9. The potential interference effects on local private well quantities from potential onsite dewatering is
expected to be minimal, given that the private wells located within 500 m of the Site are constructed
within the Upper Aquifer Complex, with groundwater quantities in this aquifer being protected by the
overlying low permeability Newmarket Till / Aquitard.

10. Potential construction dewatering is expected to have no detrimental effects on the hydrogeological
function of the on-Site wetland, given that groundwater inputs to this feature from the Site already
appear to be minimal.

11. If groundwater levels are expected to occur above servicing levels, mitigation measures may also be
required to minimize the disturbance that this servicing may have on pre-development groundwater
flow patterns (e.g., installation of anti-seepage collars in trenches to prevent the preferential
movement of groundwater along the servicing alignments). The exact placement of the anti-seepage
collars along the servicing alignments will be explored in more detail during the next design phase of
the project.

12. The introduction of impervious surfaces associated with the development is expected to result in a
corresponding reduction in the volume of water infiltrating to the subsurface. If Low Impact
Development (LID) stormwater infiltration strategies are considered for the Site, such strategies will
be best employed in the central to northwestern portions of the property where coarse-textured
glaciolacustrine or ice-contact deposits of silty sand, sand, and gravel occur. As discussed
previously, these deposits are characterized by higher infiltration potential (i.e., rates ranging from 34
to 78 mm/hour) and are preferable for post-development infiltration compared to those low infiltration
potential areas of the Site where the Newmarket Till / Aquitard occurs at or near ground surface (i.e.,
rates ranging from 12 to 17 mm/hour). In addition, the central to northwestern portions of the Site
appear to have greater depths of unsaturated soil to achieve the one meter of separation between
the base of infiltration augmentation options and the high groundwater table.
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13. The proposed development footprint for the Site is located within the WHPA-C for the West Orillia
Well. Subsequently, as per the Source Protection Plan, the Site is only subject to the protection
policies specified under Significant Drinking Water Threat Policy Category 16 (DNAPLSs). Since the
planned use for the Site does not involve the onsite handling and storage of a DNAPL, the policies
under Category 16 do not apply to the development.
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TABLE 1: MONITORING WELL CONSTRUCTION DETAILS

Well UTM Coordinates Elevations Well Well Screened Interval Screened Probable Hydraulic
ID Northing Easting Top of Ground Well Well Depth Base Top Bottom Material Description (@ Hydrostratigraphic Unit Conductivity ®)
Casing Surface | Stick-up [ Depth Elevation Elevation Elevation (% of screened interval) Unit
(m AMSL) (m AMSL) (m) (m BTOC)| (m BGS) [ (m AMSL) | (m BGS) ‘ (m AMSL) | (m BGS) ‘ (m AMSL) (m/s)
MONITORING WELLS

BH/MWO02(S) | 4940155 | 621792 277.88 277.00 0.88 5.50 4.62 272.38 1.57 275.43 4.62 272.38 Clayey SAND TILL (100%) Newmarket Aquitard -
BH/MWO02(D) [ 4940155 | 621792 277.83 277.00 0.83 9.90 9.07 267.93 6.02 270.98 9.07 267.93 Clayey SAND TILL (15%) / SAND & GRAVEL (85%) | Newmarket Aquitard / Upper Aquifer -

BH/MWO04(S) | 4939870 621107 268.09 267.20 0.89 5.38 4.49 262.71 1.44 265.76 4.49 262.71 Silty SAND (78%) / Silty SAND TILL (22%) Ice-Contact/Glaciolacustrine Deposits 5.2E-06
BH/MWO04(D) [ 4939870 | 621107 267.96 267.20 0.76 9.32 8.56 258.64 5.51 261.69 8.56 258.64 Silty SAND TILL (100%) Newmarket Aquitard -

BH/MWO06 4939527 621341 280.62 279.70 0.92 7.10 6.18 273.52 3.13 276.57 6.18 273.52 Silty SAND TILL (100%) Newmarket Aquitard 6.7E-08

BH/MWO09 4939200 | 621570 277.61 276.80 0.81 6.90 6.09 270.71 3.04 273.76 6.09 270.71 Silty SAND TILL (97%) / SAND & GRAVEL (3%) Newmarket Aquitard 1.5E-07

BH/MW10 4939421 | 621744 263.33 262.40 0.93 5.28 4.35 258.05 1.30 261.10 4.35 258.05 [ Silty SAND TILL (33%) / Silty SAND & GRAVEL (67%)| Newmarket Aquitard / Upper Aquifer 2.6E-07
BH/MW13 4939270 621951 274.18 273.20 0.98 7.07 6.09 267.11 3.04 270.16 6.09 267.11 Silty SAND TILL with sand layers (100%) Newmarket Aquitard -
BH/MW15 4939069 @ 621985 284.07 283.30 0.77 10.02 9.25 274.05 6.20 277.10 9.25 274.05 Silty SAND TILL (100%) Newmarket Aquitard -

BH/MW16 4938865 | 621779 285.79 284.80 0.99 7.18 6.19 278.61 3.14 281.66 6.19 278.61 Silty SAND TILL (100%) Newmarket Aquitard 6.5E-08
BH/MW18 4939033 | 622361 268.64 267.80 0.84 7.10 6.26 261.54 3.21 264.59 6.26 261.54 SAND with SILT and GRAVEL Ice-Contact/Glaciolacustrine Deposits -

DRIVE-POINT PIEZOMETERS GEOMEAN (Newmarket Aquitard) = 1.1E-07
DP1-19(S) 4939929 | 621744 261.86 261.04 0.82 2.55 1.73 259.31 1.31 259.73 1.73 259.31 - -
DP1-19(D) 4939929 | 621744 261.91 261.04 0.87 3.50 2.63 258.41 2.21 258.83 2.63 258.41 - -

Notes:

(a) Refer to Appendix D for borehole and well construction logs
(b) Refer to Appendix E hydraulic conductivity analytical solutions
(c) Ground surface elevation for DP1-19(S/D) not surveyed. Elevation estimated using data provided by the South Central Ontario Orthophotography project DEM (2013), Queen's Printer for Ontario, 2013.

m AMSL = meters above mean sea level
m BGS = meters below ground surface
m BTOC = meters below top of well casing

- = data not available
(S) = shallow
(D) = deep
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TABLE 2: GROUNDWATER LEVEL DATA - MONITORING WELLS

Monitoring Date Time Well Depth Screen Screen Top of Casing Ground Pipe Groundwater Level Vertical Hydraulic
Well ID Length | separation (| Elevation Surface | Stick-up Gradient @
Elevation
(+) = Upward
(mBTOC) | (mBGS) | (mAMSL) (m) (m) (m AMSL) (m AMSL) (m) (mBGS) @ (m BTOC) (m AMSL) (-) = Downward
BH/MWO02(S) 11-Jul-19 10:58 AM 5.50 4.62 272.38 3.05 277.88 277.00 0.88 DRY to 4.62 | DRY to 5.50 | DRY to 272.38
17-Apr-20 12:50 PM DRY to 4.62 | DRY to 5.50 | DRY to 272.38
BH/MWO02(D) 11-Jul-19 10:55 AM 9.32 8.44 268.56 3.05 3.82 277.88 277.00 0.88 DRY to 8.44 | DRY t0 9.32 | DRY to 268.56 -
17-Apr-20 12:55 PM DRY to 8.44 | DRY t0 9.32 | DRY to 268.56 -
BH/MWO04(S) 4-Jun-19 4:04 PM 5.38 4.49 262.71 3.05 268.09 267.20 0.89 2.80 3.69 264.40
11-Jul-19 5:04 PM 2.89 3.78 264.31
17-Apr-20 10:11 AM 2.52 3.41 264.68
BH/MWO04(D) 4-Jun-19 4:06 PM 9.32 8.56 258.64 3.05 4.07 267.96 267.20 0.76 2.92 3.68 264.28 -0.03
11-Jul-19 5:07 PM 3.05 3.81 264.15 -0.04
17-Apr-20 10:18 AM 2.63 3.39 264.57 -0.03
BH/MWO06 12-Jul-19 9:35 AM 7.10 6.18 273.52 3.05 280.62 279.70 0.92 3.75 4.67 275.95
17-Apr-20 10:40 AM 1.35 2.27 278.35
BH/MWO09 11-Jul-19 2:53 PM 6.90 6.09 270.71 3.05 277.61 276.80 0.81 3.54 4.35 273.26
17-Apr-20 11:35 AM 2.57 3.38 274.23
BH/MW10 4-Jun-19 11:22 AM 5.28 4.35 258.05 3.05 263.33 262.40 0.93 1.28 2.21 261.12
11-Jul-19 4:28 PM 1.79 2.72 260.61
17-Apr-20 10:57 AM 0.92 1.85 261.48
BH/MW13 4-Jun-19 12:21 PM 7.07 6.09 267.11 3.05 274.18 273.20 0.98 DRY to 6.09 | DRY to 7.07 | DRY to 267.11
17-Apr-20 11:15 AM DRY to 6.09 | DRY to 7.07 | DRY to 267.11
BH/MW15 4-Jun-19 1:42 PM 10.02 9.25 274.05 3.05 284.07 283.30 0.77 DRY to 9.25 | DRY to 10.02 | DRY to 274.05
17-Apr-20 12:01 PM DRY to 9.25 | DRY to 10.02 | DRY to 274.05
BH/MW 16 4-Jun-19 1:16 PM 7.18 6.19 278.61 3.05 285.79 284.80 0.99 1.14 213 283.66
12-Jul-19 2:24 PM 2.05 3.04 282.75
17-Apr-20 11:49 AM 1.45 2.44 283.35
BH/MW18 11-Jul-19 12:12 PM 7.10 6.22 261.58 3.05 268.68 267.80 0.88 DRY t0 6.22 | DRY to 7.10 | DRY to 261.58
17-Apr-20 12:18 PM DRY t0 6.22 | DRY to 7.10 | DRY to 261.58
Notes:

(1) Distance between the screen mid-points in the deep and shallow monitoring wells.
(2) A negative value indicates that the water level measured within the pipe is located above ground surface
(3)

Negative and positive values indicate downward and upward gradients, respectively.

m BGS = meters below ground surface
m BTOC = meters below top of casing

DRY = no groundwater or surface water was observed in the piezometer or watercourse, respectively
- = measurement not available

Page 1 of 1



TABLE 3: GROUNDWATER LEVELS - DRIVE-POINT PIEZOMETERS

DP1-19(S) 2.55 1.73 0.42 0.82 261.04 261.86 12-Jul-19 4:04 PM 0.33 1.15 260.71
17-Apr-20 1:27 PM 0.01 0.83 261.03
DP1-19(D) 3.50 2.63 0.42 0.90 0.87 261.04 261.91 12-Jul-19 4:05 PM 1.95 2.82 259.09 -1.00
17-Apr-20 1:34 PM 1.08 1.95 259.96 -1.00
Notes:

(1) Distance between the screen mid-points in the deep and shallow piezometers.

(2) A negative value indicates that the water level measured within the pipe is located above ground surface.

(3

m BGS = meters below ground surface

m BTOC = meters below top of casing

DRY = no groundwater or surface water was observed in the piezometer or watercourse, respectively
- = measurement not available

)

) A negative value indicates that the surface water level is above the top of the piezometer.

(4) Vertical hydraulic gradient between the shallow and deep piezometer screened intervals. Negative and positive values indicate downward and upward gradients, respectively.
(5) Ground surface elevation not surveyed. Elevation estimated using data provided by the South Central Ontario Orthophotography project DEM (2013), Queen's Printer for Ontario, 2013.
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TABLE 4 - INFILTRATION TESTING RESULTS

Testing Horizontal Vertical Hydraulic Infiltration | Pit Depth | Screened Soil Substrate Tested Hydrostratigraphic Unit
Location ID | Hydraulic Conductivity? Rate!” Interval (% of screened interval)
Conductivity
(mls) (cm/s) | (mls) (mm/hr) | (mBGS) | (mBGS)
Guelph Permeameter Testing(s)
GP1 - 4.5E-04 4.5E-06 69 0.52 - FINE SAND, trace silt Ice-Contact/Glaciolacustrine Deposits
GP2 - 4. 1E-04 4.1E-06 67 0.58 - Silty FINE SAND, some medium to coarse sand | Ice-Contact/Glaciolacustrine Deposits
GP3 - 7.1E-04 7.1E-06 78 0.50 - Silty FINE SAND, some medium to coarse sand | Ice-Contact/Glaciolacustrine Deposits
GP4 - 2.6E-04 2.6E-06 60 0.50 - FINE SAND, trace silt Ice-Contact/Glaciolacustrine Deposits
GP5 - 3.1E-05 3.1E-07 34 0.50 - Silty FINE SAND, some silty clay Ice-Contact/Glaciolacustrine Deposits
In-situ Hydraulic Response Testing“"
BH/MWO04(S) 5.2E-06 - 5.2E-07 39 - 1.5-45 Silty SAND Ice-Contact/Glaciolacustrine Deposits
BH/MWO06 6.7E-08 - 6.7E-09 12 - 3.1-6.1 Silty SAND TILL Newmarket Aquitard
BH/MWQ09 1.5E-07 - 1.5E-08 15 - 3.0-6.0 Silty SAND TILL / SAND & GRAVEL Newmarket Aquitard
BH/MW10 2.6E-07 - 2.6E-08 17 - 1.3-43 Silty SAND TILL / Silty SAND & GRAVEL Newmarket Aquitard
BH/MW16 6.5E-08 - 6.5E-09 12 - 3.3-6.3 Silty SAND TILL Newmarket Aquitard
Average (Ice-Contact/Glaciolacustrine Deposits) © = 62
Average (Newmarket Aquitard) ) = 19
Average (All Soils) = 40
Notes:

(1) Infiltration rate calculated based on established relationship between vertical hydraulic conductivity and infiltration rate presented in Credit Valley Conservation and
Toronto and Region Conservation (2010) Low Impact Stormwater Management Planning and Design Guideline - Version 1.0.

(2) Vertical hydraulic conductivities assumed to be one order of magnitude lower than in-situ measured horizontal hydraulic conductivities.

(3) Based on Guelph Permeameter testing performed on upper 0.6 m of overburden deposits (i.e., surficial deposits).

(4) Based on wells screened in deposits located from depths of 1.3 m to 6.3 m BGS.
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B Remoulded Vane Test, kPa
A Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa




@ Stantec

CLIENT

Charter Consruction

BOREHOLE RECORD

Sheet 2 of 2

BH 2
PROJECT No. __121622652

LOCATION __OQrillia
DATES: BORING 22/05/2019

WATER LEVEL

11/07/2019

DATUM ___ Geodetic
TPCELEVATION _____277.0m

DEPTH (m)

ELEVATION
(m)

STRATA DESCRIPTION

STRATA PLOT

WATER LEVEL

SAMPLES

DEPTH (ft)

Tt et ot i o bt sk [
~ =) th L8 W [ o (=]
el e Vg b g

ee e Lo bl gy

j—
oo

19

20

[
a
=
=)

TYPE

NUMBER
RECOVERY (mm)
TCR(%) / SCR(%)

N-VALUE
OR RQD(%)

UNDRAINED SH

EAR STRENGTH (kPa)
100 150 200

50
|
)

L R S
Wow R

P
WATER CONTENT & ATTERBERG LIMITS ~ —6——|
DYNAMIC CONE PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ¥ REM:'RKS
STANDARD PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m @ | GRAINSIZE

DISTRIBUTION
(%)
GR SA 8l CL

' T NI |

' IFETSTITE NI IR AT S AT ST ST AT AT

ol o Lo s ]y

-A 50mm auxillary well was also
installed at a depth of 4.57m.
Screened from 4.57m to 1.52m. The
well was dry on July 11th, 2019.

60

-} 631

34+
351
36
37
38
39
40
411
42
434
44
45
461
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59

614
62

64
65

10 20 30 40,

50 60 70 80 90 100

O Field Vane Test, kPa

O Remoulded Vane Test, kPa
& Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa
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@ Stantec BOREHOLE RECORD BH 3
CLIENT Charter Consruction PROJECT No. 121622652
LOCATION __ Orillia DATUM ___ Geodetic
DATES: BORING 14/05/2019 WATER LEVEL TPCELEVATION ____ 265.8m
g SAMPLES UNDRAINED SHEAR STRENGTH (kPa)
£l 2 918 e = 50 100 150 200
gl I [ e ES| T y T y T 1
E| <E STRATA DESCRIPTION <z |F el EE| S W ow W
o | == Wl | wlw| >3] D& | water conTenT & ATTERBERG LIMITS  F—6——
W m sle|lu | @mlxe? 2
0| m 7 g = RS = < < | pyNamic cONE PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ¥ REMARKS
2 8% Z no: STANDARD PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ) DE%ES%SN
o | 2658 ; 0 = 10 20 30 40 S0 60 70 80 90 100g sk o
: Loose, Brown, Moist XA : Sl CL
Silty Sandy TOPSOIL organics %% 1A)SS| 1 3-3&610 4
] 265.2 "Wy 2
] Compact, Brown, Moist '| 3
. Silty SAND (SM) Till P 3Vl 5 1980 | 10
E ‘]JJ 4 610
: Trace Grayel J-‘*l 5
] 15 i 510
" {ft 6 1]ISS| 3 510 21
; |
] -Very Dense ] 4 8 |
] il 1
: ‘]il o SS| 4 8101 60
34 | | 10
] -Dense é
1 3 4 380
1 {‘fr 114}|SS '5 510 44
] -Wet { { 12
] 1Ll 13+
4 . ss| 6 210 | 32
] ‘] l[ 14- 610
E }J>1 15
1 ) i 610
5] ﬁ 16 XSS 7|48 1 3
.E .1{ 18
| S
6 L[5
] R 20
] -Very Dense - J}l ss| g 460 | 50/
-End of bore hole at 6.55m 22
- _ -Caving at 3.35m 23
: 24
3 25-
8 _'_-' 26
] 274
7 28
9 ] 29
] 30-
] 31
] 324
10- =
O Field Vane Test, kPa
O Remoulded Vane Test, kPa
A Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa




Sheet 1 of 2
@ Stantec BOREHOLE RECORD BH 4
CLIENT Charter Consruction PROJECT No.  __121622652
LOCATION __ Orillia DATUM ____ Geodetic
DATES: BORING 14/05/2019 WATERLEVEL 11/07/2019 TPCELEVATION _____ 267.2m
1. =g SAMPLES UNDRAINED SHEAR STRENGTH (kPa)
£|3 S e e e
— -4 & —_~
E|<E STRATADESCRIPTION | |z | F | EE| LS W w K
T i g (W &l w | > 5 D3 | WATER CONTENT & ATTERBERGLMITS  F—6——
ol g k= é = % =| Uz g < | DYNAMIC CONE PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ¥ REMARKS
2 D | 2o | STANDARD PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ©® | GRANSIZE
O <0 DISTRIBUTION
0 267.2 . e 10 20 30 40 SO 60 70 80 90 100g ik
1 Very Loose, Brown, Moist 304 (Rdad (Ba-5 |4l 4388 [Banal |RRan e d [Bdag! [Basat
] Sandy TOPSOIL 1308 4
1.266.6 SR
] Very Loose, Brown, Moist N
1] Silty SAND (SM) X 2 %i;% 3
. -Loose B
] .'." 3 430 4
2] i 610
E T 4 |82 o
31 k v
] “Wet .17
] b 5 1330 8
] NE 610
1 263.4 1y
4 Dense, Greyish Brown, Wet 1 3
; Silty SAND (SM) Till N 6 25| 32
E -Blowback in Augurs at 12.5' ‘_] 1}
] -Very Dense, Very Wet } *I
] " 330
5] {ft 71810 | ©8
6 '.] 1}
] -Brown TJ_ [ :
. ﬁ% 8 |10 | °
7 k)
] -Approx. 5' blowback in augurs " [
] 460 | 50/
8 9 g% is0
9 -
] -Dense |
3 10 |20 [ 3
1 2574 610
10 -End of Borehole at 9.75m.
Continued Next Page O Field Vane Test, kPa
O Remoulded Vane Test, kPa
& Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa
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@ Stantec BOREHOLE RECORD BH 4
CLIENT Charter Consruction PROJECT No. 121622652
LOCATION __Orillia DATUM Geodetic
DATES: BORING 14/05/2019 WATER LEVEL 11/07/2019 TPC ELEVATION 267.2m
= | g SAMPLES UNDRAINED SHEAR STRENGTH (kPa)
= =z (@] —_
E 5 i E £ E;\? 1(1)0 : 1?0 : 2(1)0
T E Sl ET - 1 T ]
| <€ STRATA DESCRIPTION ,‘E x| E x| S| WX Wp W I
o | 2> W& | w|w|>| SF | WATER CONTENT & ATTERBERG LIMITS ~ F—6——
= Iil" é E(Wlag|la|lxe? 2 o
0 m e é a > :E) w3 < & | DYNAMIC CONE PENETRATION TEST, BLOWSD.3m ¥ REMARKS
(2] |1 GRAIN SIZE
Z § 5 pd Oor STANDARD PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m LR STRE i
1012572 @ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100gp g ’5, o
] -Water level measured at 2.44m. 334
] -A 50mm groundwater monitoring 34
E well was installed at 8.84m. 35
3 Screened from 8.84m to 5.79m.
11 Groundwater level measured at 36
1 3.05m below ground surface on July 374
—: 11th, 2019. 18-
] -A 50mm groundwater monitoring
12 well was also installed at 4.57m. 394
] Screened from 4.57m to 1.52m. 40
B Groundwater level measured at 414
y 2.89m below ground surface on July
i i 11th, 2019. 424
] 43
R 44-
] 45-
14 46
] 47-
] 48 -
15_: 49
] 50-
- 51
T ] 52
] 53
-: 54-
] 55
17 56
E 57
] 58]
18 59-
] 60
E 61-
19- 62
] 63
. 641
] 65
20 :
O Field Vane Test, kPa
B Remoulded Vane Test, kPa
A Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa
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@ Stantec BOREHOLE RECORD BH 5
CLIENT Charter Consruction PROJECT No.  __121622652
LOCATION __ Orillia DATUM __ Geodetic
DATES: BORING WATER LEVEL TPCELEVATION ____ 270.4m
£l SAMPLES UNDRAINED SHEAR STRENGTH (kPa)
E 5 g > £ == : 5}0 : 1?0 1?0 : i?o
_ 3 Sl
E|<E STRATA DESCRIPTION | |z | E o | EE| w8 W ow M
a |l == w| &y |w|>8| D& | WATER CONTENT & ATTERBERGLMTS 68—+
w | W =lE|W| @ x’ll 25 : AR
ol m = g = =2 g < © | DYNAMIC CONE PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS®0.3m ¥ REMARKS
2 R A
z 8 & zDOC STANDARD PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ) D%';Q'{;SJ%N
o | 2704 . = 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100gp oiK ¢
] Loose, Brown, Moist ST 300 J
: Gravelly TOPSOIL o B R I e vl R B
-1 269.8 RO 2 M
] Loose, Brown, Moist 1
g Silty SAND (SM) Ak 37 360,
: oSS 2 {358 | 5
E I 5
2] A SNSS 3 0|
] cr 7
] ] 8 -
7] 310
: Ao Uss| 4 (R ¢
3 EREEE
] _ 530
] ot 1141iSS| 5 510 6
1 266.6 dy |12
] Compact, Brown, Moist 15 _
4 - p ] ] 9 13
: Silty SAND (SM) Till }J;l diss( e |85 | 2
v i
i {ft 16ss| 7 -850 | 13
. { l 17
: .‘ﬁ-" =
i l 19
6 j] JJ' 20
] -Very Dense, Very Wet Il 510
] }ﬂ,l a14iss| 8 (31| 61
] -End of Borehole at 6.71m
7 23
24
1 25
8 _E 26—
] 27
3 28
3 294
9 =
] 30
3 31
] 324
lo 7 .
O Field Vane Test, kPa
B Remoulded Vane Test, kPa
A Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa
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@ Stantec BOREHOLE RECORD BH 6
CLIENT Charter Consruction PROJECT No. 121622652
LOCATION _ Orillia DATUM Geodetic
DATES: BORING 15/05/2019 WATER LEVEL 11/07/2019 TPCELEVATION _____ 279.7m
5 d UNDRAINED SHEAR STRENGTH (kPa)
Tl 2 = == 50 100 150
E|& HE 39 —p P 0, W
E| <€ STRATADESCRIPTION | |g | E | EEIWE W ow W
& o> < L & w W | > 3| 33 | WATER CONTENT & ATTERBERG LIMITS  F—6——
ol @ e g o g % g = § g DYNAMIC CONE PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ¥ REM:RKS
X4
Z 8 g zﬂot STANDARD PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ) Dgﬁallgg% N
279.7 &~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100gp ¥ ¢
] Loose, Brown, Moist ]H A1 r
] Silty SAND (SM) Till l]'l;l ss| 1| HL| s
] ~Compact ij I
1 s ﬁ‘r ss| 2 4601 23
_I -Dense ‘{1}
5] f]ll.[ ) Rl g e
] -Compact }}’l
7 X 3580
. ﬁ-f SS 20| 28
3 R
-Dense ,{f 5
E m SS —3—0—610 49
] AR
4 -Very Dense ]]J 50/
] -Trace Gravel ' {} ‘i‘l SS %%% {50
] {f{ ss| 7 |82 | so
5 ]1] 610
6 _1 {i} o
12735 Al SS %
_3 -End of borehole at 6.71m
] -A 50mm groundwater monitoring
] well was installed at a depth of
7 6.10m. Screened from 6.10m to
3.05m. Groundwater level measured
. at 3.75m below ground surface on
] July 11th, 2019.
8
9
10 1 . - 'R B B
O Field Vane Test, kPa
B Remoulded Vane Test, kPa
& Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa
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@ Stantec BOREHOLE RECORD BH 7
CLIENT Charter Consruction PROJECT No. 121622652
LOCATION __Orillia DATUM ___ Geodetic
DATES: BORING 15/05/2019 WATER LEVEL TPCELEVATION _____ 270.7m
. = | SAMPLES UNDRAINED SHEAR STRENGTH (kPa)
E 5 E’ E g ’E\:\; 5}0 ; 1?0 1?0 : 2?0
- = S~
E| %€ STRATADESCRIPTION  [< |z | E o | EE| wE W w W
B >= < w & | w Wi | > g5 | 3y | WATER CONTENT 8 ATTERBERGLMITS  F—6——
oflm = é a % =|u = < g DYNAMIC CONE PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ¥ REM:RKS
2 Rl A
Z 8 g z (ﬂjf STANDARD PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ° Dg’;ﬁ’gS}Z’gN
270.7 B 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100p sx(a%)gl ol
. Loose, Brown, Moist ot 4 [
] Silty Sandy Organic TOPSOIL [ *} LTA4SS| 1 ﬂm 4 t
- 270.1 M 2
] Very Loose, Brown, Moist 1
4 9 - oL 3 A
1 Silty SAND (SM) Ry > lss| 2 200 |
> s
] -Coarse sand b
i i 580
s ] 6 1/SS| 3 210 3
1 268.4 5/
B Compact, Brown, Moist ] ] 8 -
: Silty SAND (SM) Till ]’ll o JIISS| ¢ 2
3 — -Dense J'il .
] 5 d 480
: 1} 11}[SS| 5 sio | 42
] g {T‘ 12
§ -Very Dense =K i
44 2 1 e 460 | 50/
] Ty ] 460 | 50/
5] ‘ﬁ\f 161SS| 7 |5 | 150
] - f 17
. .{ | 18-
] "1‘1; 19
61 264.6 12l 20 f4gst g + 00 + 30/
-No recovery in last spoon . SE T 3l
. -Borehole ends at 6.15m
4 22_
7 23
] 24-
E 25-
8 _: 26
] 27-
B 28
29
9 -
] 304
] 314
4 32_
T ¥ o8 (Hoge
O Field Vane Test, kPa
O Remoulded Vane Test, k}’a
A Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa




@ Stantec BOREHOLE RECORD BH 8 Sheet 1. 1
CLIENT Charter Consruction PROJECT No. 121622652
LOCATION __ Orillia DATUM ___ Geodetic
DATES: BORING 15/05/2019 WATER LEVEL TPCELEVATION ____ 278.4m

E (o SAMPLES UNDRAINED SHEAR STRENGTH (kPa)

E 5 g >l e =z ; 5}0 : 1?0 : 1?0 : 2({)0

= EE STRATA DESCRIPTION < z | E o Eg uw® : W w W

ol B W& | |w|>$B! D& | WATER CONTENT & ATTERBERG LMITS ~ ——6——

w3 é FElY | | o|le? 25

Ol m = é o = =W <@ | DYNAMIC CONE PENETRATION TEST, BLOWSO.3m ¥ REMPRKS

% OS] 2 | stanoaro pENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m @ | GRAIN SIZE
SE|l <0 DISTRIBUTION
0 12784 o EE 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100gp of* o)
b Very Loose, Brown, Moist v A N e e R R B
1 277.9| Organic TOPSOIL 1-)iss| 1 |262
] Very Loose, Brown, Moist 2
] Silty SAND (SM) Till 3
14 -Loose ss| 2 |62
] 4 610
_I -Compact S
] 6ss|3 |2
2 i
] 7
] g -
7 380
: o JISS| 4 |28
3
] -Very Dense 10
] 11-ffss| 5 |2
] 12
4 131
] ss| 6 |190
] 144 610
] 15 Hs ss 26 14
] _ 360
s 16jss| 7 |20
] 17
. 18-
] 19
6 20
] - 360
. 21i[SS 8 510
] 22
7 23
] 24+
1 270.8 25
] Very Dense, Brown, Very Wet I
8 Poorly Graded SAND & GRAVEL 26)ss| 9 |10
; (SP) 27
7 28
] 29
97 .
1 269.1 30 -RsSTTo (5
] -End of Borehole at 9.3m 314 v
] 32 L
10 sasalse N TR EER R BT o
O Field Vane Test, kPa
A Remoulded Vane Test, kPa
A Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa
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@ Stantec BOREHOLE RECORD BH 9
CLIENT Charter Consruction PROJECT No. 121622652
LOCATION __ Orillia DATUM ____ Geodetic
DATES: BORING 15/05/2019 WATER LEVEL 11/07/2019 TPC ELEVATION 276.8m
~ 5 o SAMPLES UNDRAINED SHEAR STRENGTH (kPa)
E 5 i E g E;\? ; 5}0 ; 1?0 1?0 : 2?0
- — 1
E|<E STRATADESCRIPTION | |z | E w|EE| Wi W w o
el , < L & lw Wi | > @ | 3 | WATER CONTENT & ATTERBERGLIMITS  F—6——
ol g k= g a %‘ S(uzl g < | ovnamic conE PENETRATION TEST, BLOWSD.3m ¥ GETTE
S 9
) GRAIN SIZE
4 8 5 -4 g STANDARD PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ® | CRANSIZE
0 12768 ' . e 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 10qcp ik ¢
] Very Loose, Brown, Moist e i r
] Organic TOPSOIL [ TSS)| 2
1 276.0 —LI 2
] Loose, Brown, Moist 15 3 4
1 : 3kt 460
5 Silty SAND (SM) Till -]4[ o l(ss| 2 |55
] 1k 5
] -Compact J' +I
] o 4 460
2] £ T’ 6 SS| 3 |6lo
] i { l 7
] 11] 8 Wss| 4 |520
] l ]‘LI 9 610
3 ] i }]>l 10
. T i _m
] ﬁ 2 H4SS| 5 |55
] g{f{ 12
1 -Very Dense Y ]
4 ry . ‘i 13 ss| ¢ | 200
] il ! ] 14 610
E ] | 15
. -Compact, Moist § J>
] . 4 430
3 }é[ 16-ss| 7 | 430
] i 1" 17
. Gl [
] @| 19
6 1.270.7 ¥ 20 Tan
1+270.6! Very Dense, Brown & Grey, Moist SS| 8 4&; S
] Poorly Graded SAND & GRAVEL 214
] (SP) 22
73 -End of Borehole at 6.25m 23
1 -No cave
b -A 50mm groundwater monitoring 24+
] well was installed at a depth of 25+
] 6.10m. Screened from 6.10m to 26
8 — 3.05m. Groundwater level measured
1 at 3.54m below ground surface on 27
7 July 11th, 2019. 28
] 294
9 -
] 30
] 314
] 32
10 =
O Field Vane Test, kPa
B Remoulded Vane Test, kPa
A Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa
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() stantec BOREHOLE RECORD BH 10
CLIENT Charter Consruction PROJECT No. __121622652
LOCATION __Orillia DATUM ____ Geodetic
DATES: BORING 16/05/2019 WATER LEVEL  11/07/2019 TPC ELEVATION 262.4m
E g SAMPLES UNDRAINED SHEAR STRENGTH (kPa)
P g Q) -~ - 100 150 200
Els x| E ES ]
E|<E STRATADESCRIFTION | |z | E v EE| LS W ow
n| == wle|w|w|>Q| 55| warercontent a aTrersERG LMITS  F——6——]
wo| cle|luld | a|la® 38
ol k= g a 2|y S < | DYNAMIC CONE PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ¥ GE0Y)
Xl 4
=z 8 g z DO: STANDARD PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ) Dg*%'l'; glnng
o | 2624 0 B 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 10dgy of¥ o
] Very Loose, Brown, Wet Bt ) o8
] Organics, TOPSOIL trace Silt o 14488} 1 —mm 2
] "\,
1 261.6 1] 2
] Very Loose, Brown, Moist ar 3 -
11 Silty SAND (SM) Till trace 1«1’ L Nlss|2 |38 «
] Organics ]JJ'
] -No more Organics }' +l 4 .
] ¢ Tt 6liss|3 L 3
2 1]
] 260.1 G|
b Loose, Brown, Wet 8
- td td P
i Poorly Graded SAND with AT 9 SS| 4 %}—8‘ 9
s ] GRAVEL (SP) fe i
3 4 10
) -Compact, Very Wet P
. @4 | 310
E ? 114]|SS| 5 510 27
] ?Q ] 12
2 fe A 13+ (23 73 2 2
4 ¢ ss| 6 (280 | 29 i
] » & |14 610
. fo
. -Dense PP 15
5] -No more trace gravel ® ¥ 16}ISS| 7 %?% 31
] 2572 o I
. -End of Borehole at 5.18m o
7 -Cave t0 4.89m 184
] -Drilled to 20" to open hole for well 19
6 - Blow Back (7' Sand Blowback in 20-
] Augurs)
3 -A 50mm groundwater monitoring 21+
] well was installed at a depth of 22 ]
: E 4.88m. Screened from 4.88m to ool
] 1.83m. Groundwater level measured
] at 1.79m below ground surface on 24+
] July 11th, 2019. 25 ]
8 _: 26"'
] 274
“. 28
9 ] 294
] 30
] 314
] 324
10' PRI IR ITROE [P RPN r
O Field Vane Test, kPa
DO Remoulded Vane Test, kPa
& Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa




@ Stantec BOREHOLE RECORD BH 11' Sheet 1 of 1

CLIENT Charter Consruction PROJECT No. 121622652
LOCATION Ol‘illia DATUM Gendeﬁp
DATES: BORING 16/05/2019 WATER LEVEL TPC ELEVATION 267.9m
~ ,6 z SAMPLES UNDRAINED SHEAR STRENGTH (kPa)
£ 8 E.J @ § Eg : 5}0 : 1?0 : 1?0 : Zj(I)O
E|<E STRATADESCRIPTION | |z | E w| EE| WE W w W
B2 < i &l W | > G| Dy | WATER CONTENT & ATTERBERGLIMITS  F—6——1
Q| m & é a % :E) ”>JEa §nc: DYNAMIC CONE PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS0.3m ¥ REMQRKS
| S Gl
z § % z% STANDARD PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m o DIS';Q'LES%SN
0 4-267.9 ‘ . B e 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 logep oF¥ o
] Very Loose, Brown, Moist ]J;I o i E SRR "
] Silty SAND (SM) Till and Organic |} 1fiss| 1 |Ha| 3
] Topsoil ’]1} 2
1] -Loose, Moist i J‘ ‘*l 3 -
-No Organics er 4 8§ 2 -36—?-8- 4
E -Very Loose, Wet ‘_{. ' S
. 1 i 6flss|3 |38 2
3 ~Compact f} [ 8 -
-Some Sand in Tip ,ﬁ; o 4I5S 4 2013
3 L
] { | 10
] ﬁ,‘ 114flss| 5 | 268 | 24
' M|
; . -Dense ]> _
4 K 13
] ~With Gravel {}j\[ 14_x ss| 6 |60 | a0
] 14 5
-Compact ‘ ft
5 {’il 164fiss| 7 |18 | s
]-l] 17
]ﬁ 18
Bl 1o

Very Dense a fr 28
- 460 | 5o/
261.3 i SS| 8 | 460 | 150

-End of Borehole at 6.55m 22

T I AT I WIS I AT IS I T A

-}
|
[d
a
1

1
N
= -]

1

W I
W
P
1

10

O Field Vane Test, kPa
O Remoulded Vane Test, kPa
& Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa
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CLIENT Charter Consruction PROJECT No. 121622652
LOCATION __OQrillia DATUM Geodeti
=g SAMPLES UNDRAINED SHEAR STRENGTH (kPa)
€| & 9 = = 50 100 150 200
I 8 o @ g ERX ]
E| <E STRATA DESCRIPTION Ll l|E - ég ws W ow %
alg < L & w m E @ | 3 & | WATER CONTENT & ATTERBERGLIMTS ~ F——6——
Q| m 5 é a %’ % g ,\; <>t g DYNAMIC CONE PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ¥ REMQRKS
4 OEf Z ¢ | STANDARD PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m @ | GRAINSIZE
o8 (@) DISTR(I‘,IZ;JTION
0 269.5 : - s Y- . 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100gq sa Sl gl
] Very Loose, Brown, Moist ‘IL‘
] Silty SAND (SM) Till trace l 1 4}|SS| 1 —%—?—8— 2
B Organics ]} J>{ 2 .
] -Wet, no Organics Ty 3 =
1 ' .3 360 =
{Tr JAIss|2 5] 2
_I -Compact '{1: s 5
= j]u.l 6iiss|3 |28 | n
] 3 ”
1 -Moist J}i 8 -
g \ 330
; E;J . Ss| 4 |25 | 22
3 4 josE:
-Very Dense { } -
it 1SS 5 1 Fig | 75

plin

-

w

L

——

w
7
>

N|—

=\

o
—tn
N
=2

£
' AT SN A AT ST i AR

-Very Wet {

g

I. 161|SS| 7 60

(=)
—
<

(7]
]

PR IS ET ST ST BT

;1’,} 20 SS| 8

i
S

263.2| -Brown to Grey, Moist

B
2
)

-End of Borehole at 6.35m

'S NI
[N
S
1

= -]
|
[\
a
|

| IFETEITE A
~
&
l

AT |
W
~
|

O Field Vane Test, kPa
O Remoulded Vane Test, kPa
& Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa
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CLIENT Charter Consruction PROJECT No. 121622652
LOCATION __OQrillia DATUM _____ Geodetic
DATES: BORING 17/05/2019 WATER LEVEL 04/06/2019 TPC ELEVATION 273.2m
(o SAMPLES UNDRAINED SHEAR STRENGTH (kPa)
E s g >l e 49 .50 10 150 200
Il E~ pr I £ . i 1 T t i y 1
E| <E STRATA DESCRIPTION S| F vl EE| LS W w
o | == Wil |y w|>P| D& | WATER CONTENT & ATTERBERG LIMTS ~ F—0——
u Ele|u|din|le 2128
0| m e %’: o = = g = § & | DYNAMIC CONE PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m V¥ REMQRKS
- X 4
=z 8 g -4 %ﬂ STANDARD PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ° Dg’m’;gﬁg N
0 12732 o & 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100ge of¥h o
] Very Loose, Brown, Moist '|J>] 360 : S
] Silty SAND (SM) Till and Organics ]il 194iss| 1 |55 | 3
] 2B | 2
] -Compact ) I 3
1 . m ss|2 (330 | 14
] 1 4- 610
. {fl 5
N 1k i 4
" ]l 6i(ss| 3 |82 14
] ‘_] 1} 7
b -Dense TJ. 1 8 |
f lﬁ‘f . SS| 4 ﬁﬁﬂm 31
3 i f
-Very Dense ‘{, ‘ L 2 50/
] ] L 12
4 B | 13 460 | 50/
] H 1| >| © [610 | 150
B {fl 15
] .1 i 300 | 50/
5] ]II 161ss| 7 |2 | %
—: ]]J 18
: J;+-| 19-
67 . il |20
: -Imbedded with layers of Sand T
] Sl [ 21f]ss| 8 B0 57
1 266.5 111. 22
h -End of Borehole at 6.71m
7 -A 50mm groundwater monitoring 23+
] well was intalled at a depth of 24
] 6.10m. Screened from 6.10m to 25
] 3.05m. The well was dry on June
8- 4th, 2019. 26
] 271
. 28-
> ] 29+
] 30
. 31+
] 32
10- . DRI I I B B
O Field Vane Test, kPa
B Remoulded Vane Test, kPa
A Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa
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() stantec BOREHOLE RECORD BH 14
CLIENT Charter Consruction PROJECT No. 121622652
LOCATION __Orillia DATUM Geodetic
DATES: BORING 17/05/2019 WATER LEVEL TPCELEVATION _____ 278.3m
| SAMPLES UNDRAINED SHEAR STRENGTH (kPa)
£l z 9 E e S—— 50 100 150 200
= 8 oy ERX . t 1 t T t T + 1
E| <t STRATA DESCRIPTION e | & - 55 ws W oW
o T < | W & | w W >@| 3G [ WaTER coNTENT & ATTERBERG LMTS  F—6——
o g = %Z o nt' s|u I ES < | pYNAMIC CONE PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/.3m ¥ REMARKS
2 8 E’ z'DOC STANDARD PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ° DE%ES%SN
0 12783 . 5 T 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100er of¥% o
: Very Loose, Brown, Moist £g 1 189 2S00 Rosas Rased Donae Roces Resed uscs Reses Rese: SLCU
] Sandy TOPSOIL ’—L 1flss| 1| 430 | 4
12775 El 2
] Very Loose, Brown, Moist RE 3 - &
19 Silty SAND (SM) Till ]h‘l LSS 2 |65 3 [0
1 2768| 7151 .
] Compact, Brown, Moist 4
. Clayey SAND (SC) Till Z 6iiss| 3 |32 | 2
] 2760 ; ,f' 7
R Very Dense, Brown, Moist § I 8 |
5 Silty SAND (SM) Till & Gravel ]14[ o J[SS| 4 308 | 2
3 :ﬁ 10
) -Dense, Brown & Grey ‘CF
] )3 11(ss| 5 [280 | 30
] k fr 610
7 { l 12
i Vi H G 1 i .
4] ery Dense, Moist, No Grave .I:i] 13 sl 12 50/
] | ]il 14 610 | 150
7] ‘. ". 15
. -Trace Gravel J_'H
] \ 4 580
. ﬁ 164fIss| 7 | 288 | s0
] g ff 17
. {il 18-
] il l 1| 194
6 2722 -1.'5 [l ZO‘JE SSTX 76 <er
] -Very Dense, Brown, Very Wet TH 76
h Well Graded SAND with SILT and 21+
Gravel 22
7] -End of Borehole at 6.17m 23
-Augur Refusal on Boulder o
; 25-
g ] 26-
] 27-
. 28
] 29
9 —
] 30-
. 31
4 32 -
10' DRI IR I EE R B B
O Field Vane Test, kPa
O Remoulded Vane Test, kPa
A Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa
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@ Stantec BOREHOLE RECORD BH 15
CLIENT Charter Consruction PROJECT No.  __121622652
LOCATION __Qrillia DATUM Geodetic
DATES: BORING 21/05/2019 WATERLEVEL 04/06/2019 TPC ELEVATION _____ 283.3m
5 = SAMPLES UNDRAINED SHEAR STRENGTH (kPa)
— Z —
E| ¢ AHE 33 —
- 3 < —_
£ | SE| STRATADESCRIPTION |[& |z |E o | EE| WS W oW
a | 3 W& [y |w|>8| DF | WATER CONTENT & ATTERBERG LIMITS ~ F——6——
= é E(¥ g |o|x? 225G
o|g = é o F |2 W= 2 | DYNAMIC CONE PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/03m ¥ | REMARKS
z §g znoﬁ STANDARD PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ° Dg‘;ﬁ'ﬁg_ﬁgh‘
0| 2833 . 0 = 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100cp o8¥% o
1 283.0| Very Loose, Brown, Moist =0 Raak jaasal|ooosl ot r
: TOPSOIL | S| |e | !
] Very Loose, Dark Brown, Moist ]l l» 2
y Silty SAND (SM) Till I 1, 3 -
1 -Compact, Organics J-+’ 4 SS| 2 %%—8— 19
] Hell | s
1 281.6| -Trace Gravel J'l{
1 i 430
. Compact, Light Grey, Dry TN XSS 30| 2
1 281.0| Broken pieces of ROCK (X 7
3 Very Dense, Light Brown, Moist 1 | 8
] Silty SAND (SM) Till some Gravel ;]J;[ o WS|4 AR
34 &
~Compact, Light Grey to Grey, J',*l 10 610
] Damp _‘_{%i 1SS| 5 €10 | 23
] j { ‘ 12
] -Very Dense, Trace Gravel = 1
4 Y , 1 13
: 141 ss| 6 | 610 | ss
] ]J‘l 14- 610
] },Ll 15
N Iy . 580
5 ﬁ 16 XSS 720 | 59
] Tt 17
] {1' 18-
] t']:l_'l 19-
67 il
k \ 20
] -Light Brown, Damp B J>
] 5 | 4 50/
£ {} *.[ 21flss| s |-430| 507
] fr 22
7 sl |23
E ]l' 24
E -Brown, No Gravel ‘]J} 25 410 | 50/
8 -Very Dense, Light Brown J"fl 261188, 9 610 | 100
] ! { |, 27
] | 281
5 { .
] ; ; dy 30 0TS0
1 273.9| -Light Grey, Moist AN SS|10 |53 | 76
7 -End of Borehole at 9.37m 18
] 324
10 1 : s .. e
Continued Next Page O Field Vane Test, kPa
DO Remoulded Vane Test, kPa
& Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa
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CLIENT Charter Consruction

BOREHOLE RECORD

Sheet 2 of 2

BH 15

LOCATION __Qrillia

PROJECT No. 121622652
DATUM ___ Geodetic

DATES: BORING 21/05/2019

WATER LEVEL  04/06/2019

TPC ELEVATION 283.3m

STRATA DESCRIPTION

DEPTH (m)
ELEVATION
{m)

SAMPLES

UNDRAINED SHEAR STRENGTH (kPa)

510 l(I)O 1?0 2(|)0
I

STRATA PLOT
WATER LEVEL
DEPTH (ft)

TYPE
NUMBER
N-VALUE

OR RQD(%)

3
o
W

RECOVERY (mm)
TCR(%) / SCR(%)

DYNAMIC CONE PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ¥
STANDARD PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ©

W w I}

WATER CONTENT & ATTERBERG LIMITS

REMARKS

&
GRAIN SIZE
DISTRIBUTION

(%)
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100GR sA sl_cL

-A 50mm groundwater monitoring
well was installed at a depth of
9.14m. Screened from 9.14m to
6.10m. The well was dry on June
4th, 2019.

12

15

16

18

e o b g 1 e Lya g e be o0 Voo by g g ba g e ey boa v by bewag b le sy bgg g e beggq by ooy o bey gy sy

20

337
34 :
35-
36-

37
384
39

40
41
42

43 1
447
45

46-
47-
48-
49-

50+
514
52

53
54
55+

56
577
581
59

60
61 -
62

63-
64-
65

O Field Vane Test, kPa
O Remoulded Vane Test, kPa
A Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa
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BOREHOLE RECORD BH 16 Sheet 1 of 1

CLIENT Charter Consruction PROJECT No. 121622652
LOCATION __Orillia DATUM Geodetic
DATES: BORING 17/05/2019 WATER LEVEL 11/07/2019 TPCELEVATION _____ 284.8m
| = 5 o SAMPLES UNDRAINED SHEAR STRENGTH (kPa)
E 5 E_J E £ E:\; : 5}0 , 1?0 : 1?0 : ﬂ)o
= - S I
El&E STRATADESCRIPTION | | | E x| EEIWE wWow W
a o= < |l & Wi | > g3 | S | WATER CONTENT & ATTERBERG LIMITS  F—6——1
ol E %’1 a E =|u = S < | DYNAMIC CONE PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ¥ REMARKS
2 8% Z % STANDARD PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ) Dié'?ﬁ'.’;&%& .
o | 28438 o = 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100g si'K
: Loose, Brown ¥ 0 SLCL
] Silty Organics T 1 941SS| 1 610 5
1 284.0 g )
1 283 8| Very Loose, Brown, Very Wet .. 3
17 Well-Graded SAND with sittand 1151 |, JIsS| 2 |§13 | 2 2 6725 6
] Gravel ]l
—: Very Loose, Brown, Moist - ], S
. Silty SAND (SM) Till some '}3\' 6{lss| 3|23 2
2“: Organics l{fr v 7
1 -Compact, Wet 5 I i .
7 -Moist T3 ) 560
] ﬁ} o ISS| 4 |56 ] 2
34 P
-Dense ‘]]> 10 4
E -Sand seam extends from 10'9" to fJ- f 114488} 5 g%% 50
] 1 . ﬁﬁ 12
33 Nk 13- 560
: {1 v llss| 6 |58 | 36
E ']l- 15
] U3, 4 580
5- t},‘]> 16 Xss 7180 | 8
] 3 17
_: ‘er 18
] .{‘i 19
6 1 5
1 20
] -Very Dense ]l ss| g | 410 | 5o/
1 2782 £ 217 460 | 130
. -End of Borehole at 6.55m 22
7] -A 50mm groundwater monitoring 23
1 well was installed at a depth of
i 6.10m. Screened from 6.10m to 24+
E 3.05m. Groundwater level measured 25
3 at 2.05m below ground surface on 26
8 - July 11th, 2019.
3 27
] 28-
: 29|
9 —
i 304
3 311
g 32 u
10

O Field Vane Test, kPa
O Remoulded Vane Test, kPa
& Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa




Sheet 1 of 1
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CLIENT Charter Consruction PROJECT No. 121622652
LOCATION __Orillia DATUM ____ Geodetic
DATES: BORING 21/05/2019 WATER LEVEL TPCELEVATION _____277.0m
£ (o SAMPLES UNDRAINED SHEAR STRENGTH (kPa)
—- o —~
E 5 d a g E;\? : 5{0 : 1?0 1?0 : Zj(l)O
—_ | s -
L|kE STRATADESCRIPTION | |z | E v | EE| LS W W W
ol 2~ Wl |w|>3| D& | water cONTENT & ATTERBERG LIMITS ~ ——6——1
w | é = | W o |o|oxe? _IO
[SH Y] e é o > % w= < @ | DYNAMIC CONE PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ¥ REMARKS
X 3
=4 8 g znoE STANDARD PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ° Dg%gg_ﬁg N
0 277.0 o EF 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 10dcn ofF
] Very Loose, Dark Grey, Moist .
] Silty SAND (SM) Till 1j(ss| 1[40
] 2
] -Dark Brown i
17 >Wss| 2 40| 5
] 4 1 610
. 5
] -No Sample
] 6 l/ss| 3 ‘eQi% 22
2 -
] 7
_: -Dense, Light Brown, Dry to Damp 1P 8 - 7 8630 8
] -Broken rock fragments 9 - SS| 4 %113‘ 34
3 _ Very Dense, Wet 10
] i ’ ] 430 | 50/
E 1141|SS| 5 510 | 130
2732 12
N Very Dense, Brown, Wet .
4 — ry ] ] 13
: Well-Graded SAND with Silt and sl e &8 | %
E Gravel
] 15
] 4 89 | 50
% 16j(ss| 7 | & | Y
] 17
. 18-
] 19
¢ F -Light Brown, Moist 20 410 | 50/
] 2155] 8 410 | 100
1.270.3 22
] -End of borehole at 6.50m
7 23
] 24-
E 25
8 _: 26-
] 27
7 28
] 29
9 =
] 30-
. 314
i 32_.
0O Field Vane Test, kPa
B Remoulded Vane Test, kPa
& Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa
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CLIENT Charter Consruction PROJECT No. 121622652
LOCATION __ Orillia DATUM Geodetic
DATES: BORING 21/05/2019 WATERLEVEL 11/07/2019 TPCELEVATION ____ 267.8m
S SAMPLES UNDRAINED SHEAR STRENGTH (kPa)
E 5 i E =) E:\; : 5}0 1?0 : 1?0 : 2?0
. - S~
E| %€ STRATADESCRIPTION | |z | F x| EE| WS W ow W
o | 2> Wl | w|w|>3| 25| watercontent s aTTERBERG LIMITS  —0—
W | W TlE|lu|¥ a|la? 2
ol m e é s = =Y = < E’: DYNAMIC CONE PENETRATION TEST, BLOWSW.3m ¥ REMQRKS
5 =
|3 G!
4 8 5 z % STANDARD PENETRATION TEST, BLOWS/0.3m ° DIS'%II';SJ% N
0| 2678 . o = 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100lgp ik ¢
] Silty SAND (SM) Till with i\ 1liss|1 |48 2
E Organics ']JJ- 2
: E -Light Brown J-i’l 3 41
{fl. 4 SS| 2 _0_610 3
12663 Ll |5
i Very Loose, Brown, Damp o p
> 3 Well Graded SAND with SILT and 6 \SS| 3 —6'0-610 4
1 GRAVEL (SW-5M) N 7
] -Trace Cobbles - 8
] . 430
: £ o JISS| 4 |6 | ¢
3 1 > 10
] -Compact 5
] & i 41
] ) 1jiss| s |40 1 2s
] " : 12
4 -Very Dense E:.’ 131 ssl 6 | 460 | g —H139 52 7 2
] ' IRTE | 610
E -Compact, Dark Brown ' ] 15
] ' b - |40
5] :g 16)ss| 7|43 | 27
] 3.1 17
. S BBEE
¥ 194
6 el
4 . 20
] -Brown, Moist o
] : 1 | 410
h . 214}|SS| 8 610 19
1.261.1 . 22
] End of Borehole at 6.71m
7 -A groundwater monitoring well 23+
was installed at a depth of 6.10m. 24
. Screened from 6.10m to 3.05m. The 25
] well was dry on July 11th, 2019.
8 _: 26 n
] 27
] 28
9 ] 294
] 30
. 31
o 32 -
10- DRI RS R B EREEE R B
O Field Vane Test, kPa
B8 Remoulded Vane Test, kPa
A Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa
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BH IR0

BOREHCKLE Mo
FROJECT Mo,
DATUM

TransCanada Comoration

CLIENT

I,

LoCATION _Orillia, Ontario

Geodetic

September 27, 2018

WATER LEVEL

DATES: BORMG September 27, 2018

=Fa

UHDEAMED SHEAH STHEMNGTH

200
W,
&

W

e

i
:
RBEERG LIMITE

TRATION TEET, BLOWED.3m

ENTEATIE

50
WIATER CONT
C PEMNE

L

ET, BLOWED.3m

ETANDARD FENETRATION TE

1]

m

i

50

O Remoulded Vane Test, kPa
& Pocket Penctrometer Test, kPa

SAMPLES

O Wl
AN

Al LET

559

SH4

514

HIEMNTN

5

9

11
"

1
13

3dil

TEAI T ALY

55

55

55

55
55
55

L0 WLVHLS

S0IL DESCRIPTION

152 mum thick sand layer at 2.0 m

Very loose black PEAT
Eiemto stiff prey LEAN CLAY

(CL) to SILTY CLAY (CL-ML)

Loose to dense brown SILT

(ML)

m

-

Wet below 7.

51 mm thick laver of coarse sand

at 9.7 m
End of Borehole

Infierred Groundwater Level
¥ Groundwater Level Measured in Standpipe

(W) NOWYAITE

() HL30

L B R LR R
= — ~
1 1 1 1 1

-

Py

-
1

i
|

=

= o~
1 1 1 1

-
|

—
—

-
-
|

B

0b LOEY LA [ B I il

E

ML

o]

L ORE-SYLS TIMIS
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BHIE-02
Geodetic

«Fa

BHI18-02

FROJECT Mo,

BOREHCHLE Mo
DATLUM

URDEAMED SHEAH STRENGTH

) IFIPR PP PP PP IFPUPIPY I PR OIS PPN PP PP UL PP I PP VI P Y P L IO P L T PO

W,

i ]

5
*
L ]
1]

w
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
I
|
|
|
|
I
|
|
|
|
!
|
|
|
|
1
|
|
|
|
)
T
|
|
|
|
)
t
|
|
|
|
]
}
|
|
|
|
]
|
|
|
|
|
|
[
|
|
]

e
-

i

50

ST, BLOWSN.3m
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
I
|
|
|
|
I
|
|
|
|
[
|
|
|
|
T
|
|
|
|
:
T
|
|
|
|
:
}
|
|
|
|
]
}
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
[
|
|
]

:
|
|
|

()
f
REERG LIMITE

ETRATION TEET, BLOWEN. 3™

EMT L ATT

50

Field Vane Test, kPa
O Remoulded Vane Test, kPa

B
ETANDARD FENETRATION TE

0
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
I
|
|
|
|
T
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
1
|
|
|
|
I
T
|
|
|
|
I
t
|
|
|
|
I
T
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
I
|
|
]

WATER COMT

CrYMAMIC

& Pocket Penetrometer Test, kPa

H

September 27, 2018

SAMPLES

O D
INTAN

L
A MG

i
0¥
32
-
-
S0
559
584

¥ =
i o
Wy wy

e - i

HIENNN —_— i o -+

9

10

11
5

1
13

c
]

e

53
53
53
88
53
53
53
55
53

W w1 w1 w1
SdAL i i i i

AT T ALY

ER LEVEL

L0 WLVELS 1

BOREHOLE RECORD

2018 wa

27

TransCanada Comoration

106 kPaat 7.9
Level Measured in Standpipe

v SILTY

rth =

S0IL DESCRIPTION

Infermed Groundwater Level

¥ Groundwate

End of Borehole

Very loose to loose silty clayey

SAND (5C-5M)

- Wt

Loose to compact grey sandy

SILT (ML)

- Wet

Soft grey LEAN CLAY (CL)

GRAVEL with sand (GM)
- Muoist

|- Wt

Loose brown PEAT

- Wt

- Clay seamat 2.3 m

Very loose g
Shear Stren
m depth

ES: BORMG September

LoCcAaTiON _Orillia, Ontano

CLIENT
DA

I} NDLYATTE

@ Stantec

114

[ HL20 = - " ..J - Wi -] r- = -3 =
| |
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BH-23-AKB-2005

Elevation (m): 291

Depth
{m)

Detailed
Lithologic Log

Location: 620415 E, 4938324 N

Grain Size Total
clay/silisand  Carbonate
(%) (%)

CaDo Recovery
Ratio {%)

n' - -
l Ll

[T B

100

[
o

Hydrostratigraphic Ll

Unit

Class

L 10

- 20

- 40

- 50

70

50

90

100

110

120

= =

Newmarket aquitard

Upper aquifer

Regional aquitard

Regional aquifer

C

KeioH
WSH

BBl Aquitard

Aquifer / Potential Aquifer

pues

erein |

yoospegl

- Clay - Gravel - Paleozoic Bedrock
[ sit [ Diamicton: SilvSand  [[__] Precambrian Bedrock
[ sand [l Diamicton: Claysit [ Fin




MECP Water Well Records

Well ID Distance Easting  Northing Ground Well Depth Casing Depth Well Use Date Lithology - base depth of deposit in brackets (m BGS)
From Site Elevation Constructed  Note: boded text highlighted in red interpreted to represent an
(m) (m AMSL) (mBGS) (mAMSL) (mBGS) (mAMSL) aquitard unit
5702914 182 620823 | 4940037 288.8 74.7 214.1 74.7 214.1 Public 30-May-59 | TPSL (0.3), CLAY (33.5), FSND (45.7), CLAY CSND (72.5), GRVL (74.7)
5702915 110 621129 | 4939581 277.8 61.0 216.9 61.0 216.9 Livestock 12-Mar-60 | TPSL (0.6), CLAY STNS (18.3), MSND (44.2), CLAY BLDRS (59.4), SANDY GRVL (61)
5702916 1 621332 | 4939465 282.9 30.5 252.4 28.0 254.9 Domestic 29-Aug-62 | TPSL (0.6), CLAY STNS (24.4), GRVL MSND (30.5)
5702933 467 621751 | 4941061 283.9 66.8 217.1 66.8 217.1 Domestic 19-Apr-67 |N/A
5709268 423 622199 | 4940905 283.1 52.4 230.7 50.9 232.2 Domestic 07-Apr-72  N/A
5711284 338 620865 | 4940324 273.6 49.1 224.6 48.2 225.5 Domestic 25-May-74 | TPSL (0.9), SILTY SAND BLDRS (13.7), SILT CLAY (39.6), CLAY GRVL (48.2), SAND (49.1)
5711816 381 621115 | 4940524 258.7 41.1 217.6 39.6 219.1 Domestic 27-Aug-74 |CLAY STNS (6.4), GRVL SAND (41.1)
5711818 364 620815 | 4940324 276.5 59.7 216.7 57.6 218.9 Domestic 10-Jul-74  |CLAY STNS (12.8), GRVL SAND (30.5), SILT CLAY (56.1), SAND GRVL (59.7)
5711819 371 620965 | 4940424 258.1 53.0 205.0 51.8 206.3 Domestic 05-Aug-74 CLAY STNS (4.6), SAND CLAY (11), GRVL CLAY (18.9), CLAY SILT (43.3), CLAY STNS (45.7),
SAND GRVL (53)
5712627 166 621115 | 4940274 260.0 213 238.7 20.4 239.6 Domestic 17-Nov-75  TPSL (1.5), FSND (19.5), SAND CLAY (20.4), CLAY HARD PACKED (21.3)
5712628 277 621065 | 4940374 256.6 21.9 234.6 20.4 236.2 Domestic 25-Nov-75 |TPSL (1.5), FSND (19.5), SAND CLAY (20.4), CLAY HARD PACKED (21.9)
5712629 89 621015 | 4940124 275.4 36.6 238.8 36.0 239.4 Domestic 04-Dec-75  SAND BLDRS (5.5), FSND (32), CLAY HARD PACKED (36.6)
5712655 190 621065 | 4940274 263.1 28.7 2345 27.4 235.7 Domestic 08-Dec-75  TPSL (1.5), FSND (25), SAND CLAY (27.4), CLAY HARD PACKED (28.7)
5712722 296 620865 | 4940274 278.1 39.9 238.2 39.3 238.8 Domestic 31-Dec-75 SAND GRVL (6.4), FSND (34.1), CLAY HARD PACKED (39.9)
5712794 115 620965 | 4940124 279.4 39.9 239.4 39.0 240.4 Domestic 28-Jan-76 | SAND GRVL (35.1), CLAY SAND HARD (39.9)
5713003 63 621065 | 4940124 269.3 41.1 228.2 41.1 228.2 Domestic 12-Mar-76 |SAND GRVL (16.5), CLAY SILT LAYERED (36.6), SAND (39.9), GRVL (41.1)
5713004 70 621035 | 4940114 273.2 47.2 226.0 46.3 226.9 Domestic 31-Mar-76  FSND (18.9), SILT CLAY LAYERED (41.8), SAND (47.2)
5713005 89 621015 | 4940124 275.4 53.6 221.8 53.0 222.4 Domestic 26-Mar-76  PREV. DRILLED (36.6), CLAY HARD PACKED (46.6), SILT CLAY (53), FSND GRVL (53.6)
5713006 277 621065 | 4940374 256.6 41.8 214.8 40.8 215.8 Domestic 19-Mar-76 |PREV. DRILLED (21.9), SILT CLAY (36.6), SAND (41.8)
5713057 296 620865 | 4940274 278.1 63.1 215.0 62.2 215.9 Domestic 28-Apr-76  PREV. DRILLED (39.9), CLAY SILT (57.9), SAND GRVL (63.1)
5713059 262 621095 | 4940374 255.3 42.1 213.2 41.8 213.5 Domestic 10-May-76  SAND GRVL STNS (7.6), CLAY GRVL (39.6), SAND GRVL (42.1)
5713327 115 620965 | 4940124 279.4 53.9 225.4 53.0 226.4 Domestic 15-Apr-76  |PREV. DRILLED (39.9), CLAY (46.3), SAND GRVL (53.9)
5713329 190 621065 | 4940274 263.1 48.8 214.4 47.2 215.9 Domestic 23-Jul-76  PREV. DRILLED (28.7), FSND CLAY (36.6), CLAY FSND (41.1), SAND GRVL (48.8)
5714054 269 620965 | 4940304 267.4 16.2 251.2 16.2 251.2 Domestic 21-Oct-76  HARDPAN (16.2)
5714638 202 622015 | 4940774 283.3 55.2 228.2 55.2 228.1 Domestic 14-Sep-77 z/::‘/[s ((;gsz) (14.9), CLAY GRVL (20.4), FSND (39.6), CLAY SAND LAYERED (54.3), SAND
5714742 150 621315 | 4940374 260.7 40.5 220.2 39.3 221.4 Domestic 05-Oct-77  CLAY GRVL (17.1), CLAY (33.5), STNS SAND (36.6), SAND (40.5)
5715036 444 622065 | 4941024 283.4 74.4 209.0 73.8 209.6 Public 21-Feb-78  N/A
5717121 142 621415 | 4940424 264.4 44.5 219.9 44.5 219.9 Domestic 03-Oct-80  HARDPAN (36.6), SAND (43.9), FGRVL (44.5)
5717881 207 621365 | 4940474 264.6 335 231.1 33.5 231.1 Domestic 18-Aug-81  CLAY BLDRS (18.3), CLAY GRVL (32.9), SAND GRVL (33.5)
5718136 0 621415 | 4939474 279.6 64.0 215.6 64.0 215.6 Domestic 02-Jul-82  CLAY GRVL (18.3), CLAY SAND SILT (22.9), SILT SAND (63.4), FGRVL (64)
5718287 311 621382 | 4940660 277.7 57.9 219.8 57.9 219.8 Domestic 31-Dec-82  TPSL (0.3), FSND (7.9), CLAY SILT (53.3), CLAY STNS (57.9)
5718931 311 621382 | 4940660 277.7 34.1 243.5 341 2435 Domestic 25-Aug-83 |SANDY BLDRS (16.8), HARDPAN (27.4), SAND (32), CLAY (33.8), GRVL (34.1)
5719851 355 621282 | 4940619 268.2 35.7 232.5 35.7 232.5 Domestic 25-Apr-85  CLAY STNS (22.3), CLAY (35.7)
5720534 311 621382 | 4940660 277.7 36.6 241.1 36.6 241.1 Domestic 28-Nov-83 |HARDPAN (35.1), SAND GRVL (36.6)
5721610 433 621156 | 4940609 262.7 39.6 223.1 38.7 224.0 Domestic 17-Dec-86  GRVL CLAY (21.3), CLAY (38.1), GRVL SAND (39.6)
5722152 481 622201 | 4940983 280.2 36.6 243.7 354 244.9 Domestic 30-Jul-87  N/A
5722388 470 621926 | 4941084 283.7 53.9 229.8 52.7 231.0 Domestic 25-Sep-87 | N/A
5724141 364 621200 | 4940554 262.6 54.3 208.3 54.3 208.3 Domestic 28-Sep-88  HARDPAN (24.4), CLAY 36.6), HARDPAN (52.4), SAND GRVL (54.3)
5726344 390 620800 | 4940345 276.1 19.2 256.9 18.0 258.1 Domestic 08-Feb-90  TPSL (0.3), SAND GRVL (14), CLAY SILT (16.8), SAND GRVL (19.2)
5728579 471 621306 | 4940805 281.2 51.8 229.3 48.8 232.4 Domestic 04-Oct-91  TPSL (1.8), GRVL BLDRS (13.7), CLAY CEMENTED (45.7), SAND (51.8)
5728580 145 621820 | 4940742 282.8 47.2 235.5 46.0 236.8 Domestic 24-Sep-91  TPSL (0.3), CLAY (29.9), SAND (36.9), CLAY (42.7), SAND (47.2)
5728581 44 621861 | 4940649 285.0 50.0 235.0 48.8 236.3 Livestock 26-Sep-91  TPSL (1.8), CLAY BLDRS (27.4), CLAY SILT (42.7), SAND (50)
5728582 391 621336 | 4940727 280.0 51.5 228.5 50.3 229.7 Domestic 27-Sep-91  TPSL (0.3), CLAY STNS (7.6), GRVL CLAY CEMENTED (45.1), SAND (51.5)




MECP Water Well Records

Well ID Distance Easting  Northing Ground Well Depth Casing Depth Well Use Date Lithology - base depth of deposit in brackets (m BGS)
From Site Elevation Constructed  Note: boded text highlighted in red interpreted to represent an
(m) (m AMSL) (mBGS) (mAMSL) (mBGS) (mAMSL) aquitard unit

5728583 484 621296 | 4940814 281.5 56.4 225.1 49.7 231.8 Domestic 30-Sep-91  TPSL (0.3), GRVL BLDRS HARD (12.2), CLAY CEMENTED (45.1), SAND (56.4)

5729049 212 620891 | 4940192 282.7 54.3 228.5 53.3 229.4 Domestic 20-Jan-92  SAND CLAY (41.1), CLAY (49.1), CLAY SAND (52.7), SAND (54.3)

5730068 413 621426 | 4940815 279.5 48.8 230.8 47.5 232.0 Domestic 27-Jul-93  FILL (1.2), CLAY (11.6), GRAVEL (18.3), CLAY (38.4), SAND (48.8)

5730500 230 622059 = 4940772 283.7 78.3 205.4 77.4 206.3 Public 13-Dec-93 POt (0:3), SAND (40.2), CLAY SAND (47.5), FSND (58.8), GRVL CEMENTED (65.2), FSND
(70.7), CLAY (73.5), GRVL (78.3)

5730679 311 621382 | 4940660 277.7 48.8 228.9 48.2 229.5 Domestic 12-Nov-93 HARDPAN (7.6), CLAY (42.7), CLAY HARDPAN (47.5), SAND GRVL (48.8)

5731276 311 621382 | 4940660 277.7 27.7 249.9 25.3 252.4 Domestic 27-Sep-94  TPSIL (0.6), CLAY GRVL BLDRS (21.3), SAND SILT (27.7)

5731864 164 621517 | 4940578 275.7 52.7 223.0 48.8 227.0 Domestic 10-Jul-gs  CRVLCLAY CEMENTED (25.3), FSND (26.2), CLAY (36.6), GRVL (39.3), CLAY (47.2), SAND
(51.5), GRVL CLAY (52.7)

5731999 311 621382 | 4940660 277.7 18.6 259.1 17.1 260.6 Domestic 03-Nov-95 | DUG (6.1), SAND CLAY (16.8), SAND (18.6)

5735648 313 621378 | 4940660 277.7 38.1 239.6 - - Domestic 01-Oct-00  CLAY STNS (10.7), SAND GRVL (12.2), HARDPAN (36.6), SANDSTONE (38.1)

5740315 71 621093 | 4940151 265.9 41.8 224.1 40.3 225.6 Domestic 07-Oct-05  SAND SILT (15.8), CLAY SILT LAYERED (34.1), SAND GRVL (41.8)

7149846 0 621512 | 4939185 280.6 433 237.3 41.8 238.8 Domestic 23-Jul-10  CLAY BLDRS GRVL (3.7), CLAY GRVL (41.8), SAND (43.3)

7278501 165 621307 | 4940387 260.8 41.5 219.4 40.5 220.3 Domestic 24-Nov-16 TPSL (0.3), CLAY STNS (4), GRVL (5.2), CLAY (19.8), SILT (27.4), CLAY (33.2), GRVL SAND
CEMENTED (40.2), SAND (41.5)

7245720 374 620815 | 4940336 275.7 11.3 264.5 10.4 265.3 Domestic 09-Jul-15  SAND CLAY (7.9), SAND (11.3)

7144578 288 622267 | 4940538 283.2 854 | 1978 452/780 2380 | Monitoring = 14-Feb-1o >ANDTILL(21.4),FSND (37.5), CLAY (44.2), SAND CLAY (51.5), GRVL FSND (61.6), SAND
GRVL CEMENTED (67.7), CLAY (70.7), FSND (85), CLAY DENSE (85.4)

7141711 316 622643 | 4939265 269.3 - - - - Test Hole 30-Nov-09 N/A

7290296 399 622791 | 4938837 267.2 4.6 262.6 3.0 264.2 Test Hole 18-May-17  TPSL (0.2), SAND SILT (4.6)




APPENDIX E:

HYDRAULIC CONDUCTIVITY ANALYTICAL
SOLUTIONS



Displacement (m)
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MW8-19S
Data Set: \...\MW8-19S SB_JK.aqt
Date: 08/28/19 Time: 11:44:28

PROJECT INFORMATION

Company: Stantec Consulting Ltd.
Client: Charter Development LP
Project: 121622652

Location: Orillia ON

Test Well: MW8-19S

Test Date: 4-June-19

AQUIFER DATA
Saturated Thickness: 1.69 m Anisotropy Ratio (Kz/Kr): 0.3

WELL DATA (MW8-19S)

Initial Displacement: 0.5804 m Static Water Column Height: 1.69 m
Total Well Penetration Depth: 1.69 m Screen Length: 1.69 m
Casing Radius: 0.0254 m Well Radius: 0.105m
Gravel Pack Porosity: 0.3
SOLUTION
Aquifer Model: Unconfined Solution Method: Bouwer-Rice

K =5.2E-6 m/sec y0=0.52m
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Data Set: \...\MW7-19 SB JK.aqt
Date: 08/28/19 Time: 11:34:28

PROJECT INFORMATION

Company: Stantec Consulting Ltd.
Client: Charter Development LP
Project: 121622652

Location: Orillia ON

Test Well: MW7-19

Test Date: 11-July-19

AQUIFER DATA
Saturated Thickness: 2.43 m Anisotropy Ratio (Kz/Kr): 0.2

WELL DATA (MW7-19)

Initial Displacement: 2.3 m Static Water Column Height: 2.43 m
Total Well Penetration Depth: 2.43 m Screen Length: 2.43 m
Casing Radius: 0.0254 m Well Radius: 0.105m
Gravel Pack Porosity: 0.3
SOLUTION
Aquifer Model: Unconfined Solution Method: Bouwer-Rice

K =6.7E-8 m/sec y0=2.6 m
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Displacement (m)
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MW5-19
Data Set: \...\MW5-19 SB JK.aqt
Date: 08/28/19 Time: 09:37:34

PROJECT INFORMATION

Company: Stantec Consulting Ltd.
Client: Charter Development LP
Project: 121622652

Location: Orillia ON

Test Well: MW5-19

Test Date: 11-July-19

AQUIFER DATA
Saturated Thickness: 2.55 m Anisotropy Ratio (Kz/Kr): 0.2

WELL DATA (MW5-19)

Initial Displacement: 2.135 m Static Water Column Height: 2.55 m
Total Well Penetration Depth: 2.55 m Screen Length: 2.55 m
Casing Radius: 0.0254 m Well Radius: 0.105m
Gravel Pack Porosity: 0.3
SOLUTION
Aquifer Model: Unconfined Solution Method: Bouwer-Rice

K =1.5E-7 m/sec y0=3.196 m
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Data Set: \...\MW6-19 SB_JK.aqt
Date: 08/28/19 Time: 09:59:14

PROJECT INFORMATION

Company: Stantec Consulting Ltd.
Client: Charter Development LP
Project: 121622652

Location: Orillia ON

Test Well: MW6-19

Test Date: 4-June-19

AQUIFER DATA
Saturated Thickness: 3.07 m Anisotropy Ratio (Kz/Kr): 0.2

WELL DATA (MW6-19)

Initial Displacement: 2.305 m Static Water Column Height: 3.07 m
Total Well Penetration Depth: 3.07 m Screen Length: 3.05 m
Casing Radius: 0.0254 m Well Radius: 0.105m
Gravel Pack Porosity: 0.3
SOLUTION
Aquifer Model: Unconfined Solution Method: Bouwer-Rice

K =2.6E-7 m/sec y0=2.373m
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MW2-19

Data Set: \...\MW2-19 SB JK.aqt
Date: 08/28/19 Time: 09:13:38

PROJECT INFORMATION

Company: Stantec Consulting Ltd.
Client: Charter Development LP
Project: 121622652

Location: Orillia ON

Test Well: MW2-19

Test Date: 4-June-19

AQUIFER DATA
Saturated Thickness: 5.05 m Anisotropy Ratio (Kz/Kr): 0.2

WELL DATA (MW2-19)

Initial Displacement: 1.965 m Static Water Column Height: 5.05 m
Total Well Penetration Depth: 5.05 m Screen Length: 3.05 m
Casing Radius: 0.0254 m Well Radius: 0.105m
SOLUTION
Aquifer Model: Unconfined Solution Method: Bouwer-Rice

K =6.5E-8 m/sec y0 =1.566 m
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