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BACKGROUND/PURPOSE

The owners of Double Island A472 in Pointe au Baril wish to redevelop the island with a
dwelling for use as a summer cottage.

Double Island is a prominent island located on the main channel near the point at Pointe
au Bairil.
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The island has been the historic site of a local fishery depot, a post office and store.
Many of the local islanders frequently attended at the island for services.

At the time of the incorporation of the island as part of The Archipelago, it was known
for its commercial fishery use.

As commercial fishing began to decline in the 1980’s and 1990’s the Double Island
depot became abandoned.
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DOUBLE ISLAND, POINTE-2J-3A RIL, ONT,

ISLAND DESCRIPTION

Double Island gets its name from its ‘U’ shape but to a certain extent, this creates a
physical constraint for current servicing criteria.

The Island is typical of many Pointe au Baril islands with extensive barren rock and a
thin veneer of sandy/silty soils. This geography makes the installation of a traditional
septic system quite challenging.

Historically, the island and its variety of uses would have been serviced by privies.
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The island is 1.17 acres (0.47 ha), and it has a small structure on the property best
described as a storage shed. MPAC describes the Island as vacant.

The original patent is attached to this report.

ATTEMPTS TO REDEVELOP DOUBLE ISLAND

The owners have attempted to redevelop Double Island for a seasonal residence using
a Class V wastewater system (holding tank) to service a new dwelling.

The Township of The Archipelago is the approval authority for wastewater systems
within its jurisdiction. It has interpreted the Ontario Building Code to prohibit the use of a
holding tank on Double Island thereby denying a building permit for a dwelling (see
letter Nov. 24, 2020).
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THE BUILDING CODE PROVISIONS — HOLDING TANKS

There are limited circumstances where a Class 5 system (holding tank) is available.
1. The acceptable installation criteria include:

a) Where the proposed use of the sewage system is for a temporary operation,
excluding a seasonal recreational use, not exceeding 12 months in duration;

The holding tank is a buttress of Archipelago service culture, particularly
in the north part of the Municipality where barren islands were often
patented with areas less than 1/3 of an acre. With new wastewater
treatment technologies, many holding tanks could now be replaced with
tertiary septic systems, but the continued use of the holding tank will
always be part of The Archipelago landscape, particularly in the north.

b) To remedy the unsafe condition by installing a Class 4 sewage system is
impracticable.

If there is a thought that a sewage system is unsafe because the
ongoing use of its historical service on the property and a Class 4
cannot be practically installed, this criterion may have some relevance.

c) To upgrade a sewage system servicing an existing building, where
upgrading through the use of a Class 4 sewage system is not possible due
to lot size, site slope or clearance limitations.

There has obviously been a century of use on Double Island where
wastewater was generated so that the historical use must be
recognized should the placement of a Class 4 system not be available,
the holding tank should be acceptable.

d) Pending municipal services.
Never likely to happen.

2. “Where a Class 5 sewage system is installed, a written agreement for the
disposal of sanitary sewage from the sewage system shall be entered into with a
hauled sewage operator.

There are at least 3 sewage haulage operators in The Archipelago that
service holding tank pump outs as well as septic pump outs. This

requirement is not a problem.

The above criteria are not believed to be a good “fit” in The Archipelago where the
holding tank is a “way of life” to those that use them. There seem to be a general sense
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that abusing holding tanks is a concern. This concern is unlikely to apply to anywhere
but The Archipelago whose residence are fundamentally environmentally conscious in
contrast to other jurisdictions.

Guideline F-9 — Holding Tanks (July, 2021)
The province has issued a Guideline for the use of Holding Tanks identified as F-9.

It should be understood that “guidelines” are not legislation. Therefore, there are
available interpretations to these types of instruments. Generally, the ultimate decision
for the use of a holding tank is with the approval authority who is able to determine the
plausibility or the appropriateness of a holding tank application.

F-9 Guidelines — Synopsis (April, 1994, updated 2021)
The guideline has been in existence for 30 years.

“The primary purpose of this Guideline is to protect human health and the
environment by restricting the use of holding tanks in sewage systems.” Systems
using holding tanks are expensive to operate and do not constitute a sufficient
reliable system for dealing with new sewage on an ongoing basis.

The use of holding tanks may be allowed in certain circumstances, provided that
the Municipality involved is willing to accept responsibility for the holding tank
contents.

The general synopsis is intended to apply province wide and for most
communities, services are available either publicly or privately for wastewater
disposal without relying on holding tanks. For year-round residence that rely on
more typical effluent flows, one can understand how a holding tank is not
perceived as sustainable.

In The Archipelago, the use of holding tanks is not infrequent and they can be
sustainable for a number of reasons.

The typical islander is a true seasonal resident where occupations are restricted to
part time and generation of effluent is greatly reduced because of the shortened
season and the heightened awareness on water conservation and environmental
protection.

As indicated above, the holding tank system is common in The Archipelago where
there is longstanding infrastructure in place to service these systems.

The south part of The Archipelago has generally seen island owners replace
holding tank uses to more technologically advanced tertiary systems wherever
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possible. The north with a different geography continues to have several hundred
holding tanks in operation.

The writer of this report has an experience with holding tanks in The Archipelago
where his family owned an island from 1970 to 2019. For the first 30 years, the
island was serviced by a 9000 litre holding tank that was pumped once a year for
this period without a concern. The parents were public school teachers who spent
the months of July and August on the island but were able to limit wastewater
below the holding tank capacity such that only one pump out was required at the
end of each season.

F-9 Guidelines — Prohibitions

The Guideline prescribes;

“Directors shall not approve applications for Class 5 sewage systems where the
intended use is:

a) For any new commercial, industrial, or residential installation;

b) To permit the expansion of existing buildings or structures already
serviced by a Class 5 sewage system,;

c) To permit a change in the use of existing buildings or structures where the
change result in the existing Class 4 or Class 6 sewage systems being
rendered in adequate; or

d) For the development of undeveloped lots within a plan of subdivision
registered before April 16, 1974, where the individual lots are of sufficient
size to permit the installation of a Class 4 system.”

An examination of the current property and the related facts comes to a clear conclusion
that none of these exclusionary criteria are applicable.

i.There is no new use;
ii. There is no expansion of a Class 5 system;
iii. There is no expansion of previous uses; and

iv.This is not an undeveloped lot in a subdivision.
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F-9 Guideline — Exceptions

The Guideline provides exceptions to the prohibitions.

“‘Notwithstanding Section 2.0, Directors may permit the use of Class 5 sewage
systems where a written agreement has been established with a hauler in the
following circumstances:

a)

b)

c)

d)

The proposed land use is for a temporary operation; (excluding cottages) not
exceeding one year,

As an interim measure for a parcel of land until municipal services are
available;

Where the lot is in a registered plan of subdivision, but the lot is of insufficient
size to permit the construction of a Class 4 sewage system, and the
Municipality undertakes to ensure the continued operation of an approved
Class 7 sewage system;

To permit the expansion of an existing family residence which will continue as
such and is already served by a Class 5 system;

To solve an existing pollution problem where the correction of the problem by
the installation of a Class 4 or Class 6 sewage system is not possible due to
lot size or dimension limitations;

To upgrade the standard of a substandard sewage disposal system on an
existing lot, where upgrading through the use of a Class 4 or Class 6 sewage
system is not possible due to lot size or dimension limitations.

The proposed use of a holding tank does not fit well into any of the above exceptions.
However, it does not appear to be identified as one of the “prohibitions” in the Guideline.

Financial Assurances

Most holding tank systems are required to have contracts between the land owner and
the haulage operator for proper disposal.

It can be noted that the Township of The Archipelago contributes to the wastewater
plant in the Parry Sound Industrial Park to be eligible to have hauled waste treated at
this facility.
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Attempts to Achieve a Building Permit

1.

Class 5 Holding Tank proposed.

On November 24, 2020, the Building Department refused a permit on the basis of
a Class 5 Holding Tank system (see letters).

On October 8, 2020, the owner’s agent was denied the request for a leaching
bed permit (Class 2).

On November 24, 2020, the Building Department refused a permit application for
a Class 5 (holding tank) system.

Building Code Commission — 2022 (B.C.C.)

The owners applied for relief for a permit for a Class 5 system to the Ontario
Building Commission.

The B.C.C. refused to overrule the Municipality’s decision to deny the Class 5
system on the basis that is would not comply with sections 8.8.1.1 and 8.8.2.6.1
of the Building Code.

Much of the B.C.C ruling was fundamentally based upon the general prohibition
of Class 5 holding tank systems.

However, the B.C.C reasons seem to imply that a more robust analytical
presentation may have had a different result.

Building Code Commission — 2024

The owners applied for a Class 4 septic system in 2024 after an engineer was
retained to design a system suitable for servicing a 225m? seasonal dwelling on
Double Island.

This permit continued to be denied by the Municipality’s building department
primarily on the basis of the absence of any substantial natural soil cover on the
island.

The engineer’s report provided a thorough analysis to demonstrate that a system
could be constructed on the island.

Despite the building departments opposition to the application, the B.C.C ruled in
favour of the application and allowed for the permit.
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PLANNING ANALYSIS

Objective

The applicant is hoping to re-visit the ability to service the island with a holding tank on
the following basis:

1.

The installation of the approved Class 4 system requires significant site alteration
including blasting that is contrary to the general goals and objectives of the
Township.

. There are significant costs and disturbances to install the Class 4 filter bed

system on the island.
The use of holding tanks is commonplace in The Archipelago.

There are a number of longstanding hauling businesses in The Archipelago that
are able to maintain the service together with the Municipality who contracts to
dispose of hauled waste at a local facility.

The prohibition of Class 5 septic systems is provided in section 8 of the Building
Code with a number of prohibitions and exceptions, many of which are not
precisely related to the circumstances found on Double Island.

There are a number of B.C.C rulings on Class 5 systems that are both in support
of the uses of holding tanks and some against. While all contexts are different,
the applications of the regulations and guidelines demonstrate how there are
varying determinations both for and against.

The holding tank can be said to be one of the most environmental guarantees to
protect the environment since all waste is pumped and hauled away. Persons
will often tamper with holding tanks that may result in the release of pollutants. In
my experience, this has seldom been the case (if ever). The holding tank is a
standard service approach for many islands.

The history of the use of Double Island has been intense and varied. Any new
construction will meet current standards such that there will be no impairment of
the natural environment.

The obijectives of the official plan recognize the unique qualities of The
Archipelago:

“4.7 Providing a limited, but efficient system of services designed and
implemented for the distinctive, water based needs of The
Archipelago Community”

10. The official plan also recognizes the current infrastructure status in The Township
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“5.10 Public Services

All water supplies and sewage disposal systems within The
Archipelago are presently privately owned. Adequate facilities are
provided by the private sector to install and maintain these private
systems.”

11.The Building Department at The Archipelago continues to be rigid when
interpreting the application of rules governing Class 5 holding tank septic
systems. The use of holding tanks for new construction is to be prohibited. For its
purposes, the law is “black and white.”

CONCLUSION

It is believed that there is more discretion for the use of Class 5 holding tanks for certain
circumstances.

Many Archipelago islands, including Double Island would fall into this category.

In The Archipelago, a septic system is defined as a “structure.” Therefore, the impasse
between the planning and building provision may be aligned through a site-specific
zoning By-Law amendment that recognizes a Class 5 system for Double Island for the
proposed cottage development.

Because Double Island has been determined to be suitable for a Class 4 system albeit
at great impact to the natural and physical environments and is hopeful that the position
on the use of a holding tank in this instance, can be authorized as being the most
appropriate system for the long term interests of the Municipality.

Respectfully,

John Jackson
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94 Pointe au Baril

visit.” The 1890 log of the Olivette tells of a 15-boat local fleet and the tug G.P.
MeclIntosh calling in at Pointe au Baril to load fish for Collingwood.

An estimate made in the same year puts 436 fishermen in Georgian Bay.
The writer, James Cleland Hamilton, described the stations at the Minks and
the Bustards in considerable detail. At the former he encountered a party in
progress with a fiddler providing music for the lively dances of the day,
“'cotillions, quadrilles and Sir Roger (de Coverley).”’ He was told there that a
complete outfit of boat, sails, gear, and three gangs of 12 nets, had a value of
$1,125. The usual season’s take was 18 to 20 tons, worth $70 to $80 each, Each
proprietor had his own colour of buoy and nets were left out two or three
nights, or more in rough weather. There was no rent or tax, but there was an
annual license fee and there were Dominion regulations as to time and mode of
fishing. Even then Hamilton spoke of conservation measures needed and com-
plained of the fouling of the rivers and Bay with sawdust and refuse by the
lumbermen.

Early efforts to monitor the industry were a federal matter. John Mac-
fie, Parry Sound historian, tells of one employee, F.G.M. Frazer from Victoria
Harbour, who enjoyed his warden’s job so much he covered twice as much of
the bay shore as he had been assigned. *When he encountered a small fleet of

The Fishermen 95

sailing skiffs (1880s) fishing illegally south of Pointe aa Baril, he tethered
them to his stern and led them single tile to Parry Sound and court.” Jack
Perks said: ""A Mr. Laughington of Parry Sound was the game and tisheries
agent for Lhe Ontario Department of Lands and Forests. In 1907 and 1908, he
would come up with his large pointer (a lumberman’s punt) which was powered
by a high pressure steam engine with an upright boiler, to try to catch the il-
legal fishermen around Pointe au Baril. He called the boat, which ran about 6
m.p.h., Pearl.”" Neil MacNaughtan of Parry Sound told us he was the first full
time game warden appointed and that he also policed commercial fishing. Un-
til the Department gave him a 3.3 h.p. motor, he was expected Lo pursue ot-
fenders in a rowboat and “‘suffered many a blister .. even with the motor I was
still six jumps behind everybody.”

The life of a fisherman was very hard physically and the rewards in
those days relatively small. Losses of boats and gear in fall storms and injuries
to limbs were major disasters. But the industry continued at Pointe au Baril
for many years yet, carried on by the Oldtields, who arrived close on the heels
of the Mclntoshes to become the first settlers and founders of the village of the
Pointe.
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48 Pointe au Baril

The Parry Sound Census of 1871 lists both Samuel and Elizabeth as
aggd 26, 50 il was a very young courageous couple, burdened with two small
ghlldren and another on the way, who had set out from England to seek their
fortune in Canada. In 1873, Samuel was one of the first four councillors chosen
in the first municipal election held in the Orange Hall at MeKellar Village
Perhaps a combination of the difficulties of homesteading and Mrs. Oldfield's
fears, prompted the family move to Parry Sound. It is known that they were
living there by 1885 and were engaged in a variety ol pursuits, such as
operating u general store on property next to the Court House Samuel was the
agent in Parry Sound for the Sarnid Agricultural Implement Manufucturing
Company — probably not a very lucrative business, given the marginal furm-
ing land in the district,

Meanwhile, freight and pussenger vessels had begun Lo provide a more
or less regular service up and down the eastern shore of Georgian Bay and bet-
ter navigational aids were needed. Lighthouses had been build as early as 1870
at Gereaux Island (Byng Inlet) and Red Rock, but the primitive ‘baril” on 4
pole was not replaced until 1889, Samuel applied for the job of first lighthouse
keeper, and remained in that capacity until 1907, The whole family moved
north with the exception of Henrietta who had just been married to Parry
Sound blacksmith and harness:maker, Ri¢chard Johnson. A small store was
opened and (Oldfield becume the first postmaster in 1892, handling the mail
which arrived three times weekly by steamer

The oldest son, William Henry, known to us as Captain Oldfield, mar-
ried Lo Henrietta Vail, soon took over his father's store and established a
fishing station on Double Island which lasted for about 50 years. His two
vounger sons, Frank and Freeman, worked with their father there, while his
oldest son, William S., had a fishing station of his own near the range light.
W.H. and Henrietla also had three duughters, Edythe, Stella and lrene, and
the family owned in addition to Double lsland, 4 substantial home in Thorn
bury on southern Georgian Bay. As well as carrying on some commercial
fishing in that area, the family ran the large house there as a resort at one time,
Daughter Edythe married Harold Dickingon of Thornbury and the couple ran
the store on Double 1sland betore leaving Lo settle in Akron, O. Their son Jack
is now & summer cottager at Pointe 4u Baril, as is his cousin Verona Melvin,
daughter of Stella Oldfield Fulford

The Oldfield tugs repluced the earlier Meatord skiffs. Over the years the
family owned a series of boats: Archie W, Jolly Four, Veteran, Frank L. (1 and
11, W.S., and the Gary M. (The latter was torced to send out an SOS early in
April 1955 — "The Tug (Gary M) 1s cuught in the ive, 10 miles from Pointe au
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L to B Freeman Oldfield. W.H Oldfield W S Oldficld, Frank Oldfield 1920
feourtesy J. Dickinson)

Mrs W H Oldfield with children 1. to K Standing - Frank L., Freeman F

W.H Oldfield’s Double Island Fishing Station - Before loss of cottage on left by



9 JAMES STREET « PARRY SOUND, ONTARIO « P2A 1T4
(705) 746-4243 FAX (705) 746-7301
www.thearchipelago.on.ca

Reply Attention of: Rob Farrow
Telephone Extension: 308
Internet Address: rfarrow@thearchipelago.on.ca

October 8, 2020

Tom Todd

North Shore Barge & Marine Ltd.
P.O. Box 151

Parry Sound, ON P2A 2X3

RE: CLASS 2 SEWAGE SYSTEM — A472 ISLAND
Dear Mr. Todd:

The Township of The Archipelago’s building department is returning your building permit
application to construct a Class 2 sewage system at A472 Island because of non-compliance
with the Ontario Building Code (OBC).

The reason for refusal is that the proposed location of the Class 2 sewage system does not have
adequate in-situ soil as defined by the OBC, Part 8, Section 8.1.1.2(1) and is mostly bedrock as
determined during a site visit to the property on October 5, 2020. Also, the proposed location of
the Class 2 sewage system does not meet the minimum clearance of 15 metres to the lake in all
directions as required by OBC 8.2.1.5(1). The site evaluation conducted in accordance with OBC
8.2.1.4 also showed that there was exposed sloping bedrock and boulders with no or little in-situ
soil in all directions.

For these reasons, a building permit cannot be issued for a Class 2 sewage system at this location.
Enclosed, please find the building permit application submitted as well as your cheque for the
permit fee of $175.00.

Sincerely,

Rob Farrow
Chief Building Official

Encl.
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9 JAMES STREET, PARRY SOUND, ONTARIO P2A 1T4
(705) 746-4243 FAX (705) 746-7301
www.thearchipelago.on.ca

Reply Attention of: Rob Farrow
Telephone Extension: 308
Internet Address: rfarrow@thearchipelago.on.ca

November 24, 2020

Tom Todd

North Shore Barge & Marine Ltd.
P.O. Box 151

Parry Sound, ON P2A 2X3

RE: CLASS 5 SEWAGE SYSTEM — A472 ISLAND
Dear Mr. Todd:

This letter is in response to a building permit application received for a Class 5 sewage
system at A472 Island (PCL 7096), also known as Double Island, on November 16th,
2020. Pursuant to the Ontario Building Code Act 8(2.2) and 8(2.3), | have determined
that there is not sufficiency of compliance with Part 8 of the Ontario Building Code
(OBC), and therefore a building permit will not be issued.

The reasons for refusal are as follows:

1) Section 8.8 Class 5 sewage systems states in Sentence 8.8.1.1(1): Except as
provided in Article 8.8.1.2, a Class 5 sewage system shall not be installed.

2) Sentence 8.8.1.2(1) Acceptable Installation further states: a Class 5 sewage
system may be installed in the following circumstances; further, Clause
8.8.1.2(1)(a) states: where the proposed use of the sewage system is for
temporary operation, excluding seasonal recreational use, not exceeding 12
months in duration. The Class § sewage system applied for is to service a
proposed 225 square meter seasonal recreational cottage that is water access
on Georgian Bay.
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3) Clause 8.8.1.2(1)(b) states: to remedy an unsafe sewage system where the
remediation of the unsafe condition by the installation of a Class 4 sewage
system is impracticable. There is currently no unsafe condition as there is no
existing sewage system or seasonal recreational cottage on the island.

4) Clause 8.8.1.2(1)(c) states: to upgrade a sewage system serving an existing
building, where upgrading through the use of a Class 4 sewage system is not
possible due to lot size, site slope or clearance limitations. There is not an
existing building on the island and assessment records from 1979 indicate that
A472 Island was vacant at that time and remains vacant to this day.

5) Clause 8.8.1.2(d) states: as an interim measure for a lot or parcel of land until
municipal sewers are available. Municipal sewer infrastructure is considered

unfeasible to service a water access property on Georgian Bay.

For the reasons stated, a building permit for a Class 5 sewage system cannot be issued
at A472 Island. Enclosed, please find the building permit application submitted as well
as the cheque for the building permit fee of $500.00.

Sincerely,
ﬂ—/—‘ __—

Rob Farrow, C.B.C.O.
Chief Building Official

Encl.
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BCC Ruling No. 16-15-1443
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Ontario

Ruling No.: 16-15-1443
Application No.: S 2016-04

BUILDING CODE COMMISSION
IN THE MATTER OF Subsection 24(1) of the Building Code Act, S.0. 1992, c. 23, as amended.

AND IN THE MATTER OF Sentence 8.8.1.1.(1), 8.2.2.4.(2), 8.8.2.2.(1), Clause 8.8.1.2.(1)(c) and
Table 11.5.1.1.C of Division B of Regulation 332/12, as amended, (the “Building Code”).

AND IN THE MATTER OF an application by John Casson, for the resolution of a dispute with Andy
Harrison, Chief Building Official, to determine whether the proposal to replace an existing Class 4
sewage system, which serves an existing 3 bedroom, 200 m?2 cottage, with a new Class 5 sewage
system provides sufficiency of compliance with Sentence 8.8.1.1.(1), 8.2.2.4.(2), 8.8.2.2.(1), Clause
8.8.1.2.(1)(c) and Table 11.5.1.1.C when considering part 11 of Division B of the Building Code at 156
Onderdonk Lane Ameliasburgh, Ontario.

APPLICANT

John Casson
Owner
Mississauga, Ontario

RESPONDENT
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Andy Harrison

Chief Building Official
County of Prince Edward, Ontario
PANEL

Judy Beauchamp, Chair-Designate

PLACE
City of Toronto, Ontario

DATE OF HEARING
April 11, 2016

DATE OF RULING
April 11, 2016

APPEARANCES

John Casson

Owner

Mississauga, Ontario
Applicant

Andy Harrison

Chief Building Official

County of Prince Edward, Ontario
Respondent

RULING

1. Particulars of Dispute

The Applicant has applied for a permit to install a Class 5 Sewage System at 156 Onderdonk Lane,
Ameliasburgh, Ontario.

The subject building is an existing 3 bedroom, 200 m2 cottage served by a Class 4 sewage system that
was originally constructed in 1961.

The construction in dispute involves the proposal to replace an existing Class 4 sewage system, with a
new Class 5 sewage system.

The Building Code prohibits the installation of a Class 5 sewage systems except under the circumstances
that are specified in Article 8.8.1.2. of the Building Code. Part 8 of the Building Code addresses the
construction of new sewage systems. Part 11 of the Building Code applies to the design and construction
of buildings that have been in existence for at least five years. The term “building” is a defined term in
the Building Code and it includes sewage systems. Part 11 of the Code addresses existing sewage
systems that are subject to replacement, material alteration or repair. Part 11 also provides compliance

www.mah.gov.on.ca/Page 16424.aspx 2/6



05/10/2020 BCC Ruling No. 16-15-1443

alternatives for requirements in Part 8 of the Building Code where a Chief Building Official is satisfied
that compliance with the requirement is impracticable because of structural or construction difficulties or
it is detrimental to the preservation of a heritage building.

The dispute for the Commission to determine is whether the proposal to replace an existing Class 4
sewage system with a new Class 5 sewage system provides sufficiency of compliance with the Building
Code.

2. Provisions of the Building Code in Dispute

8.8.1.1. Prohibited Installation
1. (1) Except as provided in Article 8.8.1.2., a Class 5 sewage system shall not be instalied.

8.2.2.4. Holding Tanks
1. (1) All holding tanks shall be of such design and construction as will altow the complete removal
of solid matter that can be expected to settle in the holding tank through an apparatus or device
suitable for allowing the contents of the holding tank to be removed from the holding tank.
2. (2) A holding tank shall have a working capacity of not less than 9 000 L.

8.8.2.2. Sizing of Holding Tanks
1. (1) All holding tanks used in residential dwellings shall have a minimum 7 day holding capacity
based on the total daily design sanitary sewage flow.

8.8.1.2. Acceptable Installation
1. (1) A Class 5 sewage system may be installed in the following circumstances:

1. (a) where the proposed use of the sewage system is for a temporary operation, excluding
seasonal recreational use, not exceeding 12 months in duration,

2. (b) to remedy an unsafe sewage system where the remediation of the unsafe condition by
the installation of a Class 4 sewage system is impracticable,

3. (c) to upgrade a sewage system serving an existing building, where upgrading through the
use of a Class 4 sewage system is not possible due to lot size, site slope or clearance
limitations, or

4. (d) as an interim measure for a lot or parcel of land until municipal sewers are available,
provided that the municipality undertakes to ensure the continued operation of an approved
hauled sewage system until the municipal sewers are available.

2. (2) Where a Class 5 sewage system is installed, a written agreement for the disposal of sanitary
sewage from the sewage system shall be entered into with a hauled sewage system operator.

Table 11.5.1.1.C. (Cont'd)
Compliance Alternatives for Residential Occupancies
Forming Part of Article 11.5.1.1.

PART 8
B OMPLIANCE ALTERNATIVE
NUMBER REQUIREMENTS PART 11 COM
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e PART 8 - B -
NUMBER LTERNATIVE
REQUIREMENTS PART 11 COMPLIANCE A

Cc99 I 8.2.1.4. Existing clearances acceptablemere a sewage system is
replaced with another sewage system within the same
class and the capacity of the replacement sewage system
does not exceed the capacity of the existing sewage
system.

C100 ' 8.2.1.4. Existing clearances are acceptable where a replacement
sewage system requires lesser clearances than those
required in Part 8 for the existing sewage system.

Column 1 2 3

3. Applicant’s Position

The Applicant submitted that the existing Class 4 sewage system, currently serving a 3 bedroom rental
cottage, which was installed circa 1961, has failed. The Applicant submitted that he is proposing to
install a holding tank to replace the failed system as permitted by Clause 8.8.1.2.(1)(c) of the Building
Code. He explained that Clause 8.8.1.2.(1)(c) of the Building Code permits the Installation of a Class 5
sewage system “to upgrade a sewage system serving an existing building, where upgrading through the
use of a Class 4 sewage system is not possible due to lot size, site slope or clearance limitations”.

The Applicant submitted that he applied for a building permit to replace his existing, failed Class 4
sewage system with a Class 5 sewage system. He advised that the municipality refused to issue a
building permit for a Class 5 sewage system, as their policy is to require a Class 4 sewage system over
a Class 5, provided that Quinte Conservation would permit the installation of a Class 4.

The Applicant indicated that in this case, Quinte Conservation approved a Class 4 sewage system to be
constructed on the property to replace the existing system, but it would require a raised septic bed to
meet the requirements in the Building code. The Applicant maintained that the raised nature of the
septic bed was not acceptable to him due to the small lot size, and the negative impact the raised
system would have on the safety, utilization and value of the property.

The Applicant submitted that he was seeking a variance from the requirements of the Building Code to
allow him to replace the failed Class 4 sewage system with a Class 5 sewage system or holding tank.
The Applicant maintained that as the property was located entirely on a flood plain, a Class 5 sewage
system would be the most reasonable environmental solution. The Applicant argued that due to the
property size, and location of the cottage, the new Class 4 sewage system couldn’t be positioned so that
it would meet all the clearance distances required by the current Building Code. The Applicant stated
that he was advised that the municipality could relax some of the clearance distance requirements in
order to accommodate a replacement Class 4 sewage system, although they could not relax the Code
requirement for a raised bed. The Applicant indicated that the municipality’s position was that the septic
bed would have to be raised 1.22 m to meet the Building Code.

The Applicant indicated that there was only one location on the property where the raised bed could be
instalted and this would be directly between the cottage and the water, The Applicant argued that

installing a Class 4 sewage system with a 1.22 m raised bed in this location would ruin the recreational
www.mah.gov.on.ca/Page16424.aspx 4/6
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use of the property, and significantly reduce the value of the property. The Applicant also stated that,
“as the property had a dug well, there was concern that a raised bed could cause the septic runoff to
flow south and contaminate the well”. The Applicant also indicated that due to a number of large willow
trees, a Class 4 sewage system would be negatively impacted by their roots, which would eventually
lead to failure of the replacement Class 4 sewage system.

The Applicant advised that Quinte Conservation issued an approval that would allow for either a
replacement sewage system or a holding tank to be installed on the property, and in light of the above,
the Applicant maintained that a holding tank would be the best solution.

The Applicant also submitted that as an alternative to the holding tank, he would be willing to install a
replacement Class 4 sewage system, if the municipality would reduce the raised bed requirement,
allowing for a system that is fully in ground, like the current system.

4. Respondent’s Position

The Respondent submitted that the subject Class 4 sewage system serves an existing cottage rental
property, which is rented approximately 8 weeks in the summer. The Respondent advised that the
property was located within the area regulated by the Quinte Conservation Authority and that a permit
from the Conservation Authority is required by an Applicant prior to obtaining a building permit from the
municipality. The Respondent indicated that in this case, the Conservation Authority issued an approval
permit for a replacement Class 4 sewage system on the subject property, which is within the 1:100 year
floodplain.

The Respondent pointed out that Sentence 8.8.1.1.(1) of the Building Code states, "Except as provided
in Article 8.8.1.2., a Class 5 sewage system shall not be installed”. He submitted that Clause 8.8.1.2.(1)
(c) allows a holding tank to be installed to upgrade a sewage system serving an existing building where
upgrading through the use of Class 4 sewage system is not possible due to lot size, slope or clearance
limitations. In light of the Conservation Authority’s approval to permit the installation of a replacement
Class 4 sewage system in the same location, he submitted the Applicant’s building permit application for
a Class 5 sewage system was denied as the exemption in Clause 8.8.1.2.(1)(c) was not applicable.

The Respondent further submitted that Part 11 of the Building Code allows for the use of existing
clearances where a sewage system is replaced with another sewage system within the same class and
where the capacity of the replacement system does not exceed the capacity of the existing system as
per Table 11.5.1.1.C,

Therefore, the Respondent concluded that, as the Conservation Authority issued an approval to permit
the installation of a new Class 4 sewage system to replace the existing sewage system, there is
sufficient area to install a new class 4 sewage system.

5. Commission Ruling

It is the decision of the Building Code Commission that the proposal to replace an existing Class 4
sewage system, which serves an existing 3 bedroom, 200 m2 cottage, with a new Class 5 sewage
system, does not provide sufficiency of compliance with Sentence 8.8.1.1.(1), 8.2.2.4.(2), 8.8.2.2.(1),
Clause 8.8.1.2.(1)(c) and Table 11.5.1.1.C when considering Part 11 of Division B of the Building Code
at 156 Onderdonk Lane Ameliasburgh, Ontario.

6. Reasons

www.mah.gov.on ca/Page16424.aspx 5/8
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i. The Building Code prohibits the instaliation for a Class 5 sewage system except as permitted in
Article 8.8.1.2.

Sentence 8.8.1.2.(1) of the Building Code states that a Class 5 sewage system may be installed in
the following circumstances:

a. where the proposed use of the sewage system is for a temporary operation, excluding
seasonal recreational use, not exceeding 12 months in duration,

b. to remedy an unsafe sewage system where the remediation of the unsafe condition by
the installation of a Class 4 sewage system is impracticable,

c. to upgrade a sewage system serving an existing building, where upgrading through the
use of a Class 4 sewage system is not possible due to lot size, site slope or clearance
limitations, or

d. as an interim measure for a lot or parcel of land until municipal sewers are available,
provided that the municipality undertakes to ensure the continued operation of an
approved hauled sewage system until the municipal sewers are available.

The Commission heard that the existing Class 4 sewage system serving the cottage has failed.
Based on the evidence and testimony provided, the Commission believes that Clauses b) and c)
could be applicable in this case.

However, it is the Commission’s opinion that insufficient evidence was provided to demonstrate
that the installation of a Class 4 sewage system is impracticable, as specified in Clause 8.2.1.2.(1)
(b) or further to demonstrate, that a Class 4 system is not possible due to lot size, site slope or
clearance limitations.

Dated at the City of Toronto this 11th day in the month of April in the year 2016 for application
number S 2016-04.

Judy Beauchamp, Chair-Designate
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BCC Ruling No. 00-44-776

Email this page
BUILDING CODE COMMISSION DECISION ON B.C.C. #99-08-664
IN THE MATTER OF Subsection 24 (1) of the Building Code Act, 1992.

AND IN THE MATTER OF Article 8.8.1.2. of Regulation 61, as amended by O. Reg. 22/98, 102/98 and
122/98 (the "Ontario Building Code").

AND IN THE MATTER OF an application by Mr. William Hawryluk, cottage owner, 170 Anton Street,
Thunder Bay, Ontario for the resolution of a dispute with Mr, Allan Campbell, Director - Public Health
Inspection, Thunder Bay District Health Unit, Thunder Bay, Ontario to determine whether the proposed
installation of a Class 5 sewage system for a seasonal dwelling provides sufficiency of compliance with
Article 8.8.1.2. of the Ontario Building Code at Lot No. 27, Plan W-786, Fire Number 730, Cloud Lake
Road, Township of Crooks, District of Thunder Bay, Ontario.

APPLICANT

Mr. William Hawryluk, cottage owner
170 Anton Street

Thunder Bay, Ontario

RESPONDENT

Mr. Allan Campbell

Director - Public Health Inspection
Thunder Bay District Health Unit

PANEL

Mr. Roy Philippe, Chair
Mr. Bryan Whitehead
Mr. Doug Robinson

PLACE
Toronto, Ontario / Thunder Bay, Ontario / Mesa, Arizona

DATE OF HEARING
February 11, 1999
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DATE OF RULING
February 11, 1999

APPEARANCES

APPLICANT

Mr. Willlam Hawryluk cottage owner
cottage owner

Thunder Bay, Ontario

RESPONDENT

Ms. Lisa Kellogg, Field Supervisor
Thunder Bay District Health Unit
Thunder Bay, Ontario

RULING
1. The Applicant

Mr. William Hawryluk, cottage owner, has applied for a building permit under the Building Code Act,
1992 to install a Class 5 (holding tank) sewage system at his seasonal residence at Lot No. 27, Plan W-
786, Fire Number 730, Cloud Lake Road, Township of Crooks, Ontario.

2. Description of Construction

The Applicant is proposing to install a new Class 5, or holding tank, sewage system at his recently built
two storey, detached Group C - occupancy seasonal dwelling unit located on Cloud Lake. The building is
described as an A-frame style cottage, having 8.5 fixture units, three bedrooms, and a total finished
area of 102 m2 (1094 ft2). The total daily design flow rate is calculated at 1,600 litres per day. The
cottage is intended to be used by five people. The property is currently served by a Class 1 earth pit
privy sewage system.

The proposed new sewage system would consist of a 11,000 L (2,400 gallon) concrete holding tank. The
effluent would be disposed to the holding tank from the cottage by means of gravity. The tank would be
located to the west of the structure, and would be easily accessible from the driveway. The holding tank
is placed on the site such that adequate clearance distances are maintained to the site=s lot lines. A
holding tank service agreement has been entered into with a local sewage hauler.

<![endif]>

The site is very steep, with a slope exceeding thirty percent, and has an approximate area of 2,147 m2
(23,100 ft2). There is a small plateau on which the cottage was built. The native soils are described as
rocky clay. The entire property, with the exception of the buiiding and driveway, is treed.

<1[endif]>

The water supply provided to the subject residence is a pressurized system that will be pumped from
the lake.

<![endif]>
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3. Dispute

The issue at dispute between the Applicant and Respondent is whether the proposed installation of a
Class 5 holding tank is permitted at this site under Article 8.8.1.2. of the OBC. This provision sets out
the conditions under which a Class 5 system may be installed. The intent of this Article seems to be to
restrict the installation of new holding tanks, especially when serving seasonal recreational uses, unless
extraordinary circumstances exist. If the proposal at issue cannot demonstrate compliance with one of
the criteria set out in Article 8.8.1.2. then a holding tank is not allowed.

4. Provisions of the Ontario Building Code
Article 8.8.1.2. Acceptable Installation
(1) A Class 5 sewage system may be installed in the following circumstances:

a. where the proposed use of the sewage system is for a temporary operation, excluding seasonal
recreational use, not exceeding 12 months in duration,
. to permit the extension of an existing single-family dwelling provided that
. the extension will not increase the wastewater load, and \
the building is already served by a Class 5 sewage system,
. to remedy an unsafe sewage system where the remediation of the unsafe condition by the
installation of a Class 4 sewage system is impracticable,
f. to upgrade a sewage system on an existing lot or parcel of land, where upgrading through the use
of a Class 4 sewage system is not possible due to lot size or clearance limitations, or
g. as an interim measure for a lot or parcel of land until municipal sewers are available, provided that
the municipality undertakes to ensure the continued operation of an approved hauled sewage
system until the municipal sewers are available.

onanT

(2) Where a Class 5 sewage system is installed, a written agreement for the disposal of sanitary
sewage from the sewage system shall be entered into with a hauled sewage system operator

5. Applicant's Position

The Applicant submitted that he should be allowed to install a holding tank since, in his view, he
conforms with Clause (1)(d) of Sentence 8.8.1.2. After a brief description of the site and its historical
development, he introduced the mayor of the municipality and its Chief Building Official, who appeared
as witnesses on his behalf.

The Chief Building Official noted that Clause 8.8.1.2.(1)(d) allows an upgrading of an existing sewage
system to a Class 5 holding tank when a Class 4 system is not possible due to lot size or clearance
limitations. The Chief Building Official indicated that this current Class 1 system constituted an existing
facility as required under Clause 8.8.1.2.(1)(d), and it is this system that the Applicant intends to
upgrade. Furthermore, he argued that the intent behind Clause 8.8.1.2.(1)(d) is to allow upgrades to a
Class 5 system where there are tangible site constraints that would preciude the installation of a Class 4
system.

Bearing this in mind, he went on to argue that this site's constraint was the severe slope of his property,
that ranges between 30 to 40 percent. A Class 4 system would not function and is not allowed to be
installed on such a slope. While excessive slope is not specifically mentioned in Clause 8.8.1.2.(1)(d),
the slope condition at this property, the Chief Building Official pointed out, certainly negates the option
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of installing a Class 4 system just as not being able to meet the lot size or clearance limitations
standards would do likewise. He concluded that a holding tank would provide less hazard to the land
and lake below than the current Class 1 system.

The Applicant also argued that the installation of a holding tank, from an environmental point of view,
would vastly improve the current situation. He indicated that there are other cottages in the area that
have holding tanks that function well. As a result, he noted that the area is well served by experienced
and licenced sewage hauling operators. The Applicant stated that he had already entered into a service
agreement with a local sewage hauler in accordance with Sentence 8.8.1.2.(2).

6. Respondent's Position

The Respondent submitted that a holding should not be allowed for the subject property according to
Article 8.8.1.2. She discussed the five conditions under which a holding tank would be acceptable and
the proposal at issue did not conform to any. Nevertheless, regarding the Applicant=s arguments
concerning Clause 8.8.1.2,(1)(d), she indicated that she agreed that upgrading an existing system could
encompass improving from a Class 1 system, for which no permit is necessary, to a Class 5 facility. In
her view, the earlier Class 1 system on the site does represent an existing situation.

However, she noted that the subject OBC Clause 8.8.1.2.(1)(d) listed only two specific conditions, lot

size and clearance limitations, as the qualifying site constraints and no others. She further noted that
slope is not listed. For this reason, the Respondent felt that the Code did not allow her to approve this
proposed holding tank installation. To do so would be beyond her jurisdiction.

The Respondent then raised the issue that if holding tanks were to be more widely available this could
cause a problem since no facility existed yet in the municipality to handle the hauled liquid waste.

Having made this case, the respondent indicated that she sympathized with the Applicant=s
predicament. The difficulties with the site meant that basically no sewage system could be approved.
Considering this from a practical standpoint she felt that a holding tank would be appropriate in this
situation, especially since a pressurized system pumping water from the lake has already been installed
in the cottage.

Finally, the Respondent expressed some uncertainty as to why a permit was issued for the construction
of the building prior to the resolution of the sewage issue.

7. Commission Ruling

It is the decision of the Building Code Commission that the proposed installation of a Class 5 sewage
system for a seasonal dwelling provides sufficiency of compliance with the Article 8.8.1.2. of the Ontario
Building code at Lot No. 47, Plan W-786, Township of Crooks, District of Thunder Bay.

1. A Class 5 sewage system may be installed to upgrade a sewage system on an existing lot or parcel
land where upgrading through the use of a Class 4 system is not possible due to a lot size or
clearance limitations. It is the opinion of the commission that this condition exists on this site
since the only areas suitable by slope, for a Class 4 system are too close to the dwelling.

2. A Class 1 system and cottage existed on the site at the time of application and therefore Clause
8.8.1.2.(1)(d) applies.
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Dated at Toronto this 11th, day in the month of February in the year 1999 for application number
1998-62..

Mr. Roy Philippe, Chair

Mr. Bryan Whitehead

Mr, Doug Robinson
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Ruling No.: 22-04-1596
Application No.: $-2021-16

Ontario

BUILDING CODE COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF Subsection 24(1) of the Building Code Act, S.0. 1992, ¢. 23, as
amended.

AND IN THE MATTER OF Sentence 8.8.1.1.(1), Sentence 8.8.1.2.(1) and Clauses
8.8.1.2.(1)(a)(b)(c) and (d) of Regulation 332/12, as amended, (the “Building Code”).

AND IN THE MATTER OF an application by David Ballentine, for the resolution of a dispute
with Robert Farrow, Chief Building Official, to determine whether the proposal to install a
composting toilet and a Class 5 sewage system on a vacant property to serve a future building,
provides sufficiency of compliance with Sentence 8.8.1.1.(1), Sentence 8.8.1.2.(1) and Clauses
8.8.1.2.(1)(a)(b)(c) and (d) of the Building Code, at Island A 472 of the Township of the
Archipelago, Ontario.

APPLICANT Mr. David Ballentine
Owner
Nobel, Ontario

RESPONDENT Mr. Robert Farrow
Chief Building Official
Township of the Archipelago, Ontario

PANEL Ms. Judy Beauchamp
Mr. Michael Gooch
Mr. Alexander Campbell

PLACE via video conference
DATE OF HEARING February 3, 2022
DATE OF RULING February 3, 2022

APPEARANCES Mr. Ray Hachigan
Parry Sound, Ontario
Agent for the Applicant

Mr. Robert Farrow

Chief Building Official

Township of the Archipelago, Ontario
Designate for the Respondent



RULING
1. Particulars of Dispute

The Applicant has applied for an alternative solution building permit, under the Building Code
Act, 1992, to install a Class 5 sewage system to service a proposed 225 m? seasonal dwelling
with @ composting toilet on an island located in a UNESCO site known as the Georgian Bay
Biosphere.

The Respondent determined that the alternative solution does not achieve the level of
performance required by the applicable prescriptive requirements under Division B of the
Building Code.

Therefore, the dispute before the is Commission is whether the proposal to install a composting
toilet and a Class 5 sewage system on a vacant property to serve a 225 m? seasonal dwelling,
provides sufficiency of compliance with Sentence 8.8.1.1 (1), Sentence 8.8.1.2.(1) and Clauses
8.8.1.2.(1)(a)(b)(c) and (d) of the Building Code.

2. Provisions of the Building Code in Dispute
Division B, Article 8.8.1.1 Prohibited Installation

(1) Except as provided in Article 8.8.1.2., a Class 5 sewage system shall not be installed.

Division B, Article 8.8.1.2 Acceptable Installation

(1) A Class 5 sewage system may be installed in the following circumstances:

(a) where the proposed use of the sewage system is for a temporary operation,
excluding seasonal recreational use, not exceeding 12 months in duration,

(b) to remedy an unsafe sewage system where the remediation of the unsafe condition
by the installation of a Class 4 sewage system is impracticable,

(c) to upgrade a sewage system serving an existing building, where upgrading through
the use of a Class 4 sewage system is not possible due to lot size, site slope or
clearance limitations, or

(d) as an interim measure for a lot or parcel of land until municipal sewers are available,
provided that the municipality undertakes to ensure the continued operation of an
approved hauled sewage system until the municipal sewers are available.

(2) Where a Class 5 sewage system is installed, a written agreement for the disposal of
sanitary sewage from the sewage system shall be entered into with a hauled sewage
system operator.

3. Applicant’s Position

The Applicant has submitted that the Island A 472 (also known as Double Island) in the
Township of the Archipelago, Ontario is a residentially zoned property which is currently vacant,
save for a small shed. The island currently has limited vegetation cover and limited soil cover.
The island is U-Shaped with limited development area on one of the arms and a 225 m2, 3
bedroom cottage has been proposed on the larger of the 2 arms. The Applicant’s application for
hearing shows a future bedroom outbuilding on the property on the small arm.

In a previous application, the Applicant submitted a building permit for a Class 2 (Leaching Pit)
sewage system to deal with greywater generated on the property. This application was refused
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on the basis that there was insufficient soil on the property to support the system. In response,
the Applicant submitted the current application to use a Class 5 Sewage System (Holding Tank)
for the collection, storage and periodic removal for disposal of all greywater. The applicant
submits that this is a better option for the area as it removes the wastewater from the site for
treatment and disposal and thus limits any contamination of the area waters.

With regards to sizing of the Class 5 Sewage System, the Applicant submits that by removing
the toilet there is less sewage flow for the building and further, argues that there are no
references in the Building Code to holding tanks which deal only with greywater.

4. Respondent’s Position

The Respondent’s position is that the use of a Class 5 sewage system at this location at this
time is not in compliance with the intent and objectives of the Building Code. Specifically, the
Building Code has very stringent requirements around when a Class 5 sewage system may be
used.

The Respondent provided an explanation of why the proposed alternative solution is insufficient
and referenced the Functional and Objective statements of the Building Code around their
decision.

The Respondent identified that there is a concern that the future use of the property may be
different that the current intended use. Some of the concerns include: the composting toilet
could be removed and replaced with a standard toilet, a lack of maintenance may result in a
problem with leakage, or that a lack of over-sight could result in a problem with the system that
causes discharge from the tank unknowingly.

In addition, the Respondent identified that the Township is concerned that at some point in the
future the permitted use of a Class 5 System at this time, would permit an enlargement of the
building through Part 11 of the Code.

5. Commission Ruling

It is the decision of the Building Code Commission that the proposal to install a class 5 sewage
system on a vacant lot to serve a future dwelling unit, does not provide sufficiency of compliance
with Division B, Article 8.8.1.1.and Sentence 8.8.1.2.(1) of the Building Code at Island A 472 in
the Township of the Archipelago, Ontario.

6. Reasons
i) Article 8.8.1.1. Prohibited Installation of Division B of the Building Code states:

(1) Except as provided in Article 8.8.1.2., a Class 5 sewage system shall not be
installed.

Article 8.8.1.2. Acceptable Installation, of Division B of the Building Code states:

(1) A Class 5 sewage system may be installed in the following circumstances:



ii)

iv)

(a) where the proposed use of the sewage system is for a temporary operation,
excluding seasonal recreational use, not exceeding 12 months in duration,

(b) to remedy an unsafe sewage system where the remediation of the unsafe
condition by the installation of a Class 4 sewage system is impracticable,

(c) to upgrade a sewage system serving an existing building, where upgrading
through the use of a Class 4 sewage system is not possible due to lot size, site
slope or clearance limitations, or

(d) as an interim measure for a lot or parcel of land until municipal sewers are
available, provided that the municipality undertakes to ensure the continued
operation of an approved hauled sewage system until the municipal sewers are
available.

The Commission heard that a permanent, seasonal dwelling is proposed on the
subject property which is currently vacant. The Commission heard no evidence or
testimony from the parties that any of the above permissible conditions set out in
Article 8.8.1.2. have or could be met. Therefore, it is the Commission’s opinion that
the proposal to install a class 5 sewage system on this property does not provide
sufficiency of compliance with Article 8.8.1.2. of Division B of the Building Code.

The Applicant submitted that an Alternative Solution for the property was available
through the use of a composting toilet and a Class 5 Sewage System for the
greywater. The Commission was not provided with a full and complete analysis of
the Alternative Solution with regards to the Building Code Functional and Objective
statements. The limited analysis that was provided as evidence, however, suggests
that the proposed Alternative Solution would not provide sufficiency of compliance
with Sentences 8.8.1.1.(1) and 8.8.1.2.(1) of Division B of the Building Code.
Therefore, it is the Commission’s opinion that the proposal to install a class 5 sewage
system on this property does not provide sufficiency of compliance with Article
8.8.1.2. of Division B of the Building Code.

The Applicant’s submission states that the proposed Alternative Solution is partially
based on the fact that Building Code does not address the use of Class 5 Sewage
System when only greywater is to be collected.

By definition of “Sanitary Sewage”, the Building Code does not differentiate types of
sewage and therefore, greywater is sanitary sewage. As a result, Sentence
8.8.1.2.(1) is applicable to the proposed Alternative Solution.

The Commission found that the Alternative Solution as presented did not sufficiently
demonstrate that the objectives and functional statements have been met and the
required level of performance achieved. Therefore, it is the Commission’s opinion that
the proposal to install a class 5 sewage system on this property does not provide
sufficiency of compliance with Article 8.8.1.2. of Division B of the Building Code.

It should be noted that this ruling is specific to the facts of this dispute and property and the
above reasons should not be interpreted as precedent setting statements.
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BURNSIDE

December 4, 2023
Via: Email

Ms. Nancy Regan & Mr. David Ballentine
Island 472A
Township of The Archipelago, ON

Dear Nancy & David:

Re: Proposed Onsite Sewage System Design Brief
Island 472A, Perry Sound, Ontario
Project No.: 300057506.0000

1.0 Introduction

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited (Burnside) has completed the design of a new onsite
sewage system to service a proposed cottage at Island 472A (“Double Island”) located within
the Township of the Archipelago, Ontario in Georgian Bay in the District of Parry Sound. Our
design is based on the requirements of Part 8 of the Ontario Building Code (OBC).

It is proposed to construct a new seasonal one-story, 3-bedroom, one-and-a-half-bathroom
cottage with a floor area of approximately 232 m2. The proposed dwelling will be serviced by a
new onsite sewage system.

The purpose of this letter is to present a detailed design to support a building permit application
to the Township of the Archipelago.

2.0 Subsurface Investigations

Burnside staff conducted a site visit on September 8, 2023. Double Island is a rocky island with
(shallow) exposed bedrock at the ground surface, so no soil sample was collected for grain size
analysis. Due to the presence of bedrock on the site, the proposed dispersal bed will be raised
and constructed using imported sand fill. A layer of low permeability soil fill is specified to be
placed over any bedrock surface, prior to placing imported sand material.
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3.0 Daily Design Flows

The proposed cottage is a 3-bedroom, one-and-a-half-bathroom dwelling with a total floor area
of approximately 232 m2. Daily sewage flows have been calculated in accordance with the
current OBC requirements (OBC Table 8.2.1.3.A), as follows:

Table 1: Daily Sewage Design Flows

_ ) Total Flow |
I Unit Flow (L/day) . Total Units (Liday) ‘
3-Bedroom 1,600 1 1,600
Dwelling |
I Plus, the greater of:
100 L per 10 m? over
[ 2 4
Floor Area, or 200 M2 up to 400 m? 232 m 00 ]
Fixtures 35 L for eaf:h flxturg unit over 20 fixture units 0
20 fixture units
Total Sewage Flow 2,000

Therefore, the total daily design sanitary sewage flow for the proposed cottage will be
2,000 L/day. A copy of the design calculations are attached.

4.0 Proposed Sewage Work

The proposed sewage system will consist of a Waterloo Biofilter system, which is certified to
CAN/BNQ 3680-600 as a Level IV treatment unit and is therefore permitted for use in Ontario in
accordance with the requirements of OBC 8.6.2.2. The system consists of a Waterloo Biofilter
anaerobic digester with an internal pump chamber, a Waterloo Biofilter treatment tank (HDPE
Tank) and a shallow buried trench leaching bed for disposal of treated effluent. The system
layout is shown on Drawing SS1.

A copy of Waterloo Biofilter's certification documentation is attached. The components of the
sewage system design have been specified based on the requirements of the certification,
which dictates the various permissible tank sizes and rated capacities.

4.1 Waterloo Biofilter System

The proposed Waterloo Biofilter Anaerobic Digester Tank is a Roth Anaerobic Digester (Model
ADIPC-4700) that provides settling of solids and anaerobic digestion, reducing the TSS and
BODS5 concentrations in the wastewater. Risers and access hatches are required at both the
inlet and outlet. The Anaerobic Digester tank location is shown on Drawing SS1.

The ADIPC-4700 digester tank is rated for a maximum flow of 2,000 L/day and is equipped with
an internal pump vault which doses digester effluent to the Waterloo Biofilter treatment unit.
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The pump vault will be equipped with a simplex submersible effluent pump (Liberty 280 0.5 HP
or approved equivalent) as specified and supplied by Waterloo Biofilter. The pump will be timer-
controlled to dose the effluent to the Waterloo Biofilter treatment system.

The treatment unit is comprised of a bulk-filled plastic tank (HDPE Tank Model BFHD20) with a
rated treatment capacity of 2,000 L/day which is adequate for the design flow of 2,000 L/day.
The HDPE tank is bulk-filled with foam filter media which provides surface area for attached
growth and a pre-installed manifold with spray nozzles. The effluent is sprayed from the top
manifold onto the foam media and percolates down through the foam for enhanced treatment by
the microorganisms.

A second compartment, where treated effluent collects, is equipped with a simplex submersible
effluent pump for leaching bed dosing and recirculation. Treated effluent is pumped from the
biofilter tank to the shallow buried trench leaching bed by a submersible effluent pump (Liberty
280 0.5 HP or approved equivalent) rated for 2.1 L/s at 7.3 TDH. The recommended initial timer
settings are 40 seconds ON, 59 minutes and 20 Seconds OFF. The pump will time-dose the
treated effluent to the shallow buried trench leaching bed and recirculate a portion of the
treated effluent back to the inlet of the anaerobic digester tank for enhanced treatment. The bed
will be dosed in accordance with the requirements for shallow buried trench leaching beds,
which must be time-dosed over a 24-hour period.

4.2 Shallow Buried Trench Leaching Bed

A shallow buried trench leaching bed is proposed for the dispersal of the treated effluent from
the Waterloo Bicfilter treatment tank.

According to the OBC, shallow buried trench systems may be installed in soil, or leaching bed
fill with a T-time between 1-125 min/cm (8.7.2.1. (b)). The proposed dispersal bed will be
constructed using imported sand fill with a T-time of 6 min/cm to 8 min/cm. As per

Table 8.7.3.1, the minimum length of distribution pipe required for shallow buried trenches in
soils with a T-time of less than 20 is calculated as follows:

L=Q/75
Where:

L = the minimum length of distribution pipe
Q = the daily sewage design flow (2,000 L/day)

Therefore, the total length of the distribution pipe required for this system is 27.0 m. Two runs of
15.0 m will be provided for a total of 30 m, which is the minimum permissible total length of
piping for SBTs. The shallow buried trenches are to consist of a 32 mm diameter pressurized
distribution pipe housed in a chamber as shown on Drawing SS1. They will be equipped with
appropriate end access ports for regular flushing and maintenance. The sizing of the dosing
pump has taken into consideration the requirement to maintain a minimum of 600 mm pressure
head at the end of each lateral.
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Details of the proposed system are provided on Drawing SS1.

5.0 Installation, Operation and Maintenance

The proposed sewage system must be installed by a licensed sewage system installer. The
Engineering Inspection Schedule is outlined on Drawing SS1 and identifies the key milestones
which should be inspected and approved by the engineer during construction.

The proposed sewage system will require periodic inspection and maintenance. As required by
the OBC, the property owner must establish a maintenance contract with an authorized service
provider of the Waterloo Biofilter treatment unit. Regular maintenance activities associated with
this system would typically include the following:

e Periodic tank pump-outs, as required.

e Pump maintenance and replacement of parts, as required.

e Periodic cleaning of the septic tank effluent filter, as required.

e Maintenance of the Waterloo Biofilter treatment unit, as required.

e Annual sampling of the treatment unit in accordance with Section 8.9.2.4. of the OBC.

e Regular flushing of SBT piping to ensure proper pressurized distribution throughout the
beds.

As with any onsite sewage system, proper care and use are critical for maintaining a properly
functional system. The occupants should be briefed regarding daily cleaning and maintenance
activities, and what types of products should not be flushed down the drain (e.g., wipes of any
kind, coffee grinds, chemicals, cleaning products, etc.). The leaching bed area must be
protected from trees or structures, extensive landscaping and vehicular loading.

6.0 Summary

The total projected design sewage flow for the cottage is 2,000 L/day. The proposed sewage
system has been designed according to the requirements of the OBC and includes a Waterloo
Biofilter Treatment System and a shallow buried trench leaching bed.
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We trust that the information provided herein is sufficient. Should you have any questions or
require any further information, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Yours truly,

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

Pratima Sharma, C. Tech. Anne Egan, P. Eng.
Wastewater Technologist Onsite Wastewater Specialist
PS/AE:cIr

Enclosure(s) Drawing SS1

Design Flow Calculation Sheet
Waterloo Biofilter CAN/BHQ Certificate
Schedule 1: Designer Information Form

Other than by the addressee, copying or distribution of this document, in whole or in part, is not permitted without the express
written consent of R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited.

In the preparation of the various instruments of service contained herein, R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited was required to use
and rely upon various sources of information (including but not limited to: reports, data, drawings, observalions) produced by parties
other than R.J. Burnside & Associales Limited. For its part R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited has proceeded based on the belief
that the third party/parties in question produced this documentation using accepted industry standards and best practices and that
all information was therefore accurate, correct and free of errors at the time of consultation. As such, the comments,
recommendations and materials presented in this instrument of service reflect our best judgment in light of the information available
at the time of preparation. R.J. Bumnside & Associates Limited, its employees, affiliates and subcontractors accept no liability for
inaccuracies or errors in the instruments of service provided to the client, arising from deficiencies in the aforementioned third party
materials and documents.

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited makes no warranties, either express or implied, of merchantability and fitness of the documents

and other instruments of service for any purpose other than that specified by the contract.

057506 Double Island Design Brief
04/12/2023 3:18 PM
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CALCULATION SHEET

BURNSIDE

Project Name: Double Island
Project Number: 57506
Date: 26-Sep-23

i input required
PRELIMINARY FLOW ESTIMATES
Taken from O.B.C. Tables 7.4.9.3. and 8.2.1.3.A.
House Size: 3 bedroom
232 m2
Additional
Description Number of | Flow per Unit |  Total Flow
Units (L) (L/day)
Base Flow 1600
Additional Flow
i) Each bedroom over 5 0 500 0
ii) Area over 200m?
A) Each 10m? over 200m? to 400m’ 100 400
B) Each 10m? over 400m* to 600m* 75 0
C) Each 10m? over 600m* 0 50 0
Total Additional Sewage Flow from Area 400
iii) Fixture Units over 20 0 50 0
Addition flow (greatest of i,ii,iii) 400
Total Sewage Flow for Cottage: 2000 |iday
2000
Fixtures Number of | Fixture Units | Total Fixture
Fixtures per Fixture Units
Bathroom Group (flush tank) 1 6 6.0
Separate Lavatory Sink 0 1 0.0
Toilet E 4 4.0
Other sinks (kitchen, laundry) 1 1.5 15
Clothes Washer = 1) 1.5 1.5
Dishwasher 1 1 1.0
Separate tub/shower 0 1.5 [
Floor drain 0 3 0
0
Total Fixture Units 14.0
(Building Name) System
Required septic tank size = 4000 L minimum
Mative Percolation time, T = min/cm Native Bedrock
Imported Percolation time = 8 min/cm Imported sand
Option #5 - Shallow Buried Trench
Length of distribution pipe required = 27 m Native Bedrock
Lenath of runs = 15.00 m
Number of runs = 2.00 runs
Length of distribution pipe provided = 30 m
Area required = 60 m2




BN ANNEX

Bureau de normalisation TO THE CERTIFICATE
du Québec
WATERLOO BIOFILTER SYSTEMS INC. _ Page 10f 7 |

65 Massey Road, Suite C
Guelph, Ontario N1H 7M6

CAN/BNQ 3680-600/2009-05-01 M2 (2017-07-18)  Onsite Residential Wastewater Treatment Technologies

Certificate number: 2312
Issue date: 2022-07-19
Expiry date: 2024-07-31

Stand-alone wastewater treatment systems

Model Waterloo Biofilters®

Anaerobic Digester

Capacity: Maximum Hydraulic Minimum Digester Minimum InnerTube™
capacity (L/d) Volume (L) Volume (L)
- 1,100 2,077 220
1,600 3,021 320
2,000 3,776 400
2,400 4,531 480
2,500 4,720 500
3.000 5,664 600
3,500 6,608 700
4,000 7,552 800
4,500 8,496 900 -
| 5,000 9,440 1,000
5,500 10,384 1,100 |
6,000 11,328 1,200
6,500 12,272 1,300
| 7,000 13,216 1,400
7,500 14,160 1,600
8,000 15,104 1,600
| 8,500 16,048 1,700
9,000 16,992 1,800
9,500 17,936 1,900
10,000 18,880 2,000

(1) The “Inner tube” is the term used to describe the long corrugated pipe forcing a longer
path of water in the digester. The volume of the inner tube is included in the minimum
effective volume of the digester.

Designation: AD.

Material: Constructed using concrete, plastic, or fibreglass tank that conforms with the strength
and watertightness requirements of Standard CAN/CSA-B66 or Standard BNQ 3680-
905, or equivalent acceptable to the Authority having jurisdiction.

_Dosing: External or internal pump chamber,

Demand or timed dosed.

Others: Single or double compartment tank.

No effluent filter required.

InnerTube outlet opposite tank outlet or pump.
One or muitiple tanks.

THE ANNEX IS AN INTEGRAL PART OF THE CERTIFICATE.
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BN ANNEX

Bureau de normalisation TO THE CERTIFICATE
du Québec

WATERLOO BIOFILTER SYSTEMS INC. Page 2 of 7
65 Massey Road, Suite C
Guelph, Ontario N1H 7M6

CAN/BNQ 3680-600/2009-05-01 M2 (2017-07-18)  Onsite Residential Wastewater Treatment Technologies

Certificate number: 2312
Issue date: 2022-07-19
Expiry date: 2024-07-31

Waterloo Biofilter

ity: 1 ' Minimum Foam Minimum Foam
Capacily: Designation Ma)gmurq hizgiaulic Filter Media Volume | Filter Media Volume
apacity (L/d) 3
(m) (ft))
11 1,100 1.5 54 |
16 1,600 2.2 79
20 2,000 2.8 99
| 24 2,400 3.4 119
25 2,500 3.5 124
30 3,000 4.2 148
35 3,500 4.9 173
40 4,000 5.6 198
45 4,500 6.3 222
50 5,000 7.0 247
55 5,500 7.7 272
60 6,000 8.4 297 N
65 6,500 9.1 321
70 7,000 9.8 346 |
75 7,500 10.5 371
80 8,000 11.2 396 |
85 8,500 11.9 420
90 9,000 12.6 445
95 9,500 13.3 470
100 10,000 14.0 494
Configuration: SH = Shed with open-bottom.
SHFB = Shed with full bottom.
BA = Baskets in concrete tank.
BFCN = Bulk filled concrete tank.
BFHD = Bulk filled plastic tank.
BFFG = Bulk filled fibreglass tank.
Certificate Precisions
Treatment Class: Class B-1V.
Influent Temperature: The tests specified in articles 8.1 and 8.2 were carried out with influent wastewater, ata
minimum controlled temperature of 11 °C £ 1 °C.
Others: This treatment chain has no septic tank. The anaerobic digester is the first step of the

treatment chain.

THE ANNEX IS AN INTEGRAL PART OF THE CERTIFICATE.
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BN ANNEX

.. TO THE CERTIFICATE
Bureau de normalisation
du Québec

WATERLOO BIOFILTER SYSTEMS INC. Page 3 of 7

65 Massey Road, Suite C
Guelph, Ontario N1H 7M6

CAN/BNQ 3680-600/2009-05-01 M2 (2017-07-18)  Onsite Residential Wastewater Treatment Technologies

Certificate number: 2312
Issue date: 2022-07-19
| Expiry date: 2024-07-31
Waterloo Flatbed Biofilter
Capacity: Flat Bed Chain Minimum Y
Desi g Treatment Foam Filter Mipimirm Eogn
esignation Flat Bed Modules Capacity Media Volume Filter Media
P 5 Volume (ft*)
(L/d) (m®)
M 2 units of FB-800 1,670 29 104
16 2 units of FB-800 1,670 29 104
20 2 units of FB-1000 2,000 3.5 125 ]
24 3 units of FB-800 2,505 4.4 156 |
25 3 units of FB-800 2,505 4.4 156
30 3 units of FB-1000 3,000 53 187
2 units of FB-800
35 2 units of FB-1000 3,670 65 e
40 4 units of FB-1000 4,000 7.0 250 |
45 6 units of FB-800 5,010 8.8 312
| 50 6 units of FB-800 5,010 | 8.8 312
2 units of FB-800
55 4 units of FB-1000 5670 10.0 354
60 6 units of FB-1000 6,000 10.6 375
65 8 units of FB-800 6,680 11.8 416
2 units of FB-800
70 6 units of FB-1000 7870 || 138 479
2 units of FB-800
5 6 units of FB-1000 7,670 136 479
80 8 units of FB-1000 8,000 14.1 500
8 units of FB-800
85 2 units of FB-1000 8,680 15.3 541
6 units of FB-800
%0 4 units of FB-1000 9.010 159 562
2 units of FB-800
95 8 units of FB-1000 9.670 174 604 |
100 10 units of FB-1000 10,000 17.7 625 |
Configuration: FB: Flatbed with open-bottom.
Flat Bed Minimum Foam Minimum Foam
Flat Bed Modules Treatment Filter Media Filter Media
Capacity " (L/d) Volume (m3) Volume (ft%)
FB-800 835 1.47 521
FB-1000 1000 177 62.5
FB-1200 1167 2.06 72.9

THE ANNEX IS AN INTEGRAL PART OF THE CERTIFICATE.
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ANNEX

.. TO THE CERTIFICATE
Bureau de normalisation
du Québec
[ WATERLOO BIOFILTER SYSTEMS INC. Page 4 of 7|

65 Massey Road, Suite C
Guelph, Ontario N1H 7M6

CAN/BNQ 3680-600/2009-05-01 M2 (2017-07-18)

Certificate number: 2312
Issue date: 2022-07-19
Expiry date: 2024-07-31

Onsite Residential Wastewater Treatment Technologies

Waterloo Flatbed Biofilter

Certificate Precisions

Treatment Class: Class B-IV.

Influent Temperature: The tests specified in articles 8.1 and 8.2 were carried out with influent wastewater, at a

minimum controlled temperature of 11 °C + 1 °C.

Others: This treatment chain has no septic tank. The anaerobic digester is the first step of the treatment chain.

() The Waterloo Biofilter treatment capacity of a Flat Bed system is the sum total of the Flat Bed Treatment Capacities of the
Flat Bed Models used in the system. Flat Beds may be laid out in ‘parallel’, ‘series’, or combination thereof. The designation
of a Flat Bed system is the total treatment capacity with the last two digits truncated. E.g. a system comprised of two FB-
800 models has treatment capacity of 835 * 2 = 1,670 L/d and a designation number of 16.

THE ANNEX IS AN INTEGRAL PART OF THE CERTIFICATE.
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WATERLOO BIOFILTER SYSTEMS INC. Page 5 of 7|
65 Massey Road, Suite C
Guelph, Ontario N1H 7M6

CAN/BNQ 3680-600/2009-05-01 M2 (2017-07-18)  Onsite Residential Wastewater Treatment Technologies

Certificate number: 2312 '
Issue date: 2022-07-19

Expiry date: 2024-07-31 |
Model Designation =
Class B-IV: AD-SH11, AD-SHFB11, AD-BA11, AD-BFCN11, AD-BFHD11, AD-BFFG11, AD-FB11

AD-SH16, AD-SHFB16, AD-BA16, AD-BFCN16, AD-BFHD16, AD-BFFG16, AD-FB16

AD-SH20, AD-SHFB20, AD-BA20, AD-BFCN20, AD-BFHD20, AD-BFFG20, AD-FB20

AD-SH24, AD-SHFB24, AD-BA24, AD-BFCN24, AD-BFHD24, AD-BFFG24,
AD-FB24AD-SH25, AD-SHFB25, AD-BA25, AD-BFCN25, AD-BFHD25, AD-BFFG25, AD-FB25

AD-SH30, AD-SHFB30, AD-BA30, AD-BFCN30, AD-BFHD30, AD-BFFG30, AD-FB30
AD-SH35, AD-SHFB35, AD-BA35, AD-BFCN35, AD-BFHD35, AD-BFFG35, AD-FB35
AD-SH40, AD-SHFB40, AD-BA40, AD-BFCN40, AD-BFHD40, AD-BFF G40, AD-FB40
AD-SH45, AD-SHFB45, AD-BA45, AD-BFCN45, AD-BFHD45, AD-BFFG45, AD-FB45
AD-SH50, AD-SHFB50, AD-BA50, AD-BFCN50, AD-BFHD50, AD-BFFG50, AD-FB50
AD-SH55, AD-SHFB55, AD-BA55, AD-BFCN55, AD-BFHD55, AD-BFFG55, AD-FB55
AD-SH60, AD-SHFB60, AD-BAB0, AD-BFCN60, AD-BFHD60, AD-BFFG60, AD-FB60
AD-SH65, AD-SHFB65, AD-BA65, AD-BFCN65, AD-BFHD65, AD-BFFG65, AD-FB65
AD-SH70, AD-SHFB70, AD-BA70, AD-BFCN70, AD-BFHD70, AD-BFFG70, AD-FB70
AD-SH75, AD-SHFB75, AD-BA75, AD-BFCN75, AD-BFHD75, AD-BFFG75, AD-FB75
AD-SH80, AD-SHFB80, AD-BA80, AD-BFCN80, AD-BFHD80, AD-BFFG80, AD-FB80
AD-SH85, AD-SHFB85, AD-BA85, AD-BFCN85, AD-BFHD85, AD-BFFG85, AD-FB85
AD-SH90, AD-SHFBS0, AD-BA90, AD-BFCN90, AD-BFHD90, AD-BFFG90, AD-FB90
AD-SH95, AD-SHFB95, AD-BA95, AD-BFCN95, AD-BFHD95, AD-BFFG95, AD-FB95
AD-SH100, AD-SHFB100, AD-BA100, AD-BFCN100, AD-BFHD100, AD-BFFG100, AD-FB100

List of recognized manufacturers for system components

Concrete Precasters

BOYD BROS CONCRETE
5450 CCuddy Street
Osgoode, Ontario KOA 2W

Plastic Component Manufacturers
ROTH GLOBAL PLASTICS

One General Motor Drive

P.O. Box 245

Syracuse, New York, 13211

List of recognized assemblers

BOYD BROS CONCRETE
5450 Cuddy Street
Osgoode (Ontario) KOA 2W0
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WATERLOO BIOFILTER SYSTEMS INC. Page 6 of 7
65 Massey Road, Suite C
Guelph, Ontario N1TH 7M6

CAN/BNQ 3680-600/2009-05-01 M2 (2017-07-18)  Onsite Residential Wastewater Treatment Technologies

Certificate number: 2312
Issue date: 2022-07-19
Expiry date: 2024-07-31

FLow DIAGRAM OF WATERLOO BIOFILTER ®

INFLUENT g
) An.aerobic > 2'2;:” - = Waterloo —> EFFLUENT
Digester pump t:?nk Biofilter
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ANNEX

TO THE CERTIFICATE

BN

Bureau de normalisation
du Québec

WATERLOO BIOFILTER SYSTEMS INC.
65 Massey Road, Suite C
Guelph, Ontario N1H 7M6

CAN/BNQ 3680-600/2009-05-01 M2 (2017-07-18)

Page 7 of 7

Onsite Residential Wastewater Treatment Technologies

Certificate number: 2312
Issue date: 2022-07-19
Expiry date: 2024-07-31
HISTORY
Date Modification description
2016-07-05 Issuance of certificate.
2016-08-08 Minor Corrections of different sections.
2018-05-22 Addition of Waterloo Flatbed biofilter systems.
2018-07-04 Renewal of certificate.
2018-08-30 Addition of Waterloo Flatbed biofilters information.
2019-07-18 Update of the certificate according to the M2 changes to the standard and M1
changes to the protocol.
2020-07-15 Correction of ROTH GLOBAL PLASTICS site address.
Renewal of certificate.
2021-04-26 Correction from Waterloo Biofilter Treatment capacity (L/d) to Maximum Hydraulic
Capacity (L/d).
Modification of the business address. a
2021-08-30 Addition of models AD-SH24, AD-SHFB24, AD-BA24, AD-BFCN24, AD-BFHD24,
AD-BFFG24, AD-FB24.
2021-11-26 Withdrawn of concrete precasters MacGregor Concret Products, Winona Concrete &
Pipe Products and Unit Precast (Breslau) Ltd.
Addition of Boyd Bros Concrete.
2022-07-19 Renewal of certificate.

THE ANNEX IS AN INTEGRAL PART OF THE CERTIFICATE.
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Schedule 1: Designer Information
Use one form for each individual who reviews and takes responsibility for design activities with respect to the project.
A. ProjectiInformation

Building number, street name \ Unit no. Lot/con.
Island 472A

Municipality ‘ Postal code \ Plan number/ other description
Township of Archipelago
B. Individual who reviews and takes responsibility for design activities

Name Anne Egan Firm R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Street address 6690 Creditview Road Unitno. o Lot/con. B
Municipality — Missi Postal code |Province |E-mail ; id
ississauga ‘ LENSRY ON anne.egan@rjburnside.com

Telephone number Fax number Cell number
( 905 ) 821-5888 ( 905 ) 821-1809 ( )
C. Design activities undertaken by individual identified in Section B. [Building Code Table 2.20.2.1]

O House d HVAC - House O Building Structural

O Small Buildings O Building Services O Plumbing — House

O Large Buildings QO Detection, Lighting and Power O Plumbing — All Buildings

O Complex Buildings O Fire Protection ® On-site Sewage Systems

Description of designer’s work

Design of a new Class 4 Sewage System servicing the propsed cottage at Island 472A in Parry sound District,
Ontario. Consisting of a Waterloo Biofilter treatment system and a shallow buried trench leaching Bed.

D. Declaration of Designer

A E .
| nne =gan declare that (choose one as appropriate):

(print name)

O | review and take responsibility for the design work on behalf of a firm registered under subsection 2.17.4. of the
Building Code. | am qualified, and the firm is registered, in the appropriate classes/categories.

Individual BCIN:

Firm BCIN:

O | review and take responsibility for the design work and am qualified in the appropriate category as an “other
designer” under subsection 2.17.5. of the Building Code.

Individual BCIN:

Basis for exemption from registration:

O The design work is exempt from the registration and qualification requirements of the Building Code.
Basis for exemption from registration and qualification: P. Eng.

| certify that:
1. The information contained in this schedule is true to the best of my knowledge.
2. | have authority to bind the corporation or partnership (if applicable).

2023/12/04 Lo Ly

Date Signature of Designer

*For the purposes of this form, “individual” means the “person” referred to in Clause 2.17.4.7.(1)(d), Article 2.17.5.1. and all other persons who are
exempt from qualification under Subsections 2.17.4. and 2.17.5.

NOTE:
1. Firm and Individual BCIN numbers are not required for building permit applications submitted prior to January 1, 2006
2. Schedule 1 does not need to be completed by architects, or holders of a Certificate of Practice or a Temporary License under the Architects

Act.






