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Court File No.__________ 

ONTARIO 

SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE 
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VICTOR LACHANCE and 

KIRK ALBERT 
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SOLICITOR GENERAL OF ONTARIO and 

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF ONTARIO 
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APPLICATION UNDER Rules 14.05(1), 38 & 68 of the Rules of Civil Procedure; Sections 2 

and 6 of the Judicial Review Procedure Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. J.1 

NOTICE OF APPLICATION TO DIVISIONAL COURT FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

TO THE RESPONDENTS 

A LEGAL PROCEEDING HAS BEEN COMMENCED by the Applicants.  The claim made by 

the Applicants appears on the following page. 

THIS APPLICATION for judicial review will come on for a hearing before the Divisional Court 

on a date to be fixed by the registrar by the method of hearing requested by the Applicants, 

unless the court orders otherwise. The Applicants request that this application be heard: 

x In person 

 By telephone conference 

 By video conference 

at the following location 

Ottawa Courthouse 

161 Elgin St., 2nd Fl. 

Ottawa ON  K2P 2K1. 

DC-22-2731
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IF YOU WISH TO OPPOSE THIS APPLICATION, to receive notice of any step in the 

application or to be served with any documents in the application, you or an Ontario lawyer 

acting for you must forthwith prepare a notice of appearance in Form 38A prescribed by the 

Rules of Civil Procedure, serve it on the applicant’s lawyer or, where the applicant does not have 

a lawyer, serve it on the applicant, and file it, with proof of service, in the office of the Divisional 

Court, and you or your lawyer must appear at the hearing. 

IF YOU WISH TO PRESENT AFFIDAVIT OR OTHER DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE TO 

THE COURT OR TO EXAMINE OR CROSS-EXAMINE WITNESSES ON THE 

APPLICATION, you or your lawyer must, in addition to serving your notice of appearance, 

serve a copy of the evidence on the applicant’s lawyer or, where the applicant does not have a 

lawyer, serve it on the applicant, and file it, with proof of service, in the office of the Divisional 

Court within thirty days after service on you of the applicant’s application record, or at least four 

days before the hearing, whichever is earlier. 

IF YOU FAIL TO APPEAR AT THE HEARING, JUDGMENT MAY BE GIVEN IN YOUR 

ABSENCE AND WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE TO YOU.  IF YOU WISH TO DEFEND 

THIS PROCEEDING BUT ARE UNABLE TO PAY LEGAL FEES, LEGAL AID MAY BE 

AVAILABLE TO YOU BY CONTACTING A LOCAL LEGAL AID OFFICE. 

TAKE NOTICE: THIS APPLICATION WILL AUTOMATICALLY BE DISMISSED if it has not 

been set down for hearing or terminated by any means within five years after the notice of 

application was filed with the court, unless otherwise ordered by the court. 

Date ___________________________ Issued by ______________________________ 

Registrar 

Address of court office: Ottawa Courthouse, 161 Elgin St., 2nd Fl., Ottawa ON  K2P 2K1 

TO: Solicitor General of Ontario 

25 Grosvenor Street 

Toronto ON M7A 1Y6 

AND TO: Attorney General of Ontario 

Crown Law Office – Civil  

720 Bay Street 

8th Floor 

Toronto ON M7A 2S9 

AUGUST 16, 2022
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APPLICATION 

THE APPLICATION 

1. The Applicants make application for the judicial review of the decision of the provincial 

Crown, represented by the Solicitor General of Ontario (the “Minister”), to build a new 

correctional facility – currently named the Eastern Ontario Correctional Complex (“EOCC”) – in 

the town of Kemptville, a community of approximately 4,000 residents located in the 

Municipality of North Grenville (the “Decision”). 

2. The Minister has designated, for the proposed EOCC, approximately 180 acres of 

farmland that was part of the former Kemptville Agricultural College (the “selected Kemptville 

site”). Until March 2022, these lands were owned by the Agricultural Research Institute of 

Ontario (“ARIO”). The lands are designated locally and provincially as agricultural resources, 

and are classified as having Class 2 soil according to the Canadian Land Inventory as well as 

under the Ontario Ministry of Agriculture, Food, and Rural Affairs’ farmland classification 

system. 

3. The application is brought under sections 2 and 6 of the Judicial Review Procedure Act, 

RSO 1990, c. J.1 on the grounds that the decision to build the EOCC on agriculturally designated 

prime farmland constitutes a violation of the Minister’s obligations set out in sections 3(5) and 

6(2) of the Planning Act, RSO 1990, c. P.13 and are therefore illegal and ultra vires. 

4. The Applicants have public interest standing to seek the relief described below from this 

Honourable Court because of the broad coalition they represent, their ongoing personal 

involvement with the Decision, and the fact that there are no reasonable alternative means 

available to bring before the Court the significant legal issues triggered by the Solicitor General’s 

decision. 

5. The Applicants seek relief as follows: 

(a) a declaration that the Decision of the Minister to build the EOCC on the selected 

Kemptville site is not consistent with and is, in fact, contrary to the Provincial Policy 

Statement, 2020, in contravention of the Minister’s obligations under subsection 3(5) of 

the Planning Act; 
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(b) a declaration that the Decision of the Minister to build the EOCC on the selected 

Kemptville site does not have regard for local planning policies embodied in the 2018 

Municipality of North Grenville Official Plan and other local planning policies, in 

contravention of the Minister’s obligations under subsection 6(2) of the Planning Act; 

(c) a declaration that prior to making the Decision to build the EOCC on the selected 

Kemptville site, the Minister did not consult with the local municipality of North 

Grenville, in contravention of the Minister’s obligations under subsection 6(2) of the 

Planning Act; 

(d) an order by way of certiorari quashing the Decision of the Minister on the grounds that it 

is illegal as well as being ultra vires the Minister’s authority; 

(e) an order prohibiting the construction of a correctional facility by the Province of Ontario 

on the selected Kemptville site; 

(f) if necessary, an order extending time for filing this application with the Court pursuant to 

section 5(2) of the Judicial Review Procedure Act; 

(g) such injunctive or interlocutory relief as may be sought by the Applicants, until such time 

as this application can be determined on its merits; 

(h) an order, in any event of the cause, that no costs be awarded to or against the Applicants 

because of their status as public interest litigants; and 

(i) such further and other relief as counsel may advise and as this Honourable Court may 

deem just. 

THE GROUNDS FOR THE APPLICATION 

6. The grounds for the application are set out below. 

The decision to build a correctional facility on prime agricultural land 

7. Given the opacity and somewhat amorphous nature of the process surrounding the 

selection of the Kemptville site, several aspects of the Decision remain unclear to this day. 
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8. What is known is that on August 27, 2020, the Solicitor General of Ontario published a 

press release announcing plans to build a new 235-bed provincial correctional facility – 

originally dubbed the “Greater Ottawa Correctional Complex” and later renamed the “Eastern 

Ontario Correctional Complex” – at the selected Kemptville site. This announcement was made 

without any prior notice or consultation with the Municipality of North Grenville or its residents. 

9. Community reaction was swift, leading to the creation of two grass-roots organizations in 

opposition of the proposed facility: the Coalition Against the Proposed Prison (“CAPP”) and the 

Jail Opposition Group (“JOG”). Both groups immediately began to try to engage provincial and 

municipal decision-makers to determine the basis for the selection of the Kemptville site and 

whether the announcement was open to reconsideration. 

10. In that vein, in the 18 months that followed the August 2020 announcement, a significant 

number of activities were undertaken by both community groups. Several meetings took place 

between the two groups and the Mayor and other municipal officials, meetings also took place 

with the local Member of Provincial Parliament, an online petition was launched, no fewer than 

three public forums were organized, four demonstrations and other community rallies took place, 

thousands of flyers were delivered, lawn-signs were installed, a GoFundMe page was created to 

raise funds for the groups’ activities, several letters were sent to provincial officials, letter-

writing campaigns were undertaken, to name only some of the initiatives aimed at shedding light 

on and objecting to the Minister’s Decision. 

11. In addition to the grassroots activities listed above, certain more formal steps were also 

taken. 

12. The first stakeholder meeting organized with the Ministry of the Solicitor General took 

place on October 30, 2020. One representative from each community group – CAPP and JOG – 

attended this meeting, including the Applicant Kirk Albert personally on behalf of JOG. Also in 

attendance were local business leaders, school board trustees, and local hospital executives. 

13. This meeting provided general information on the site-selection process, including the 

criteria and parameters typically considered by the Minister when selecting a site for a 

correctional facility. Officials representing the Ministry of the Solicitor General indicated, for 

example, that over 100 properties had been considered for the proposed EOCC. Officials further 
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stated that factors such as planning and community integration, health care availability, 

economic and other local benefits were part of the selection process. However, few specific 

details on the selection of the Kemptville site were provided. When asked specific questions, 

Ministry officials typically treated them as “take aways”, items to which they would provide a 

response at a later date. 

14. In the wake of this meeting, the Ministry organized an online Public Engagement 

Meeting on November 26, 2020. Over 200 residents attended the event, but little relevant 

information was shared on how the Minister had made the Decision and selected the Kemptville 

site. The Minister’s representatives indicated that North Grenville residents were to send written 

questions to the Ministry and that these would be answered in a transparent and timely manner. 

Unfortunately, many of these questions remain unanswered to this day. 

15. In order to ensure the promised level of transparency, the first freedom of information 

(FOI) request was filed on November 27, 2020 seeking to obtain documents on the site-selection 

process. 

16. The resulting documents, obtained on June 4, 2021, revealed that the search for a site had 

been underway since at least June 2019. By contrast to the assertion that over 100 sites had been 

considered, the documents refer to 38 sites under consideration for the EOCC, with a shortlist of 

6 sites retained. The documents obtained also indicate that the Minister was to make a decision 

on the Kemptville site by August 9, 2019. The nature and finality of that decision – and whether 

a decision was indeed made on that date – are not indicated in the documents released by the 

provincial government. 

17. Locally, as over six months had passed since the Minister’s announcement without the 

North Grenville municipal council formally taking a position on the proposed EOCC or even 

officially considering the selection of the Kemptville site, both groups strongly encouraged the 

Mayor and Council to add the topic of the proposed EOCC to a Council meeting agenda. 

18.  On March 23, 2021, a special meeting of North Grenville municipal council was 

convened for this purpose. Delegations of local residents were allowed to present in short, timed 

segments, to convey concerns and seek answers to such fundamental questions as local impacts 

of the proposal on municipal finances and future costs to be borne by local taxpayers, public 
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safety, impacts on infrastructure, etc. Members of Council heard presenters but no questions 

were answered during this meeting. 

19. By the end of 2021 and early 2022, the focus of the community groups had shifted away 

from formal meetings with officials as these meetings were not producing helpful information. 

Instead, 13 new FOI requests were filed during the month of January 2022 on various aspects of 

the proposed facility in order to ascertain whether, and to what extent, these aspects had been 

considered by the Minister in making their decision. 

20. In order to allow for some breathing room to community stakeholders while these FOI 

requests were being processed, both CAPP and JOG deployed efforts to prevent the transfer of 

the farmland from ARIO – whose mandate is centered on agricultural research – to the Ministry 

of the Solicitor General. 

21. In addition, with the provincial elections slated for June 2, 2022, opposition parties were 

making their position on the proposed EOCC known. By March, 2022, the Liberal Party called 

for a moratorium on the project until further consultation could take place, the New Democratic 

Party had expressed its opposition to the project as had the Green Party. In short, there was every 

chance the Decision would be reversed should a new government be elected. 

22. On March 3, 2022, the Board of Directors of ARIO authorized the transfer of the selected 

Kemptville site to the Province and the transfer was registered on title on March 15, 2022. Once 

again, these steps were taken without any public notice or consultation. 

23. To this day, practically all of the 13 access to information requests filed in 2022 are 

outstanding or have been denied and are under appeal. 
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The violations of the Crown’s explicit obligations under the Planning Act 

24. Unlike private property owners, the provincial Crown enjoys general immunity from 

statutes that regulate new construction in Ontario such as the Planning Act and the Building 

Code Act. The Crown is therefore free to disregard any number of local bylaws regulating 

matters such as zoning and land use, heritage conservation, development charges, and site plan 

control. The Crown does not even have to apply for a building permit when undertaking a 

construction project for its own purposes. 

25. However, this immunity is not absolute. When adopting the Planning Act, the Legislative 

Assembly established three specific obligations that explicitly bind Ministers of the Crown, 

obligations which have not been respected in this case. 

The Provincial Policy Statement, 2020 

26. The Crown’s first obligation is found in section 3 of the Planning Act. Subsection 3(1) 

enables the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing to issue, with the approval of the 

Lieutenant Governor in Council, documents called “policy statements” addressing matters 

“relating to municipal planning that in the opinion of the Minister are of provincial interest”. 

27. In turn, subsection 3(5) explicitly binds all ministers of the Crown, compelling them to 

abide by policy statements. Specifically, the legislative text provides that all Ministerial 

decisions “shall be consistent with the policy statements issued under subsection (1) that are in 

effect on the date of the decision”. 

28. The most recent policy statement, Provincial Policy Statement, 2020 (“PPP 2020”) came 

into effect on May 1, 2020 and was in effect when the Minister announced that the selected 

Kemptville site had been retained and that the new EOCC would be built there. 

29. Section 2.3 of PPP 2020 speaks, in detail, to the importance of protecting agricultural 

areas for “long-term use for agriculture” and places strict conditions on allowing non-agricultural 

uses in prime agricultural areas. It is worth noting that the agricultural policies set out in Section 

2.3 are, for all intents and purposes, identical to the policies found in the previous provincial 

policy statement adopted in effect from 2014 to 2020. 
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30. In this case, the Minister’s Decision will result in the loss of 178 acres of prime 

agricultural land. This outcome cannot be said to be “consistent with” the policies of PPP 2020. 

As a result, the Decision to build the EOCC on the selected Kemptville site constitutes a 

violation of the Minister’s obligations under subsection 3(5) of the Planning Act and is ultra 

vires the Minister’s legislative authority. 

Local planning policies 

31. The Crown’s second specific obligation, found in subsection 6(2) of the Planning Act, is 

to “have regard for, the established planning policies” of the municipality where a ministry’s 

undertaking “will directly affect” the municipality. 

32. The core planning policies in effect in the Municipality of North Grenville are found in 

the North Grenville Official Plan (NGOP) adopted under the Planning Act. The current NGOP 

came into force on November 22, 2018, after undergoing the periodic revision required by the 

Planning Act. The Planning Act also requires that municipalities ensure that their local official 

plans are “consistent with” the provincial policy statement in effect at the time. 

33. The NGOP designates the selected Kemptville site as “Agricultural” land. The opening 

paragraph of the Agricultural chapter of the NGOP states that lands with this designation “are 

areas with highly valued soils in accordance with the Canada Land Inventory (CLI) mapping and 

therefore have potential for agricultural production, areas demonstrating a concentration of 

farming actively, as well as pockets of lesser valued soils within the greater context of a prime 

agricultural area.” Not surprisingly, the selected Kemptville site has yielded crops of various 

types for several decades as part of the site’s agricultural educational and research vocation. 

34. Section 3.3.5 of the NGOP further sets out a specific policy applicable to the selected 

Kemptville site that conforms with the broader spirit of the general agricultural policies set out in 

the NGOP while reflecting the long-standing educational use in place at this location. Historical 

non-agricultural uses are permitted (post-secondary education institution) while future 

development is guided by “three pillars”, namely “Education & training”, “Health & wellness”, 

and “Economic development”. Nowhere do local planning policies contemplate a vocation such 

as the one proposed by the Minister. 
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35. In addition, the proposed EOCC has implications for a number of other local planning 

policy documents, including the Kemptville Campus Master Plan, the North Grenville Strategic 

Plan, and the North Grenville Tourism Strategy. 

36. While the test of “having regard for” local planning policies is somewhat less strict than 

the Minister’s obligation to “be consistent with” the PPP 2020, completely disregarding local 

planning designations for primarily agricultural land with an educational vocation cannot be said 

to meet the requirement placed on the Minister by subsection 6(2) of the Planning Act.  

37. As a result, the Decision to build the EOCC on the selected Kemptville site constitutes a 

violation of the Minister’s obligations under subsection 6(2) of the Planning Act and is therefore 

illegal and ultra vires the Minister’s legislative authority. 

The Minister’s obligation to consult the municipality 

38. Lastly, subsection 6(2) of the Planning Act also requires the Minister to consult with the 

local municipality “before carrying out or authorizing any undertaking” that directly affects the 

municipality. There is no doubt that the construction of a 235-bed correctional facility in a 

community of 4000 residents will have a profound and direct impact on the municipality, its 

ratepayers, its infrastructure, and future growth and development. 

39. All the information available to date from the Province and the Municipality indicate that 

no consultation took place prior to the announcement on August 27, 2020. This constitutes the 

third violation of the Minister’s obligations under the Planning Act, rendering the Decision 

illegal and ultra vires. 

The Applicants are public interest litigants 

40. Victor Lachance is a founding member of CAPP. The unincorporated body was formed 

by a group of residents of Kemptville and the greater North Grenville area who are concerned 

about the proposal to build the EOCC on prime farmland, demolishing existing farm buildings in 

the process. 

41. Kirk Albert is a founding member of JOG. The unincorporated body is a grassroots 

organization of concerned citizens that formed in the days following the Minister’s 
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announcement. It has been focused on advocating for Kemptville residents, seeking information 

to inform the community, and holding elected officials accountable for their positions on this 

project. 

42. Over time, CAPP and JOG combined their efforts and, collectively, can count on the 

support of approximately 225 members under the direction of a steering committee of six 

members. Victor Lachance and Kirk Albert are part of the steering committee. 

43. In addition to the work undertaken by the Applicants and the groups they represent, the 

following organizations are on the record as supporting CAPP’s and JOG’s opposition to the 

EOCC project: 

a. Ecological Farmers Association of Ontario 

b. Agritech Alliance Canada Ltd. 

c. Elizabeth Fry Society of Ottawa 

d. P4W Memorial Collective 

e. CPEP Criminalization and Punishment Education Project 

44. The following organizations are on the record as supporting CAPP’s and JOG’s efforts to 

preserve the farmland at the selected Kemptville site: 

a. Canadian Organic Growers 

b. Just Food (Ottawa) 

c. National Farmers’ Union (Ontario) 

d. Sustain Ontario 

45. As founding and active members of CAPP and JOG, spearheading a broad coalition 

opposing the construction of the EOCC on prime agricultural land, the Applicants meet the 

requirements set out for Public Interest Litigants: 

a. The proceeding involves issues the importance of which extends beyond the 

immediate interests of the Applicants. 
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b. The Applicants have no personal, proprietary or pecuniary interest in the outcome 

of the proceeding. 

c. The issues have not been previously determined by a court in a proceeding against 

the same respondent. In fact, the Crown’s obligations under the Planning Act do 

not appear to have been judicially considered in any proceeding. 

d. The Respondent has a clearly superior capacity to bear the costs of the 

proceeding. 

e. The Application is neither vexatious nor frivolous. 

46. Finally, the Applicants have public interest standing to seek the relief described above 

from this Honourable Court because there are no reasonable alternative means available to bring 

the issues engaged on this application before the Court. 

DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE 

47. The following documentary evidence will be used at the hearing of the application: 

a. Affidavit of Victor Lachance to be sworn at a later date. 

b. Affidavit of Kirk Albert to be sworn at a later date. 

c. Affidavit of a professional planner to be retained at a later date. 

d. Such further and other evidence as counsel may advise and as this Honourable 

Court may permit. 

August 15, 2022 

 SICOTTE GUILBAULT 

4275 ch. Innes Rd, suite 208 

Ottawa ON K1C 1T1 

 

Stéphane Émard-Chabot (LSO #33909U) 

semard-chabot@sicotte.ca  

Tel: 613.368.4309 

 

Lawyers for the Applicants 
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Court File No. DC 22-2731 
 

ONTARIO 
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE 

(DIVISIONAL COURT) 
 
BETWEEN: 
 

VICTOR LACHANCE and 
KIRK ALBERT 

Applicants 
– and – 

 
SOLICITOR GENERAL OF ONTARIO and  

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF ONTARIO 
Respondents 

 
 

AFFIDAVIT OF KIRK ALBERT 
(Affirmed December 16, 2022) 

 
 

I, Kirk Albert, of the Municipality of North Grenville, in the Province of Ontario, SOLEMNLY 

AFFIRM AS FOLLOWS: 

Backdrop 

1. I have lived in the rural area of North Grenville (NG), just outside Kemptville, Ontario for 

my entire life. I grew up in Merrickville, a small nearby village, and then attended high school in 

Kemptville. I purchased my first home in the area in 1994, after graduating from University, and 

continue to live in a rural area of NG with my spouse and our two young sons who both attend 

schools in Kemptville. 

2. My spouse and I made a conscious decision to raise our family in this area because of the 

benefits it offered including proximity to family and friends, safety, recreation and an overall high 

quality of life – despite both of us having to commute long distances to work. 
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3. I worked in the private sector for close to 15 years before being hired into the Federal 

Government in 2009, where I continue to be employed as Investigations Manager with Public 

Services and Procurement Canada (PSPC). 

4. I have been actively involved in the local community for almost two decades, mostly with 

youth, either as a youth group counsellor or sports coach in hockey, baseball and soccer. 

5. Although Kemptville is a growing town, the heritage, amenities, activities and vision for 

the town have always been maintained with a view to preserving the small-town charm as well as 

the lifestyle that long time residents have come to expect and enjoy, and that attracts newer 

residents to the community and the outlying area. 

The unexpected provincial announcement and the immediate period that followed 

6. This vision of peaceful rural living was upended on September 2, 2020, when I read an 

article in the local North Grenville Times newspaper authored by Jim Bertram, a Kemptville 

resident and a former North Grenville (Kemptville) municipal councillor. The article, found at 

Exhibit A, was about the Provincial Government announcement made in Brockville Ontario, just 

days earlier on August 27, 2020 by Ontario Premier Doug Ford, Ontario Solicitor General Sylvia 

Jones, our Member of Provincial Parliament Steve Clark, the Mayors of Brockville, Napanee, and 

the NG Mayor, Nancy Peckford. 

7. The announcement was for a $500 million dollar investment over 5 years by the province 

as part of what provincial officials termed the “Eastern Region Strategy” to modernize and/or build 

four correctional facilities with one of the new proposed prisons to be built in our small town of 

Kemptville. This facility was originally named the Greater Ottawa Correctional Complex, a name 
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which the Ministry of the Solicitor General (SolGen) subsequently and quietly changed to the 

Eastern Ontario Correctional Complex (EOCC), possibly after hearing from local residents that 

Kemptville was not part of Greater Ottawa, and to avoid confusion with the reconstruction of the 

Ottawa Carleton Detention Centre (OCDC) announced in 2017, a significant project which was 

now being abandoned and replaced by the new Eastern Region Strategy. 

8. I was deeply concerned by Jim’s article and the fact that such an announcement could be 

made without anyone in the community being consulted. I immediately thought about the impacts 

that a facility like this would have on our community and, in particular, on our small district 

hospital. I have been a regular donor to the hospital for several years and know the pressures this 

vital community institution faces. As the father of a young family, I did not want to see any 

reduction of service levels to local residents as a result of increased utilization from the prison that 

the Province was proposing to impose on the community. 

9. Jim was organizing a group of citizens under the name Jail Opposition Group (JOG) and I 

immediately reached out to him. We agreed to work together and developed a recruitment strategy 

to grow the membership of JOG. 

10. JOG took up the opposition efforts just five days following the provincial announcement, 

in the midst of the pandemic, of the proposed prison in Kemptville. JOG’s focus was about seeking 

facts and conveying them to the interested and concerned residents of Kemptville and the 

surrounding area. JOG exists to advocate for Kemptville residents, who have concerns about the 

proposed prison from various perspectives that include prioritizing and preserving a quality of life 

in Kemptville, promoting tourism, revitalizing the town’s core, maintaining its agricultural 
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heritage, and showcasing our town as a desirable location for innovative and sustainable 

businesses. 

11. Jim and I also started researching the effects of prisons on small towns. The overwhelming 

constant that emerged from the academic studies we found was that prisons did more harm than 

good in small town environments. This was interesting information that we shared with local 

residents and with our Mayor and members of Council on October 1, 2020, to help them in their 

deliberations and decision-making. Over time, the Mayor and Council members refused to give 

much weight to the studies and articles that we provided as they felt that the sources were too 

“American-centric”, despite the fact that we also provided Canadian examples with similar 

conclusions. 

12. The indications we were receiving in the period immediately following the announcement 

from our Mayor and Council was that they were taking a ‘wait and see’ approach to the 

announcement despite the many concerns being voiced in the community. We concluded that if 

we were to successfully oppose the prison project, we needed to continue to expand our call for 

assistance as quickly and as widely as possible. 

13. We launched the NG Jail Opposition Group Facebook page on October 18, 2020 and held 

regular virtual meetings with JOG members to discuss and action various initiatives with a key 

objective to seek information from SolGen and, more importantly, inform the community of our 

findings to help residents make their own decisions about the provincial proposal. 

14. Another unincorporated grassroots organization called the Coalition Against the Proposed 

Prison (CAPP) also came out in opposition shortly after the provincial announcement and 
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prioritized a strong web presence initially to leverage networking activities, quickly broaden their 

membership, as well as distributing information out to our community in a timely manner. 

15. In October 2020, I contacted CAPP founder Colleen Lynas. The discussion was geared 

towards understanding each other’s focus areas and expertise and eventually about where we could 

help each other as we realized that ultimately, we had the same goal, namely to obtain information 

from the Province and to inform the community. 

16. Colleen and I agreed that our priority was the need to determine why class 2 agricultural 

land in the rural town of Kemptville could ever be selected as an appropriate location for a 235-

bed facility, built to maximum security standards. We simply wanted SolGen, our municipal 

Council or our Member of Provincial Parliament (MPP) Minister Steve Clark, to convey to the 

community how a decision of this magnitude had been made, and why it had been made without 

any input from our municipal Council. 

17. From that point forward, approximately in November 2020, JOG and CAPP were 

partnered, although mostly behind the scenes for reasons that worked well in our collective efforts 

to seek the facts. With a variable membership of approximately 300 members collectively, the 

groups are directed by a steering committee of 6 people. I am a member of the steering committee 

and also a spokesperson for JOG. 

SolGen’s October and November 2020 information sessions 

18. SolGen held its first meeting with members of the NG community more than two months 

after the announcement of the selection of the Kemptville farmland as part of its new strategy in 

the wake of shelving the 2017 project to rebuild the OCDC in Ottawa. 
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19. This “by invitation only” meeting held October 30, 2020, brought together municipal 

officials from NG and key stakeholders. After constant pressure by JOG and CAPP for answers, I 

expressed significant interest in attending the meeting and was ultimately invited to join the small 

group of attendees who included representatives from the Kemptville District Hospital, 

representatives from the local school boards, members from the Salvation Army, a few members 

from the business community, some municipality staff, our MPP, Steve Clark and Colleen Lynas 

of CAPP. 

20. I had prepared questions in advance (my document is reproduced at Exhibit B) and was 

able to ask some of them during the session, but there were many questions, from myself and 

others, that needed to be placed in a ‘parking lot’ for SolGen to consider and discuss, many other 

questions were not answered at all. 

21. Provincial officials constantly repeated their commitments to transparency and partnering 

with the community, leaving me and others in attendance with the belief that the questions would 

be addressed at a later date. The presentation itself by SolGen officials spoke to various general 

design topics with a good amount of time being spent on how the design would be consistent with 

that of a hospital or school, on the exterior. 

22. Provincial officials also explained that the project would be structured as a “P3” or public-

private partnership covering the design, construction, and long-term maintenance of the facility. 

In other words, the project cost would not only include the facility itself but the maintenance 

contract locking-in the Province for decades to come. (The PowerPoint presentation used by 

provincial officials during the October 30, 2020 stakeholder session is reproduced at Exhibit C.) 
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23. A month later – in other words, three months after the announcement – the first fully public

information session was hosted by SolGen on November 26, 2020. Approximately 300 people 

were in attendance (online) and the content was primarily a repeat of the slides and explanations 

made on October 30, 2020. 

24. For this event, participants were specifically asked to submit questions in advance. I

submitted 28 questions (found at Exhibit D) and fully expected, based on comments from Ali 

Veshkini, Associate Deputy Minister of SolGen, that they would be collected and responded to 

appropriately in the context of the meeting. This did not occur. The amount of new information 

compiled and shared since the October stakeholder meeting was negligible. Most important key 

issues remained unanswered.  

A puzzling decision in need of a rationale 

25. JOG and CAPP met on a regular basis and developed strategies as to how and where we

could locate information that might explain the province’s decision to place a 235-bed correctional 

facility, built to maximum security standards, on Class 2 designated farmland in a town of roughly 

4000 residents. The choice of Kemptville was even more difficult to grasp in light of the lack of 

adequate infrastructure to support the facility. Kemptville would offer inmates no social supports, 

the small, highly utilized hospital would not be readily able to cope with increased usage, there is 

no courthouse nearby, there is no present or planned transit connection to Ottawa, and the new 

facility would be located approximately one hour Southwest of the existing Ottawa Carleton 

Detention Centre (OCDC). 

26. An ever-growing number of local residents expressed their concern as to how Kemptville

could ever be considered for a facility, the likes of which were only previously built in much larger 
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urban centres. Our research showed that there are 25 other provincial facilities: 8 detention centres. 

8 jails, and 9 correctional centres. The average population size of the urban areas where the 

facilities are situated is 261,000 residents for the detention centres, 61,000 residents for the jails, 

and 129,000 residents for the correctional centres. (see Exhibit E) These much larger communities 

are able to dedicate the necessary resources and amenities to support such a facility. 

27. It was also puzzling to me why an announcement of this magnitude was not known to local

residents nor to our local government in advance. Our Mayor and Council conveyed frequently 

following the August 27, 2020, provincial announcement, that they were caught by surprise and 

had only 48 hours notice of the planned announcement. It seemed odd and unbelievable that this 

could be the case, but they have maintained this position to this day and none of the information 

JOG and CAPP have been able to obtain contradicts those statements. 

28. The quest for answers from the Province and seeking provincial accountability, as

promised explicitly during the October and November 2020 sessions, became the focus of our 

work. 

A structured, coordinated opposition campaign that continues to this day 

29. JOG and CAPP’s initial efforts were aimed at a) growing our memberships and leveraging

social media in our efforts to do so and b) contacting our MPP and local government to seek 

answers to a steadily growing list of questions regarding the proposal. 

30. We held our first of several public demonstrations to express our opposition and increase

the exposure of this announcement within the Kemptville community on November 7, 2020 (see 

CBC article at Exhibit F). This first event of this kind had a small turnout, but it was early days 
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and many people of Kemptville (including a strong demographic of seniors) did not utilize social 

media. We were also in the midst of the pandemic and there was substantial concern about any 

social gatherings, even if outdoors. 

31. By coordinating their efforts, JOG and CAPP were successful in enlisting the help of

various experts and tasking them with seeking and conveying the facts about this ill-conceived 

plan. Social media gradually became a strong driver for recruitment of volunteers, and to motivate 

other residents to find ways of getting involved. For example, Sarah Ciliberto, a local resident, 

took it upon herself to start a Change.org petition on October 8, 2020. The petition is now 

approaching 1850 signatures. 

32. I, along with other JOG and CAPP members, also felt the need to communicate our

concerns and seek support from our Mayor and Council. From my perspective, they too had been 

treated disrespectfully by not being consulted or included in the decision-making process for an 

infrastructure project that would have far reaching implications for the municipality. 

33. In my view, the Province’s announcement had derailed the community’s vision for the

farmland in question. The Municipality had already expressed an interest in purchasing the land 

that the Province had selected for the new correctional facility. Our MPP knew about the 

Municipality’s strategic plan to develop the former Kemptville Agricultural College into a 

community hub, one that included what had been termed the “farmside land”, to restore it to its 

roots of agricultural research and development projects and/or one of sustainable food growth. 

34. To that end, our MPP, Mayor and Council had already been approached by entrepreneurs

and investors from RANA Development Inc. to propose the North Grenville Centre for 

Agricultural and Environmental Technologies which was planned to be a Public-Private-
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Partnership (P3) between Agritech Alliance Canada and the Municipality of North Grenville as 

well as with involvement of First Nations representation. The concept was to develop an eco-

agricultural research centre in North Grenville. The plan included projects related to: Vertical 

Farming, Dairy research and development, development of the equestrian centre, an Aquaculture 

operation (a fish hatchery), active use of the W.B. George building for shows and exhibits and an 

agricultural museum for the region, among others. The concept was in support of North Grenville’s 

vision to be an ecologically responsible municipality.  This proposal and associated meeting pre-

dates the official announcement by SolGen regarding the land. 

35. All the while this project, in keeping with the farmland’s history and Class 2 agricultural

land designation, was being explored, our MPP and provincial Cabinet Minister never disclosed 

that the Province had already earmarked the land, nor did he explain why the municipality was not 

permitted to purchase the land, as it had with the rest of the former Kemptville Agricultural College 

in 2018. The Kemptville Campus, owned by the municipality, now houses schools, pre-school 

programs, businesses and was selected in the recent Tourism strategy for the municipality, to be 

the community hub. 

36. As the list of impacts on the community became clearer to residents, I and other members

of JOG and CAPP became increasingly worried that our Mayor and Council were not taking a 

very firm stand on the Province’s proposal. Our volunteer organizations, with the help of 

academics and other experts, had already identified the following local repercussions that would 

have to be addressed: 

a. Increase demand on local infrastructure, including roads as well as water and

wastewater services that do not yet extend to the proposed site.
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b. The permanent loss of 186 acres of Class 2 agricultural land that has served the

community for well over a century in a variety of ways, including yielding various

types of crops and enabling agricultural education programs.

c. Policing costs for the facility borne by the local taxpayer.

d. The absence of social services for discharged inmates.

e. The lack of any transit connection to Ottawa for inmates leaving the facility or

visitors coming to see them.

f. The absence of a local courthouse, requiring frequent inmate transport to and from

the facility.

g. Our complete reliance on a small volunteer fire department. If a large fire or riot

were to erupt in the proposed facility, there would simply be no local means of

adequately responding.

h. The stretched resources of our small, heavily utilized hospital.

i. Impacts on wetland and mature forest.

j. The loss of historical agricultural buildings.

k. Impacts on the recently developed tourism strategy for the town.

l. The lack of traffic studies, environmental assessments and other fundamental due

diligence evaluations.
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37. I consistently asked (as did others) our Mayor and Council, privately and publicly, to

simply request that the project be held in abeyance until these fundamental questions were 

answered to the satisfaction of all local stakeholders. The interactions with our local government 

in the months following the announcement include, but are not limited to, the following dates and 

events: 

 October 9, 2020 - CAPP meeting with Mayor / Deputy Mayor;

 October 29, 2020 - JOG meeting with Mayor, Deputy Mayor and Senior Staffer;

 November 11, 2020 - CAPP meeting with Mayor, Deputy Mayor and CAO;

 December 1, 2020 - CAPP meeting with Mayor;

 January 22, 2021 - JOG/CAPP meeting with Mayor, Deputy Mayor;

 January 26, 2021 - Kirk Albert meeting with Councillor Strakerjan;

 June 22, 2021 - JOG/CAPP Delegations to Council Meeting

38. An important piece of information that was communicated to me and other members of

JOG and CAPP by our local elected officials is that, upon notification of the proposed prison, they 

sought the guidance of NG’s Chief Administration Officer (CAO), Gary Dyke. I was told that Mr. 

Dyke had experience in larger municipalities, and Council valued his advice. 

39. Mr. Dyke’s advice, as it was recounted to me in more than one meeting, was that there was

quite simply no use pushing back at all on the Province and that the prison should be considered a 
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fait accompli. Accordingly, the focus of the Mayor and Council should be on leveraging the 

situation for as much as they could. 

40. The result of this advice was that our local government neither opposed nor supported the

decision publicly. In fact, for more than 6 months, until we pushed for and obtained the right to 

bring a delegation at a council meeting on March 23, 2021, the matter had not even been discussed 

in any Council meetings since the August 2020 announcement. 

41. In addition to the concerns regarding the future impacts of the proposed correctional facility

on our community and its resources, the foundational question that those in opposition to the 

proposed prison kept raising was (and continues to be) related to the site selection process itself. 

What analysis had been conducted for the site selection of the EOCC? What criteria were used? 

Since Infrastructure Ontario’s and SolGen’s own documentation showed that Kemptville did not 

meet or only partially met some of the criteria, why was the Kemptville property short-listed and 

then ultimately selected when others that did not meet some of the same pre-determined criteria 

were eliminated from the search exercise? 

42. Ms. Lisa Gallant, a community resident, had filed a Freedom of Information (FOI) request

the day after the November 2020 public engagement session specifically on this point. Ms. Gallant 

was in regular contact with me and other JOG and CAPP members. Her efforts are set out in detail 

in her affidavit, included in the Motion Record. In short, as Ms. Gallant obtained some information 

and pursued appeals and adjudication to get at the entire record, what little information was being 

released by the Province only raised more questions. The number of locations according to the 

documents being released did not match the information provided by the Province. It was clear 
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that the Kemptville location did not meet several of the key selection criteria. And yet, the 

Kemptville farmland had been selected. 

43. By early November 2020, we had also started engaging heavily with several media outlets

and over time, with their assistance, we had promoted the story of the proposed prison broadly, 

gaining traction through CBC, CTV, Global News, The Toronto Star, local papers, podcasts and 

various radio programs (i.e. CBC’s All in a Day etc.). With more than 300 articles, op-eds, radio 

and TV interviews to date, the story has generated good coverage of the reasons for our opposition 

and the flawed process to date, including lack of responses being provided despite claims of 

transparency and accountability at the SolGen public engagement sessions. The full list of media 

stories is referenced in the affidavit of my co-applicant, Victor Lachance. 

44. SolGen’s second public session took place November 17, 2021, almost 15 months after the

announcement. The presentation again was light on content specific to the questions residents had 

asked of them previously in 2020 and new ones posed at this presentation. We also found out that 

provincial officials had recently been to Kemptville but had chosen not to accept a standing 

invitation for an in-person dialogue, in keeping with their commitments to open and transparent 

discussions with the community. 

45. There was obvious frustration on the part of many participating residents due to a lack of

substantive answers to the same questions people had raised following the original announcement. 

The discussion function (chat function) during the meeting was turned off part way through the 

meeting and many questions were left unanswered in the queue (see Exhibit G). Despite claims 

by SolGen to collect all questions and provide responses, this once again did not occur. Written 
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questions sent in advance of the meeting, at SolGen’s request, also remain largely unanswered to 

this day. 

46. It is important to note that the only other meetings held by SolGen with Kemptville

stakeholders were closed to the public. There was a meeting on December 18, 2020, with the local 

hospital CEO and local school boards, as well as on May 3 and 4, 2021 with the English and French 

school boards. It should be noted that Indigenous groups were also stated as key stakeholders in 

this process, but no information was ever provided to indicate that they were contacted by SolGen. 

In a private conversation, Mayor Peckford has noted to me personally that Indigenous consultation 

is an area where the Province has not met their commitments. 

47. In parallel to our efforts to hold provincial officials to their commitments, the political

strategy I was involved in with other members of JOG and CAPP also unfolded, with particular 

attention on our local MPP and provincial Minister, Mr. Clark. We had been requesting a meeting 

with him for some time and had not yet been able to secure a commitment from him to that effect. 

48. However, relations with Mr. Clark became more complicated when, unbeknownst to either

JOG or CAPP, he filed a complaint with Elections Ontario regarding a lawn sign campaign we had 

launched in May 2021 to render the opposition to the proposed prison more tangible and visible. 

Mr. Clark filed his complaint on September 15th, 2021, alleging that JOG and CAPP were 

potentially breaking the law. 

49. It was both surprising and upsetting to find out that allegations had been made by our MPP,

attacking our grassroots efforts in an effort to seemingly scare us or quash the exercise of our 

democratic rights. It was however, reassuring that after only 15 business days (October 6, 2021), 

Elections Ontario concluded that the prison opposition lawn signs did not meet the definition of 
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political advertising and that Minister Clark’s complaint had been closed accordingly. (see Exhibit 

H for the relevant correspondence.) 

50. On October 15, 2021, one of our activities saw many residents visit Mr. Clark’s election 

campaign office (a provincial general election was slated for June 2, 2022) with various presenters 

making clear statements about why the selection process for Kemptville was flawed and why the 

facility would be detrimental to the town. 

51. Our political pressure seemed to pay off when our MPP committed publicly, during the 

November 17, 2021, SolGen engagement session, that he would meet with JOG and CAPP to 

better understand and discuss our concerns. Mr. Clark repeated this commitment on November 18, 

2021, on the floor of the legislature at Queen’s Park. 

52. More than a year has passed since those commitments were made by Mr. Clark and we 

have had no follow-up communication from him or from his office to organize a meeting with 

members of JOG and CAPP, despite repeated attempts on our parts.  

53. After the Elections Ontario complaint, and after the rather pointless second engagement 

session hosted by SolGen, it seemed clear that we had to rethink our political strategy. We therefore 

decided to shift our efforts to seeking other politically linked opportunities to shed some light on 

the unresolved issues and the Province’s reluctance to provide information freely. 

54. We enlisted the support of other organizations to selectively put political pressure on 

different individuals. For example, letters to the Provincial Minister of Agriculture, Food and Rural 

Affairs, Lisa Thompson, were sent on December 13, 2021, February 18, 2022 and April 8, 2022, 

by CAPP and on January 24, 2022 by the National Farmers Union. The letters asked the Minister 

34



17 

and her department to slow down or stop any request to transfer the land from the Agricultural 

Research Institute of Ontario (ARIO) to the SolGen since the result of the transfer would not align 

with their mandate to protect increasingly scarce agricultural land. We pointed out that the Ontario 

Federation of Agriculture (OFA) had recently concluded that Ontario was losing 319 acres of 

farmland every day, according to a 2021 Census on Agriculture. 

55. By then, other organizations were also writing to the Minister, including Canadian Organic 

Growers, the Ecological Farmers Association of Ontario, and Sustain Ontario. Minister Thompson 

did not reply until March 31, 2022 stating that she and her Ministry would be unable to assist us. 

In fact, by then, the transfer of land had taken place without any notice to anyone in the community. 

(See Exhibit I for copies of the correspondence.) 

56. Further contacts continued via emails, phone calls, letters and in person meetings with 

ONDP leaders Gilles Bisson and Joel Harden, MPP/SolGen critic Lucille Collard, OLP MPP 

candidate Josh Bennett, Canadian Civil Liberties Association, Senator Kim Pate, NDP Correction 

Critic Kevin Yarde, Liberal caucus members, Liberal and NDP Agriculture Critics, National 

Farmers Union and other Farming associations, the Mayor of Penetanguishene, and the list goes 

on. All these efforts were aimed at obtaining information that we were promised multiple times by 

SolGen and IO as well as our MPP, in the name of transparency. 

57. We also held out hope that both a provincial and municipal election could see changes that 

would help in our prison location opposition efforts. Of all the candidates running to be MPP of 

our riding Leeds—Grenville—Thousand Islands and Rideau Lakes, only one was supportive of 

the prison, that being the incumbent Steve Clark. It is important to highlight that the candidates 

from the OLP, ONDP, Ontario Green Party, all formerly announced that if elected, they would 
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either pause or stop the plan to put a prison on agricultural land in Kemptville. Similarly, of the 

candidates running municipally for mayor and council in Kemptville and our municipality of North 

Grenville, almost all were opposed to the prison. So it was certainly logical to wait and hold out 

hope for political leadership changes. 

58. After more than 15 months, it became clear that the information we were seeking – and 

which had been repeatedly promised by the Province – was not forthcoming. With the project 

timeline shown to us by SolGen on multiple occasions in mind, I and other JOG and CAPP 

members felt that our window of opportunity would soon begin closing. We felt that we had no 

alternatives other than to follow the lead set by Ms. Gallant and her initial FOI request in the hope 

that even some information might be released. (Details of Ms. Gallant’s efforts are found in her 

affidavit included in our Motion Record.) 

59. Out of necessity and faced with what, by now, could only be characterized as stonewalling 

by the Province, we initiated 13 additional related FOI requests that were submitted mostly in 

January 2022, with a few more in February and March 2022. Building on the information provided 

by the Province to the effect that it had concluded a number of “due diligence” studies, the 

concerted FOI campaign launched by JOG and CAPP sought information on issues such as 

planning, site servicing, topographic plans, geotechnical and environmental studies, designated 

substance surveys, archeological investigations, natural heritage surveys, as well as any 

correspondence between various public authorities on the proposal. The Affidavit of Lisette Major 

included in this Motion Record provides full details on the subject matter and the status of these 

FOI requests. In short, none of them have produced any of the materials the Province claims it has 

completed. 
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60. We have also had to launch a few initiatives along the way to raise money to get 

information to those who were either preoccupied with Covid related matters or not on social 

media. Money was raised to mail out information flyers and more than 6400 residents received 

these by mail. Additionally, various social media have been used to both distribute material and 

receive material and support. Youtube, Instagram, Tik Tok, LinkedIn and two Facebook pages all 

are functioning with reasonable viewership. They proved invaluable during the pandemic when 

social distancing was of the utmost importance. 

61. Among the numerous strategies considered, by JOG in particular, the thought of pursuing 

legal action was first discussed in December 2020, in the wake of the highly inconclusive October 

and November 2020 public sessions held by SolGen (see Exhibit J). We explored the option with 

members who had access to legal resources and advice. However, there were so few details about 

the announcement that we simply had no idea what we would be asking lawyers to advise us on. 

It seemed logical to wait, receive the information promised to us by provincial official, and then 

consider legal options. 

Not the “journey” the Province had promised us 

62. Over the past 28 months, we have had to wade through a number of issues in our efforts to 

seek the truth about the site selection for the proposed prison in Kemptville. We had high hopes 

of inclusion and transparency when these commitments were made, but these hopes did not 

materialize. With what I would characterize as systematic obfuscation by the Province, and the 

timelines for the project moving, particularly after finding out that the Province had transferred the 

land to SolGen, I and the other JOG and CAPP members had to take stock: 
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a. We were told that the Kemptville property met their site selection criteria when in 

fact it did not. 

b. We were told that 100 to 130 properties were assessed for their location only to find 

out from the Province’s own documentation that 38 were reviewed. 

c. Only two public meetings have been held, despite claims of being on a joint 

“journey” in which residents would be partners, along with our municipal government. 

d. The farmland was transferred to SolGen despite obvious and continuous opposition 

from large groups of residents. 

e. We were told that no cost would be incurred by the local taxpayer, yet it was clear 

that NG would foot the bill for policing costs.  

f. Our MPP never followed through on his promise to meet with us – not even once. 

g. Promises of economic benefits to our community have been largely debunked and 

are no longer seen as credible. 

h. FOI requests for documents that, according to the Province’s own affidavit in 

support of this Motion to Dismiss our Application, have been completed, are refused on 

the grounds that such documents do not exist. 

63. It is clear we have been working at a distinct disadvantage. JOG and CAPP members are 

only concerned residents doing their best, giving this issue as much time and effort as possible, all 

the while facing a steep uphill battle to obtain any information.  
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64. Throughout our efforts, we maintained our belief that our opposition could bear fruit, given 

the successful opposition efforts put forth when the Ottawa Carleton Detention Centre (OCDC) 

expansion project was eventually abandoned after three years into the planned project. It showed 

us that the provincial government had little difficulty changing its mind, even after many years of 

activity. In our minds, it was reasonable to continue to wait for answers from the province to either 

be told or shown that the process of site selection that had been used was sound and that the results 

from due diligence activities identified no issues. 

65. I will conclude, by stating that I have spent countless hours for more than two years, 

seeking facts about a selection process for a piece of land, facts that under any other circumstances 

would be readily available and accessible. I have prioritized informing the public, presenting at 

various rallies, meeting with political representatives, speaking at various information forums, 

attempting to establish the foundational pieces to this decision. I have done this not as an advocate 

but rather as someone who believes infrastructure projects should have established processes and 

that these processes should be followed. I have been steadfast in my commentary since the early 

days following the announcement in asking to be shown that a process exists for the site selection 

and that the province followed it.  Initially my opposition efforts, which was the first of its kind 

for me, felt awkward, uncomfortable and at times isolating, being questioned about my 

justifications for continuing my efforts, even by friends and family, often being told it was a “David 

and Goliath” situation, so why bother. However, I have always believed that the questions we were 

asking on behalf of the residents were thoughtful and genuine and that appropriate due diligence 

by the province would have made responses to the questions simple and straightforward. This was 

not what occurred, responses just never came at all.  
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66. It has been a very busy time over the past two years, I’ve been involved in everything from 

researching information, chairing meetings for JOG members, meeting with local and provincial 

government officials, attending and speaking at rallies and public forums, meeting with 

stakeholders such as Indigenous leaders, and our local hospital CEO, visiting and presenting at our 

MPP constituency office, engaging with other municipal and provincial leaders to better 

understand the similar challenges they continue to face with receiving information from SolGen, 

and representing the opposition efforts as a spokesperson for JOG, meeting with Ontario Liberal, 

Green, NDP leaders and provincial caucus members and finally taking a leadership role with the 

local steering committee developing strategy and guiding ongoing opposition activities.  

67. Despite my deep-rooted interest in this matter, I do not have any personal financial interest, 

nor do I stand to gain financially from any outcome of the judicial review process.  Additionally, 

my personal property value will hopefully not be significantly affected as I do not live in close 

proximity to the proposed prison. My commitment to this endeavour has not only been from a time 

perspective. I have also committed to the process financially both in early stages of fund raising, 

purchasing signage and now with the Judicial Review process that has commenced. 

68. To this day, substantive information about the province’s site selection process or its 

decision to pave over valuable Class 2 designated farmland in Kemptville for a prison has not been 

provided.  In part, that is why we felt the Judicial Review application was warranted. We felt that 

we did all we could do to avoid taking legal steps. From many perspectives, we strongly believe 

that the province has failed in its commitments to our local government and to our fellow residents, 

this is clear. We had exhausted all other avenues and concluded that we simply would never get to 

the bottom of how and why Kemptville was selected and whether a process was followed. 
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A Tourist Delight

by Jim Bertram

Well ladies and gentlemen of North Grenville, the

government of Ontario has struck again. Apparently, it

was not enough to strip our municipality of the

Kemptville College six years ago under the Wynne

regime. Now, under Conservative auspices, the town is

to become a jail town.

The recent announcement that a jail is to be located in

the South end of town within easy reach of four schools

was made two days ago. It is my understanding that

members of our Council had NO KNOWLEDGE of this project before its unveiling. If that is entirely

true, it means that our provincial masters did not see fit to consult our local municipal

representatives, a step that would have shown at least an elementary level of respect for the

needs and interests of the residents of North Grenville. Given the support given locally to the

party in power, it makes one wonder what North Grenville has to do to gain the consideration of

the provincial powers.

I wonder if this project was floated elsewhere closer to the large centres which produce the

potential inmates of this jail and rejected by powerful interests. “Not for us”, said the well-placed

interests in the South of the province. Dump it somewhere else where the people are milder,

automatically supportive of the Party, and not likely to “answer back” to the power of

government.

The project will be brightly portrayed as an important spur to “economic development”. How will

that occur? Should be a great boon to Council’s new emphasis on tourism, right? Well, not exactly.

Will Council still need to do a tourism study?

This new jail will be touted as a shining jewel showcasing the most up-to- date methods in dealing

with those who can’t manage to operate within the generous limits of the law. But what will those

people bring with them in terms of criminal activity? The jail will be said to be a rich provider of

jobs. To whom? To local people, or to specialised people from other areas? It will be said to spark

growth in the economy. Even as it drives economic development away from Kemptville and

causes home values to rise more slowly than in surrounding areas not saddled with a nice shiny

new prison. And – will this prison itself grow as its initial phase becomes established? What will be

the social effects of this huge institution? Has anyone thought about that? Anyone at all?

And what will be the effect of this addition to our municipality on municipal finances? How much

will this institution contribute to municipal finances? How much will it cost the municipality to

provide services? What will be the impact on the sewage and water systems? And, given the

By NG Times  - September 2, 2020
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negative impact on public safety, will the province come across with a generous subsidy to help

provide an additional police presence? You know- like IN KEMPTVILLE , not patrolling Hwy 401? Or

will the province leave the local taxpayer to flounder in a morass of additional costs and pay

much increased property taxes? Another version of the many-headed beast of provincial

downloading?

Ladies and gentlemen, I hope you will become informed on this issue. Whatever your analysis of

the pros and cons, be aware that, as Councillor Barclay has told me, there will be a consultative

process relative to this project. I will be writing further on aspects of this initiative as information

becomes more plentiful. I really hope you will be too. And I look forward to seeing you at

meetings which should be held in the above-mentioned consultation process. In the final analysis,

I hope the province doesn’t try to avoid this consultative step under the veil of Covid-19. Be aware

and be active in the defense of your own interests.

 Post Views: 4

NG Times

https://ngtimes.ca

This article was either written by the North Grenville Times staff, or submitted to us for publication.

    
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Hi Colleen, 

Thanks for your time earlier this evening. 
I was reading through the items from Justin and others. 

Questions on my radar are as follows (in no particular order and some of JP’s have been used 
below): 

1/ Environmental Impact Assessment - when?  By whom? 

 You note that you will be building a LEED facility. Nonetheless, what are the 
environmental impacts of taking usable farmland offline and building a facility of this 
kind, especially down the road when infrastructure gets older?  

 Are you planning an environmental assessment before moving the project any further to 
determine whether this plan is environmentally sound and to identify mitigation measures 
to limit the environmental impact of a new prison if it indeed gets built here? 

2/ Why Kemptville, a suburb of approx. 4000 residents to house such a facility – all other 25 
sites are in larger urban areas with maybe the exception of Penetanguishene at more than double 
our population (~9000)? 

3/ What other sites were considered? Why not selected? Russell Rd. or Burritt's Rapids sites or 
expanding facilities elsewhere in Eastern Ontario? 

4/ Provincial Surplus Lands listing - where is this available publicly? 

5/ OCDC - Recently, the Minister has said that a decision regarding whether or not to renovate 
the Ottawa-Carleton Detention Centre will be assessed once the prison in Kemptville is built. Is 
there a scenario where you decide to shutdown the Ottawa-Carleton Detention Centre and 
expand the prison in Kemptville to accommodate the prisoner population there? 

 Is it possible you could expand the prison in Kemptville down the road given the amount 
of provincial land you have here? OCDC after all opened as a 164-bed facility and now 
has around 600 beds. 

 What percentage of prisoners do you anticipate will be on remand versus serving a 
sentence here in Kemptville’s prison and how will that shape program offerings?  

6/ Kemptville Hospital  

 Advocates and experts have been calling for healthcare to be transferred out of your 
hands over to the Ministry of Health for years. How will this new prison not further 
burden our already taxed local healthcare services given that prisoners generally have 
poorer health than the general population? 
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7/ Public Consultation  

 What steps are being taken to consult the public? 

 What is the purpose of your consultation process?  

 Are we just going to be picking wall paint colours or will we have a real say in what will 
happen in the facility?  

 How can public input shape the process given that the decision already seems to have 
been made? 

 If one goal of this project is to improve community safety in eastern Ontario, why not 
have public consultations in our communities to ask us how we should spend funds that 
are currently earmarked for the Kemptville prison to improve public safety? 

 If another goal of this project is to stimulate the local economy, why not have public 
consultations in North Grenville to ask us how we should spend funds that are currently 
earmarked for the Kemptville prison economic development? 
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• 
T

he C
o

m
m

u
n

ity S
ervices D

ivision w
orks w

ith
 in

stitu
tio

n
a

l sta
ff and co

m
m

u
n

ity re
h

a
b

ilita
tio

n
 

services providers to
 su

p
p

o
rt th

e
 re

in
te

g
ra

tio
n

 o
f clients u

n
d

e
r co

m
m

u
n

ity supervision orders. 
It 

also provides fu
n

d
in

g
 for: 

• 
C

o
m

m
u

n
ity R

esidential A
greem

ents, w
hich provide supervised housing fo

r offenders 
re

q
u

irin
g

 housing and o
th

e
r supports; 

• 
C

o
m

m
u

n
ity S

ervice O
rders, w

hich su
p

p
o

rt offenders w
h

o
 require vo

lu
n

te
e

r placem
ents as 

a co
n

d
itio

n
 o

f th
e

ir order; 

• 
M

e
n

ta
l health services: psychologists, psychiatrists, psychotherapists, and social w

orkers; 

• 
C

u
ltu

ra
lly-a

p
p

ro
p

ria
te

 services fo
r Indigenous offenders, including Indigenous C

o
m

m
u

n
ity 

C
orrectional W

orker positions, contracted th
ro

u
g

h
 Indigenous organizations and 

co
m

m
u

n
itie

s; 
and 

• 
Individual and g

ro
up program

m
ing th

a
t targets core areas, w

hich includes sex o
ffe

n
d

in
g

, 
d

o
m

e
stic violence, anger m

anagem
ent, and substance abuse. 

• 
M

in
istry partners d

e
live

rin
g

 these services include: th
e

 John H
ow

ard S
ociety, S

t Leonard's 
S

ociety, E
lizabeth Fry S

ociety, S
alvation A

rm
y, M

o
rn

e
a

u
 S

hepell, Indigenous co
m

m
u

n
itie

s and 
organizations, and o

th
e

r id
e

n
tity-b

a
se

d
 organizations 
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• 
P
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ra
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n

e
rs 

p
ro
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e

 p
rim

a
ry care in co

rre
ctio

n
a

l 
fa

cilitie
s*, w
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 lim

ite
d

 dental and 
o

p
to

m
e
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• 

T
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firm
a

ry beds available a
t 

four sites fo
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o
se

 w
h

o
 need 

specialized care, b
u

t d
o

 n
o

t re
q

u
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hospitalization. 

• 
E

ight facilities have pharm
acists and 

five have pharm
acy technicians, w

h
ile

 
th

e
 re

m
a

in
d

e
r rely on nursing sta

ff to
 

m
anage pharm

acy needs. 
• 

76%
 o

f clients receive a
t least one 

m
ed

ication
, w

h
ile

 69%
 receive th

re
e

 
o

r m
ore. 

P
ublic H

ealth 

• 
O

utbreaks o
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fe
ctio

u
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m
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n
d

e
r th

e
 guidance and in 
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lla

b
o

ra
tio

n
 w

ith
 th

e
 P

ublic H
ealth 

U
n

it local to
 th

e
 in

stitu
tio

n
. 
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l o
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~
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 m
a
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f health services. 
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ll facilities have access to
 a psychiatrist. 
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w
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n
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p

a
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h
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n
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o
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D
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• 
E

conom
ic B

enefit created d
u

rin
g

 co
n
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ctio

n
 

• 

• 
H

undreds o
f d

ire
ct/in

d
ire

ct jobs created 
d

u
rin

g
 th

e
 co

n
stru

ctio
n

 o
f th

e
 n

e
w

 facility. 

• 
B

uying local (e.g. coffee shops, hospitality, 
etc.) 

• 
S

ubcontracting o
f local trades (e.g. gravel, 

etc.) 

• 
A

t th
e

 peak o
f co

n
stru

ctio
n

 in W
in

d
so

r fo
r th

e
 

S
o

u
th

 W
est D

eten
tio

n
 C

en
tre, th

e
re

 w
e

re
 

a
p

p
ro

xim
a

te
ly 200 w

orkers em
ployed and 80%

 
o

f those w
e

re
 local to

 th
e

 su
rro

u
n

d
in

g
 area. 

• 
D

u
rh
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 R

egion C
o

u
rth

o
u

se P
3 P

ro
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• 
E
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ated th

a
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b
o

u
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n
d

u
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a
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e
 n

e
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b

rin
g

in
g
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and fo
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m

eals, o
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th

e
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d
o

w
n
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w

n
 O
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a. 

• 
C
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ployees and visitors w
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b
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g

 an e
stim

a
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d
 $7 m
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n

 p
e
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a

d
d
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n

a
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 C
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• 
S
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ield 

• 
P

ublicly accessible G
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nasium
 

• 
G

reenhouse o
r o

th
e

r heritage 
considerations 

• 
C

o
m

m
u

n
ity V

olunteer o
p

p
o

rtu
n

itie
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M
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e
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• 
O
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e
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m
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p
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p

a
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E
stim

ated
 P

ro
ject T
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 E

n
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t O

p
p

o
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n
ities 

, 
P

roject A
n

n
o

u
n

ce
d

: A
ugust 2020 

I · 
D

esign C
o

n
su

lta
n

t E
ngaged 

• 
R

equest for B
idder Q

ualifications Issued: 2022 

♦
 Issue T

ender (R
FP

): 2023 (ta
rg

e
t) 

♦
 

D
B

FM
 C

o
n

tra
ct A

w
a

rd
: 2024 (ta

rg
e

t) 
I I I I I I I I I I 

+
 S
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o

m
p
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n
: 2027 (e

stim
a

te
) 

I I I I 
_

I 
-·----------

' ' ' ' 

l 
I: 

' 
:
1

-
-
-
-
-
-
-

...... 

P
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are D
e~ign G

u
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es 

/ P
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a~

ce S
pecs 

D
etailed

 D
esign an
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C
o

n
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n
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'-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

_______ _,/-
~
 

O
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o
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takeh

o
ld

er E
n

g
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t 

Lifecycle P
hase 

J 

• 
O

pportunities existing through the journey of m
aking this new

 facility a reality. 

• 
O

pportunity to tour facility prior to operationalization (i.e. open house) 
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1. What is the purpose of the Ministry’s consultation process when the decision 
appears to have already been made?  Why do tax paying residents and the municipal 
government not have a real say in the proposed prison or in shaping the process? 

2. It is widely believed that the Ministry of the Solicitor General received significant 
push back from the City of Ottawa to locate the new prison facility outside of their 
urban limits, despite it being a financially prudent and socially responsible decision 
(i.e. inmate family proximity to facility) to locate it near OCDC. The key opposition 
point from Ottawa being that decades of bad publicity from the OCDC facility has 
tarnished the image of the city and that they do not want a possible repeat situation 
with this new facility. Can the Ministry confirm that the City of Ottawa did not want 
the facility located in their jurisdiction? 

3. North Grenville residents have documents showing that the Ministry had looked at a 
site in Ottawa off of Russell Road for the new prison. Why did it decide against 
building the new prison there instead of building it in Kemptville and expanding 
facilities elsewhere in eastern Ontario?  Russell Road is only 15 minutes from Ottawa 
Carleton Detention Centre (OCDC) which would be highly cost effective for transfers 
of inmates, staff, materials, services etc., however it was not selected. Please explain. 

4. Are you planning an environmental assessment before moving the project any 
further to determine whether this plan is environmentally sound and to identify 
mitigation measures to limit the environmental impact of a new prison if it indeed 
gets built in Kemptville? 

5. The Ministry has noted that they will be building a LEED facility. Nonetheless, what 
are the environmental impacts of taking usable farmland offline and building a 
facility of this kind, especially down the road when infrastructure gets older?  

6. Has the Ministry and independent researchers studied the impact your new facilities 
have had on local economies in terms of providing short-term construction jobs for 
local contractors or long-term facility jobs for local residents? If so, what are the 
results? 

7. What are your assumptions or research findings concerning anticipated local job 
creation associated with the new prison in Kemptville in a context where longitudinal 
research suggests communities without prisons perform better economically than 
those with them? 

8. Even if we accept that this new prison will create jobs, what kind of jobs are you 
proposing to create here? Are you going to be making extra local resources available 
for physical and mental healthcare, family supports and other services to support 
these workers? 

9. The Ministry has stated that proper discharge planning is difficult currently, where 
many prisoners come in and out of places like OCDC on a revolving door basis, what 
will be different in Kemptville? What additional supports will you be providing 
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prisoners, their families from elsewhere who will be further separated because they 
are being displaced here in Kemptville? 

10. Advocates and experts have been calling for healthcare to be transferred out the 
Ministry’s hands over to the Ministry of Health for years. How will this new prison 
not further burden the already taxed local healthcare services in Kemptville, given 
that prisoners generally have poorer health than the general population?  

 

11. Without acute care facilities and aftercare capabilities and with limited beds and 
staff, how can you expect the Kemptville District Hospital to contend with significant 
increased demand created by inmates and/or prison staff? 

 

12. Over 100 properties were reviewed by the Ministry of the Solicitor General and 
Kemptville was selected. Why can the Ministry not provide residents and municipal 
council details about why all other properties were deemed ineligible for the prison 
location? 

 

13. Kemptville will be the smallest (by population) town with a Provincial prison facility. 
Why is it a cost effective choice to build the prison in Kemptville when support 
networks such as the ones identified below do not exist?  Establishing these will 
create significant costs for the province and the local tax payer. 

 

Indigenous support programs – 
NO 

Acute care hospital facilities - 
NO 

John Howard Society - NO Elizabeth Fry Society - NO 

Addiction and rehab centre - 
NO 

Homeless shelter(s) - NO 

Parole and probation office - 
YES 

Other social support programs 
- NO 

Public transportation system - 
NO 

Court house- NO 

Infrastructure with capacity for 
sewage treatment and drinking 
water systems - NO 

Policing capacity – NO 

 
 

14. When research studies clearly show that prisons do more harm than good to small 
communities from multiple perspectives, why is the Ministry proceeding while 
deeming the evidence invalid for this prison proposal? 
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15. The Ministry of the Solicitor General talked about hundreds of local jobs but plans to 
staff the facility with existing correctional officers and staff management (mostly 
from OCDC). It would seem reasonable that only residual, low income, non-
unionized employment may be a spin-off (i.e. custodial, administrative, grounds 
maintenance etc.). Can you explain in detail where the 100’s of local jobs will be 
created? 

 

16. Ontario has 124 ridings, MPP Steve Clark’s riding of Leeds Grenville, 1000 Islands and 
Rideau Lakes is a small riding however it will have 3 provincial correctional facilities 
(Brockville, St. Lawrence Valley & Kemptville), if these facilities “will provide benefits 
throughout the area for years to come, including creating jobs and supporting local 
businesses during construction and providing jobs to local residents once the 
projects are completed.”  Why are no other regions or municipalities (urban or not) 
expressing interest in locating the facility in their community? 

 

17. Ontario has 8 jails, 8 detention centres and 9 correctional facilities – the average 
population for these large urban areas are 61,000, 261,000 and 129,000 respectively. 
How is it even conceivable that Kemptville would prove to be the best location with a 
population of only 4000, no support services and a significant distance from Ottawa 
where many of the inmates reside?  It is a fact that regular and frequent family 
contact with those incarcerated is an important, effective and proven method to 
help with the prisoner rehabilitation process and has helped reduce recidivism.  The 
significant distance from Ottawa, will isolate and separate inmates from their 
families. It will prove difficult for many inmate families to visit based on lack of public 
transportation and the time and cost necessary to make a round trip from Ottawa to 
Kemptville. 

 

18. Why will the Ministry of the Solicitor General not guarantee that OCDC will remain 
operational and that the Kemptville location, if constructed, won’t become its full 
replacement?   Virtually every other provincial facility is over capacity and the 
Ministry’s stated goal for their facilities to be no more than 75% to 85% of capacity 
has proven unattainable. 

 

19. If the threshold for new Ontario correctional facilities is 75% to 85% of potential 
capacity, why will the Ministry of the Solicitor General not guarantee that the 
proposed Kemptville site will never see expansion in the future?  

 

20. The Provincial government attempted to close Kemptville’s Service Ontario location, 
they closed the G. Howard Ferguson Forestry Centre, they pulled funding from the 
University of Guelph which led to closing the Kemptville College satellite campus and 
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now they have mandated a prison – each of these actions occurred without any 
consultation with the residents of the municipality – why do the elected officials of 
the province continue to unilaterally make decisions without consideration of the 
voting public in which the decisions affect? 

 

21. My understanding is that facilities like correctional institutions do not pay property 
taxes to the municipality, is this correct? Please explain. 

22. Who decided to change the name of the facility from Greater Ottawa to 
Eastern Ontario? 
 

23. Why was the name change made? 
 

24. What influenced the decision? 
 

25. Does the Ministry understand that the residents of North Grenville do not 
consider this name change to be an example of the Ministry “working with 
the community”, this is by no means to be considered as a ‘win’ for 
residents. 
 

26. With it now named, Eastern Ontario Correctional Complex, it does make it 
easier for your Ministry to reconsider the proposed location in Kemptville 
and relocate it elsewhere in Eastern Ontario to a more suitable location, 
does it not? 
 

27. If Mr. Doug Ford, Ms. Sylvia Jones and Mr. Steven Clark are truly listening 
to the community and are willing to quickly make the change to the name 
based on dissent from a very small number of residents, it should be 
willing to make a change to the location of the facility, when a significant 
statistical majority of tax paying residents completely oppose the decision 
in its entirety to locate it in Kemptville, should it not?  It is a bad decision 
for the town, the residents, the displaced inmates and their families. 
 

28. In the October 30th, engagement session, the Ministry stated that the plan 
to use the Kemptville property for this ‘asset’ was kept quiet as Solgen 
wanted to make sure they could secure the land “without commercial 
input” and avoid “commercial sensitivity” – can you please explain/clarify 
this statement when the land was already owned by the province and 
designated as “surplus land”. 
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Correctional Centres (Kemptville will be this type)

offenders typically serving incarceration from 60 

day to max. two years less a day or who is 

incarcerated while awaiting trial or sentencing, 

must serve their sentence in a provincial 

correctional facility.. Eligible for education, 

counselling and work experience programs. LOCATION POPULATION

% of population 

who are inmates

Algoma Treatment and Remand Centre Cap 104 Sault Ste. Marie 75,490~ 0.000014

Central East Correctional Centre Cap 1184 Lindsay 20, 713 0.000571

Central North Correctional Centre Cap 1184 Penatanguishene 9600 0.001233 KEMPTVILLE POPULATION (2016) - 3911

Maplehurst Correctional Complex Cap 1055 Milton 101,715 0.010300

Monteith Correctional Complex Cap 232 Monteith(iroquois falls) 4537 (2016) 0.051100

Ontario Correctional Institute Cap 228 Brampton 735,850 0.000300

St. Lawrence Valley Correctional and Treatment Centre Cap 100 Brockville 21, 346 0.004680

Thunder Bay Correctional Centre Cap 132 Thunder Bay 127,201 0.001030

Vanier Centre for Women Cap 124 Milton 101,715 0.001210

Total 9 KVILLE 0.058750

Jails 

older, generally smaller, originally established by 

counties or other municilities. 

Brockville Cap 44 Brockville 21,346

Fort Frances  Cap 23 Fort Frances  7739 (2016)

Kenora Cap 105 Kenora 15,096 (2016) KEMPTVILLE POPULATION (2016) - 3911

North Bay Cap 121 North Bay 51,553

Sarnia Cap 101 Sarnia 72,000

Stratford Cap 53 Stratford 31,465 (2016)

Sudbury Cap 185 Sudbury 161,351 (2016)

Thunder Bay Cap 149 Thunder Bay 127,201

Total 8

Detention Centres

larger, more modern built to serve needs of 

several regions - point of entry into institutional 

system. They hold persons on remand (awaiting 

trial, sentencing or other proceedings), offenders 

sentenced to shorter terms (approx. 60 days or 

less, offenders awaiting transfer to federal or 

provincial correctional facility. Both Jails and 

Detention facilities are maximum security.

Elgin Middlesex Detention Centre Cap 450 London, ON 545,441

Hamilton Wentworth Detention Centre Cap 560 Hamilton 763,000

Niagara Detention Centre Cap 260 Thorold 21, 663

Ottawa Carleton Detention Centre Cap 585 Ottawa 1, 095,134 KEMPTVILLE POPULATION (2016) - 3911

Quite Detention Centre Cap 228 Napanee 15,892

Southwest Detention Centre Cap 315 Maidstone (windsor) 336,000

Toronto intermittent Centre N/A (not included in total) Horner Ave. Toronto not included 

Toronto South Detention Centre Cap 1650 Etobicoke 365,143 (2016)

Toronto East Detention Centre Cap 473 Scarborough 61,749

Total 8

Treatment Centres

specialized and intensive treatment for motivated 

offenders with clearly identified problems 

(substantce abuse, sexual miscondcut, impulse 

control, anger management - professional clinical 

personnel employed or under contract work here.

Algoma Treatment and Remand Centre Cap 104 Sault Ste. Marie 75,490~

Ontario Correctional Institute Cap 228 Brampton 735,850 KEMPTVILLE POPULATION (2016) - 3911

St. Lawrence Valley Correctional and Treatment Centre Cap 100 Brockville 21,346

Vanier Centre for Women Cap 124 Milton 101,715

Total 4 (already counted above)

OVERALL TOTAL 25

KEMPTVILLE POPULATION (2016) - 3911
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Ottawa

Kemptville residents protest against proposed new jail

Jail Opposition Group was formed after Doug Ford's announcement in August

Sarah Kester · CBC News · Posted: Nov 09, 2020 4:00 AM ET | Last Updated: November 9, 2020

Protesters gathered in Kemptville on Nov. 7, 2020 to protest a proposed new correctional facility the Ontario
government wants to build in their town. (Submitted by Marty Pemberton)
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Protesters gathered in Kemptville over the weekend to register their disapproval of a proposed

new jail the province plans to build on government-owned land in the town. 

Residents were upset by Premier Doug Ford's announcement at the end of August, which came

as a surprise even to their own North Grenville, Ont., municipal council south of Ottawa.

The Ministry of the Solicitor General has said it will hold public consultations on the jail

proposal. But Jim Bertram, who founded the Jail Opposition Group and organized

Saturday's protest, said he thinks it's in bad faith to do that after the project's already been

green-lit.

"Consultation is only consultation if that consultation stands a chance of affecting what's going

to come down the pipe," he said. "We had no opportunity to do that."

Province to build 2 new jails, upgrade 3 others in eastern Ontario

Bertram said Saturday's protest was a way of letting people in Kemptville know they still have a

voice.

"I'm hoping to cause the politicians on council and at the province [to] take heed, that they will

say, well, you know, we didn't really do this the right way, folks."

More than NIMBY-ism

Kirk Albert attended the weekend protest, describing the opposition to the jail as more than

just NIMBY-ism.

"We have an aging ... sewage and drinking water system. We do not have social supports like

the John Howard Society or Elizabeth Fry. We don't have a public transportation system that

would be essential for both inmates and their families to come and visit. And the list goes on,"

he said.

Kemptville's hospital is small, Albert added, and its emergency room would be unable to

handle the added stress a jail could bring. 

The jail will likely have about 235 beds and won't be operational until at least 2027, North

Grenville Mayor Nancy Peckford said on the weekend.
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In an email on Monday, a ministry spokesperson said it's too early in the process to determine

a completion date for the project.

Peckford said her council supports an open dialogue with the province and sees its role as

ensuring the ministry is accessible and available to members of the community.

"The ministry did convene a meeting of stakeholders at our request. It included all Kemptville

campus boards of education, as well as the local BIA, the hospital, a representative from the

faith community and two individuals who ... represent networks where there has been a lot of

dissent," she said. 

Albert, who was part of that three-hour meeting, said he felt he was given time to voice his

concerns — but he's still skeptical about how much they were taken into account. 

"They certainly listened to us, but they also had many examples of how they, quote unquote,

partnered with other urban centres and [still] put correctional facilities in place," he said. 

North Grenville Mayor Nancy Peckford said she sees her role as ensuring the Ministry of the Solicitor General
is available and accessible to residents during the jail consultation process. (Matthew Kupfer/CBC)
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In an email, the ministry said the project will bring jobs and economic prosperity to the town of

about 4,000 just outside Ottawa.

"Ontario recognizes the need for public safety and the importance of stimulating local

economies, creating jobs and supporting positive, long-term economic development," a

spokesperson wrote.

"The ministry welcomes input into this project. Engagement sessions are underway and further

sessions are being planned for the near future."
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From Tech Support - 1-343-801-3088 - Erika Booth to Everyone:  05:04 PM 

Zoom FAQ: https://support.zoom.us/hc/en-us/sections/200277708-Frequently-Asked-Questions 

From Lisa Gallant to Everyone:  06:23 PM 

Was a formal site review done and if so when will that be made available to the public? 

From pmosher to Everyone:  06:24 PM 

Will the prison be serviced by private well and septic system or will it be serviced by municipal services 

which would be extended to the site? 

From Nancy Tremblay to Everyone:  06:24 PM 

People moved to Kemptville to get away from the city.  We do not have the infrastructure in place to 

support such a large facility in terms of water, sewer and roads.   

From Genevieve Garneau to Everyone:  06:24 PM 

Why were there no consultations with the municipality prior to the announcement? 

From Natalie S to Everyone:  06:24 PM 

I have a question, comment. 

From Martin to Everyone:  06:25 PM 

What is the worth of the land that the jail will be built on?  I am worried that we are wasting a valuable 

piece of land (I think north of 120k$/acre).  Would it make more sense to sell it, and build the jail 

somewhere else? 

From Lisa Gallant to Everyone:  06:25 PM 

As correctional facilities are exempt under the MTAA, what assurances can you give that the 

municipality will not be bearing the burden of funding services and ongoing infrastructure needs? 

From Jennifer Lockyer  to Everyone:  06:25 PM 

what is the expected length of stay of an inmate? do people serve long sentences at this facility? 

From Ashleigh S to Everyone:  06:25 PM 

What will be done about the assumingly very bright lights that will surround the facility? People who 

move to this part of town do so to live in the country, enjoy wildlife and escape city lights. 

From Me to QUESTIONS:  (Privately) 06:29 PM 

Will SOLGEN be able to provide the public with a list of the approx. 100 property locations that were 

considered (surplus owned or privately owned)? Infrastructure Ontario has lists of surplus land publically 

available 

From Me to QUESTIONS:  (Privately) 06:45 PM 
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Why does this small riding of Leeds Grenville, 1000 islands and Rideau lakes have 3 correctional 

facilities, surely SOLGEN had suitable surplus land elsewhere? Why are no other ridings, regions or 

municipalities eager to have your facility if it provides so many benefits? 

From Me to QUESTIONS:  (Privately) 06:51 PM 

Regarding classification, is it not common that inmates with a maximum individual classification can and 

do exist in remand, so dangerous offenders will exist in the Kemptville facility. 

From Len Habinski to Everyone:  06:57 PM 

During the site selection process, were other eastern Ontario cities/towns considered, such as Cornwall 

or Hawkesbury? If not, why not? 

From Jess to Everyone:  06:57 PM 

I have a question please. 

From Me to QUESTIONS:  (Privately) 06:57 PM 

What existing statistics can you provide that show impacts on urban hospitals usage from your facilities? 

From Len Habinski to Everyone:  06:58 PM 

Kemptville has antiquated water, sewage facilities and no local police services. What is the plan to 

address these major gaps. 

From Lyndon Murdock to Everyone:  06:58 PM 

Can you elaborate on discharge agreements and whether they are in place in all locations outside of 

urban centres with public transportation options. 

From Trevor Rouillard to Everyone:  06:59 PM 

The lack of public consultation is rather indicative of how governments have been operating as of late. 

During this presentation, I have heard a lot of consideration for the environment, the well being of the 

prisoners and the location chosen which best suited this facility, but we have heard very little 

consideration for the impacts this prison will have on the citizens of Kemptville and the effects of 

property values. I am a former resident who has considered moving back to Kemptville to raise our 

family but have now chosen to exclude Kemptville as our potential home town. 

From Sarah Bowie to Everyone:  06:59 PM 

When it comes to site workers, what is the km radius you use when you say "surrounding 

communities"? 

From Me to Audrey (Tech) - +1 343 805 0810:  (Privately) 07:00 PM 

All my questions show "PRIVATELY" can you please ensure they are made available. 

From Jessica Deaken to Everyone:  07:01 PM 
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Did the areas around these prisons boom because the prices became so low? Are the youth centres built 

because these areas became low income? Did the prices drop compared to previous years trends and 

comparable nearby communities? Higher days on the market for these homes? 

From Sarah Bowie to Everyone:  07:01 PM 

Is the reason you don't tell the community beforehand because it discourages new developments, new 

residents, and new businesses?  is that because it effects property values?  scared of fire sales? Ie. Do 

the prices drop compared to previous years trends and comparable nearby communities?  Higher days 

on the market for these homes?  Do the economics of the community change over time? You use 

Niagara and Brampton as an example, they are very different from small town Kemptville.   Both are in 

the top 120 most dangerous "cities" in Canada... Brockville is #21 and Kingston is #94 

From Fraser to Everyone:  07:02 PM 

What regulatory processes can we use to stop this project or is it a done deal? 

 

From Colleen to Everyone:  07:02 PM 

At the October 30th stakeholders meeting, you included the "heat map" showing OCDC staff and their 

locations. Do you plan to share that slide with today's participants?  

From Al Billiald to Everyone:  07:03 PM 

Will you consider a dedicated Hwy 416 South exit & entrance to facilitate construction traffic and 

ongoing service traffic once completed? 

From Me to QUESTIONS:  (Privately) 07:03 PM 

Why not build sufficient capacity in the new Brockville jail or the St. Lawrence Valley expansion to 

eliminate the need for a facility elsewhere, they are a larger more urban area with existing social 

supports. 

From Trevor Rouillard to Everyone:  07:04 PM 

Its government. Its a done deal. This is to appease the population. This is an engagement session not a 

consultation. 

From Justin Piché to Everyone:  07:04 PM 

Not that I want to help you MSG, but perhaps Monteith would be an example of a smaller town with a 

provincial jail. Lots of mythbusting and research to debunk much of what’s been said tonight by 

government officials to be done here. 

From Trevor Rouillard to Everyone:  07:05 PM 

We were not given a chance to say no 

From FrankBourdage to Everyone:  07:05 PM 
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Why not consider, instead of downtown Kemptville, an industrial neighbourhood, far away from schools 

and homes? Avoiding an increase in traffic and disgruntling residents of a small peaceful town. What is 

the advantage here besides the fact the Province already owns the parcel of land? 

From Genevieve Garneau to Everyone:  07:05 PM 

So much has been done to make Kemptville a bustling, vibrant, family-centric community… this prison 

will undermine all these efforts and change the character of the town. 

From Audrey (Tech) - +1 343 805 0810 to Me:  (Privately) 07:06 PM 

taxes 

From Mairéad Frizell to Everyone:  07:06 PM 

Ontario has 124 ridings, MPP Steve Clark’s riding of Leeds Grenville, 1000 Islands and Rideau Lakes is a 

small riding however it will have 3 provincial correctional facilities (Brockville, St. Lawrence Valley & 

Kemptville), if these facilities “will provide benefits throughout the area for years to come, including 

creating jobs and supporting local businesses during construction and providing jobs to local residents 

once the projects are completed.”  Why are no other regions or municipalities (urban or not) expressing 

interest in locating the facility in their community? 

From Me to I7 Facilitator Daniel Archambault:  (Privately) 07:12 PM 

All my questions are showing "PRIVATELY", can you please ensure that my questions are addressed. 

From Me to Audrey (Tech) - +1 343 805 0810:  (Privately) 07:16 PM 

you responded "taxes" what does that mean? 

From Me to Tech Support - 1-343-801-3088 - Erika Booth:  (Privately) 07:18 PM 

All my questions are showing "PRIVATELY", can you please ensure that my questions are addressed. 

 

From Me to Zoom Administrator:  (Privately) 07:19 PM 

All my questions are showing "PRIVATELY", can you please ensure that my questions are addressed. 

 

From Tech Support - 1-343-801-3088 - Erika Booth to Me:  (Privately) 07:22 PM 

Your questions are being sent privately to the “Questions” account, who is funnelling the questions to 

the facilitator, Daniel Archambault 

From Me to I7 - Justin Smith - Facilitation Support:  (Privately) 07:23 PM 

All my questions are showing "PRIVATELY", can you please ensure that my questions are addressed. 

 

From Me to I7 Facilitator Daniel Archambault:  (Privately) 07:25 PM 

QUESTION 
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From Trevor Rouillard to Everyone:  07:26 PM 

You want to work with the community but the community does not have a choice in the matter 

From I7 - Justin Smith - Facilitation Support to Me:  (Privately) 07:32 PM 

The "Privately" that is showing up indicates that your question is not being seen by all participants in the 

session.  If you submit your question to 'QUESTIONS' it will be received and we will do our best to get to 

it.  However, we are receiving a large number of questions and may not be able to get to all of them.  

But SOLGEN intends to answer questions in some other manner that it is unable to get to in this session. 

From Me to I7 - Justin Smith - Facilitation Support:  (Privately) 07:33 PM 

THanks but I have not option to change that. What should I do? 
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From: SJC (Steve Clark) 
Sent: September 15, 2021 9:11 AM 
To: Kevin Thomas 
Subject: JOGG and CAPP Kemptville 

Hi Kevin, 
I'm concerned about another group(s) who seem to be working together but ignoring the third party law 

Anti-prison protest organized in Kemptville for September 14th - My Kemptville Now 

''The Coalition Against the Proposed Prison (CAPP) and Jail Opposition Group UOG), two 
protest groups, are organizing a protest before one of the upcoming North Grenville town 
hall meetings. 

At 5:30 pm on September 14th, representatives from the two groups will meet outside the 
Heritage Hall building where the town hall is being held. The groups will be selling "No 
Prison" lawn signs at the protest, and are asking people who want to protest to bring thei 
own signs, if they have them. The protest is planned to last for an hour, ending as the 
evening town hall begins." 

They have distributed a mailer to all homes in North Grenville, have lawn signs up NOW in the 
municipality and continue to fundraise on their GOFUNDME page 

Fundraiser by Coalition Against Proposed Prison : Help Stop the Kemptville Prison (gofundme.com) 

Here is their website with link to their flyer 

News & Events I Kemptvillecapp (coalitionagainstproposedprison.ca) 

Donations on this site are here 

Take Action I Kemptvillecapp (coalitionagainstproposedprison.ca) 

Based on this information, it appears that they are breaking the law. I'm asking that Elections Ontario 
investigate. 

Thank you 

Steve Clark 
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Gmail Kirk Albert <kirk.albert2@gmail.com> 

Fwd: Complaint to Elections Ontario: File reference 2021-86 

CAPP Kemptville <cappkemptville@gmail.com> Wed, Oct 6, 2021 at 3:18 PM 
To: Aaron Doyle <adoyle2525@rogers.com>, Colleen Lynas <clynas@cogeco.ca>, Justin Piche <Justin.Piche@uottawa.ca>, 
Kirk Albert <kirk.albert2@gmail.com>, Marie-Therese Voustinos <applesbymarie@gmail.com>, "casscalow@gmail.com" 
<casscalow@gmail.com> 

--- Forwarded message ---------
From: Kevin Thomas <Kevin.Thomas@elections.on.ca> 
Date: Wed, Oct 6, 2021 at 2:40 PM 
Subject: Complaint to Elections Ontario: File reference 2021-86 
To: jail.opposition.group@gmail.com <jail.opposition.group@gmail.com>, coalitionagainstproposedprison@gmail.com 
<coalitionagainstproposedprison@gmail.com> 
CC: Electfin - Elections Ontario <Electfin@elections.on.ca> 

Good Afternoon, 

Elections Ontario received a complaint from Minister Steve Clark on September 15, 2021, regarding your organization's 
activity in protest against the planned construction of a prison in Kemptville, Ontario. Minister Clark alleged that you were 
conducting unregistered third party political advertising 

Your organization's activity does not currently meet the definition of political advertising and registration is not required. 
Minister Clark's complaint has been closed accordingly and Elections Ontario will take no further action. However, your 
organization should register as a third party if it plans to conduct advertising that meets the definition of political 
advertising under the Election Finances Act. 

I have attached the latest version of Elections Ontario's CFO handbook for third parties and a third party registration form 
for your information. 

If you have any additional questions, please send them to electfin@elections.on.ca 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Thomas 

Manager, Compliance Enforcement 

Elections Ontario elections.on.ca 
1.866.566.9066 Fax: 416.325.9466 
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Etections 
Onta1rio, 

Confidentiality Warning: This message and any attachments are intended only for the use of the intended recipient(s), are confidential, and may be privileged. If 

you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, retransmission, conversion to hard copy, copying, circulation or other use of this 

message and any attachments is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail, and delete this 

message and any attachments from your system. Thank you. 

Information confidentielle: Le present message, ainsi que tout fichier qui yest joint, est envoye a !'intention exclusive de son ou de ses destinataires; ii est de 

nature confidentielle et peut constituer une information privilegiee. Nous avertissons toute personne autre que le destinataire prevu que tout examen, 

reacheminement, impression, copie, distribution ou autre utilisation de ce message et de tout fichier qui y est joint est strictement interdit. Si vous n'etes pas le 

destinataire prevu, veuillez en aviser immediatement l'expediteur par retour de courriel et supprimer ce message et tout document joint de votre systeme. Merci. 

CAPP (Coalition Against the Proposed Prison) 
Website: https://www.cappkemptville@gmail.com 
Email: cappkemptville@gmail.com 

2 attachments 

~ 2021 CFO Handbook for Third Parties - EN.pdf 
295K 

~ Form TP-1 - Third Party Registration and Change Notice Form.pdf 
1018K 
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An Open Letter to the Honourable Lisa Thompson, Minister of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs 

Please Stop the Transfer and Destruction of Landmark Heritage Farmland to Build a Prison 

Monday, December 13, 2021 

Via email: minister.omafra@ontario.ca 

Dear Minister Thompson: 

I am writing on behalf of the Kemptville Coalition Against the Proposed Prison. It has come to our 

attention that the Agricultural Research Institute of Ontario (ARIO) is considering the transfer of the 

former Kemptville College farm property from the Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs to the 

Ministry of the Solicitor General {SolGen), a move that will result in the destruction of heritage farmland 

in order to build the proposed 235-bed Eastern Ontario Correctional Complex. The targeted land has a 

century-long history of farming, education and agrotourism, and served as an agricultural hub for the 

Eastern Ontario farming community. As the minister responsible, we ask that you do not authorize the 

transfer of this property from your ministry to SolGen, and instead take a strong stand in support of 
preserving Ontario's farmland and agricultural heritage. 

ARIO continues to own 182 acres of the lands comprising the former Kemptville Agricultural School 

(circa 1917) having sold approximately 633 acres to the Municipality of North Grenville in 2018 for the 

development of an Education and Community Centre, now referred to as the Kemptville Campus. The 

land still in ARIO's possession is a stone's throw from the campus and includes prime agricultural land, 

comprising mainly class 2 and 3 soils; it sits prominently at the south entrance to the small town of 

Kemptville. A large section of the property north of College Street will be paved over to build the 

proposed Eastern Ontario Correctional Complex, which will also result in the destruction of the 

numerous serviceable farm and heritage buildings on the site. 

A 2014 report by former federal Minister of Agriculture Lyle Vanclief, and commissioned by the 

provincial government, recommended that the property be preserved in its entirety and transferred to 

the municipality, but sadly this did not come to pass. From a November 2019 media report in Ontario 

AgriNews, we do know that current mayor of North Grenville, Nancy Peckford, spoke to both your 

predecessor, Minister Ernie Hardeman, and our local MPP, Minister Steve Clark, about the municipality's 

interest in purchasing the remaining land and restoring it to its status as part of the Kemptville Campus. 

In an October 2020 story in Nation Valley News, Mayor Peckford confirmed that the municipality had 

asked for right of first refusal to buy the lands had they become surplus. We learned through a Freedom 

of Information request disclosure that the lands were not declared surplus, but instead quietly put on 

hold by SolGen in September 2019, almost a full year before plans to build the "Greater Ottawa 

Correctional Complex", renamed shortly thereafter the Eastern Ontario Correctional Complex, were 

made public. 

The irreversible loss of this publicly owned agricultural land runs counter to your ministry's obligations 

including: the stewardship of Ontario's capacity to produce food locally- especially in the context of 

growing food insecurity and supply chain interruptions; fostering the sustainability and growth of the 

agri-food sector; and improving the resilience of rural communities. In this time of the climate crisis, 
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resilience must include climate resilience - the property sits within a floodplain - and the protection of 

arable land wherever possible. 

There are many ways for this farmland to contribute to the sustainable growth of North Grenville's agri­

food and tourism sectors, and its local economy. The property could be transferred in whole to its 

rightful place as part of the Kemptville Campus, or leased to one or more farmer tenants, as is 

successfully done through the National Capital Commission in Ottawa. The existing buildings could be 

brought back into use to support farming projects and the A.M. Barr arena could once again be the 

centerpiece for rural shows and competitions. With the International Plowing Match coming to the site 

in September 2022, the up to 70,000 visitors projected to attend would be far more impressed to know 

the land will be preserved for agricultural uses, than to learn that it will be destroyed to make way for a 

prison complex. 

The recent Auditor General's report on Environmental Protection in Ontario paints a bleak picture. That 

trend needs to be reversed. We urge you to prevent the destruction of this agricultural land on the 

doorstep of our community. Please say no to the transfer of the Kemptville College farmland to SolGen 

and begin the process for meaningful consultation with key stakeholders, with the goal of preserving the 

site as an agricultural resource and an enduring symbol of the rich history of this community for 

generations to come. 

Your sincerely, 

Marie-Therese Voutsinos B.Sc. Biol., Agr., M.Sc. Agr., Oxford Mills, Ontario 

On behalf of the Coalition Against the Proposed Prison (Kemptville) 

cappkemptville@gmail.com 
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An Open Letter to the Honourable Lisa Thompson, Minister of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs 

Minister Thompson, where are you? 

February 18, 2022 

Via email: minister.omafra@ontario.ca 

Dear Minister Thompson: 

In an open letter sent to you over two months ago on Dec. 13, 2021, the Coalition Against the Proposed 
Prison called on you to not transfer the former Kemptville College farm property from your Ministry of 

Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs to the Ministry of the Solicitor General who plans to build a provincial 
prison on the site. Should the land transfer and the proposed prison proceed, it will result in the 
destruction of heritage farmland - including prime agricultural land - numerous farm buildings, and all 
the promise and opportunity the entire 182-acre property offers. This is a major concern for numerous 

farmers and residents of this region and beyond, yet we have not received even an acknowledgement of 
this letter from you. 

Our initial letter has since been endorsed by two key organizations, the National Farmers Union -

Ontario and Just Food, both strong supporters of local food systems, as well as academics affiliated with 
the former Kemptville College and the University of Guelph. You have also heard from the hundreds of 

individuals who have participated in our Email Zap calling on you to do the right thing. 

Considering that agricultural land is a precious non-renewable resource, a strong stand is needed by 

your ministry to support Ontario's farmland, agricultural heritage, and the rich agricultural potential of 
this property, by preserving the site as an agricultural resource for generations to come. This should go 

without saying since protection of farmland is a mandate of your ministry. In a time of food insecurity, 
supply chain interruptions, and climate catastrophe, the consensus from scientists is that it becomes 
even more important to save, not pave over farmland . 

Why have we not heard back from you on such an important issue? It's not too late to start a process of 
meaningful consultation with key stakeholders, with the goal of preserving the entire site as the vital 
agricultural resource that it is. 

Sincerely, 

Marie-Therese Voutsinos, M.Sc. Agriculture 
Coalition Against the Proposed Prison 
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An Open Letter to the Honourable Lisa Thompson, Minister of Agriculture, Food and Rural 
Affairs Regarding the Former Kemptville College Farmlands 

Friday, April 8, 2022 

Via email: minister.omafra@ontario.ca 

Dear Minister Thompson: 

Thank you for your recent reply to my letters dated December 13, 2021, and February 24, 2022, 
in which I called on you to say no to the transfer of the former Kemptville College farm property 
from the Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs to the Ministry of the Solicitor General 
(Sol Gen). The transfer of this land is intended for the sole purpose of paving over acres of 
publicly owned heritage farmland and the destruction of numerous farm buildings in order to 
build a 235-bed provincial prison. This prime farmland and serviceable barns and buildings have 
already cost millions of dollars to the taxpayers and should be preserved as the valuable 
agricultural resources that they are. 

I am extremely disappointed with your statement, "I am unable to assist you". The Agriculture 
Research Institute of Ontario, which is under your purview, has title to the property in question 
and a mandate to protect farmland. Your reference to the transfer being "substantially 
completed" is an opaque statement that does not diminish your capacity and obligation to do the 
right thing. 

I know you have heard from many other groups and individuals asking you not to authorize the 
transfer, including the National Farmers Union (NFU)- Ontario, Canadian Organic Growers, 
and a group of food scholars from across Canada. The Ecological Farmers Association of 
Ontario, Just Food (Ottawa) and Sustain Ontario have also joined the call. Over 290 people have 
signed on to an email zap sending you the same message. 

You know that the Ontario Federation of Agriculture (OFA) and NFU-Ontario, as well as 
numerous other farm organizations, are calling for protection of all farmlands, which are 
presently being lost at a rate of around 175 acres/day (according to OFA). This is becoming more 
crucial as we need more food sovereignty and security in these uncertain times. 
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This farm that is slated for transfer could go a long way to increase local food production and 
associated jobs in North Grenville, as a community small farm business incubator and hub. The 
available buildings are essential infrastructure that do no not exist elsewhere on the Kemptville 
campus lands. A perfect marriage exists between the base for a farmland bank and barns and 
outbuildings available to carry out animal, fruit, or vegetable production. Its wanton destruction 
is unwarranted, unnecessary, and a total waste of resources already paid for by taxpayers. 

I respectfully urge you to act now to stop the transfer and begin the process for meaningful 
consultation to ensure the preservation of these heritage farmlands for generations to come. 

Best regards, 

Marie-Therese Voutsinos M.Sc. Agriculture, Oxford Mills, Ontario 

On behalf of the Coalition Against the Proposed Prison 

cappkemptville@gmail.com 
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Ministry of Agriculture, 
Food and Rural Affairs 

Office of the Minister 

77 Grenville Street, 11th Floor 
Toronto, Ontario M7A 1B3 
Tel : 416-326-3074 
www.ontario.ca/OMAFRA 

March 31, 2022 

Marie-Therese Voutsinos 

Ministere de !'Agriculture, de 
l'Alimentation et des Affaires rurales 

Bureau du ministre 

77, rue Grenville, 11• etage 
Toronto (Ontario) M7A 183 
Tel. : 416 326-3074 
www.ontario.ca/MAAARO 

CAPP (Coalition Against the Proposed Prison) 
cappkemptville@gmail.com 

Dear Ms. Voutsinos: 

Thank you for your letter about the transfer of the Kemptville campus to the Ministry of the 
Solicitor General. As Minister of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs, I am pleased to respond. 

I appreciate you taking the time to make your concerns known. Please know our government is 
committed to supporting our rural communities. 

As you may know, the majority of the former Kemptville campus and institutional buildings 
(over 600 acres and 36 buildings) were transferred to the Municipality of North Grenville. I 
believe the plans the Municipality has to create a community-based hub focused education and 
training, health and wellness, and economic development will enrich Kemptville and the entire 
municipality for generations to come. 

I want to assure you that as part of any disposition of provincial lands, great care is taken to 
ensure any environmental, archeological and heritage attributes are considered. We are also 
providing Rural Economic Development program funding to support agri-food education for 
youth on the site of former Kemptville campus. This funding will help the Kemptville Campus 
Education and Community Centre to develop a bilingual pilot program to teach skills in agri­
food entrepreneurship for youth. This initiative will engage youth from the campus's four 
partnering school boards and the community, to build a thriving ecosystem for agri-food 
entrepreneurship. 

Foodland 
ON TAR I O 

ONTAR I O 

Terre nourriciere 

Good things grow in Ontario 
A bonne terre, bons produits 

. . ./2 

Ministry Headquarters: 1 Stone Road West, Guelph, Ontario N1G 4Y2 
Bureau principal du ministere: 1, rue Stone ouest, Guelph (Ontario) N1G 4Y2 
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The parcel you refer to in your letter is being transferred to the Ministry of the Solicitor 
General. With the transfer of the former Kemptville campus substantially completed, I am 
unable to assist you. I have shared your letter with Ontario's Solicitor General, the Honourable 
Sylvia Jones, to ensure she is aware of your concerns and suggestions. 

Again, thank you for writing. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
Lisa M. Thompson 
Minister of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs 

c: The Honourable Sylvia Jones, Solicitor General 



 

 

Exhibit “J” 

Referred to in the affidavit of  

Kirk Albert 

affirmed December 16, 2022 

 

___________________________________________ 

Commissioner for Taking Affidavits (or as may be) 
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DECEMBER 3rd JOG MEETING 

Back to basics  
 

 who actually is a member in our group,  

 put together a master contact list document,  

 establish roles/responsibility  

 basic terms  of reference  

 mandate  

 plan our next moves 

ACTION :  JOG’s research document – add to it, improve the format, put Willem’s piece just as an icon to 

select 

ACTION: Seek local legal counsel pro bono assistance – municipal process, environmental, land claims 

 

1. Find private or surplus land that the Ministry could have selected but didn’t (despite it meeting 
their critieria) once they provide the listing.  

2/ Understand the Algonquin land claims to the proposed site and Burritts Rapids and 
determining why recent changes were made in October just after the announcement to the land 
claim document (two new entries for both Rapids and Kville) 

3/ Engage provincial critics – get them working for us at a level beyond local   

4/ Coordinating an opinion poll that meets the predefined government requirements and will be 
seen as valid,  

5/ Securing expertise within our group and leveraging that in our future discussions etc.  
We are doing our best but it just can't be about local buzz and outcry, that absolutely is 
necessary but we have to  be strategic and run a parallel path. 

 LEGAL 

 MEDIA 

 RECRUITMENT 

 RESEARCH 

 PETITION 

 SUBCOMMITTEE INVOLVEMENT 

 PROTESTS 

 FUNDRAISING 

 OTHERS? 

5a/ Solgen took all of our questions (prior to and during the engagement session) – when will 
we receive responses? Q&A’s? 

Use ATIP or FOI request(s) if necessary. 

5b/ Recent workshop with Ottawa U grad students – “Lessons from campaigns to stop prison 
construction” 
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Attended by Kirk for JOG - Kirk to finalize and send out notes 

Session was recorded (ZOOM) – Kirk will see if it can be shared with JOG 

Main points: 

 Examples of jail opposition that was successful 
 Leaflet campaigns and proper use 
 Petitions  
 Open letters – signed by businesses – google forms 
 Zap example – all electronic/all pre-populated – focus is MP, and elected officials 

with pick boxes – forces formal letters to be sent back 
 First-hand accounts from inmates about rehab, programming, systems etc. 
 Paper wrenching strategies 
 Speak to John Howard Society and E-Frye in areas of Windsor example (Southwest 

detention or Toronto South) – stories are horrific 
 Question the rhetoric and stats of the province 

6/ Do we want to partner with CAPP – YES – discuss with group 

6a/ CAPP website and December 8th public Information and Discussion Event – registration 
required – Kirk presenting on behalf of JOG 

7/ Article about “realities of a prison” – status and when to publish?– Erika and Jess 

8/ Politicial engagement  - NDP critic (Kevin Yarde) and MPP liberal opponent 
(Jfraser.mpp.co@liberal.ola.org   ) - get them engaged – Jim and Kirk 
 
8a/ Law school access exists through Justin. Law students to volunteer and explore viability and 
other aspects of the proposed correctional facility, due diligence, permits & zoning etc. We also 
need to seek local legal support and attempt to get some pro-bono help. 
 
9/ Challenge local govt. to find out who is part of “significant enthusiastic support”  for the 
proposed jail – what are their reasons/motives?  Who in the business community? Why have 
they not come forward? 

10/ Protest at the plowing match in 2022. 

11/ Brockville Recorder & Times article to come out soon (journalist Heddy – Jim, Kirk, Nancy, 
Paul Cormier etc.)  

12 / Hilary’s NGTimes article into the “the Star” by Torstar – they picked up the story. 

13/ CBC still running Kemptville jail article in current events online 
 
We have done a ton of work in a short period of time and I'm quite sure that the province and 
our local government didn't think we would mobilize this quickly- but in my opinion what we have 
done so far with media, demonstration, articles, Facebook etc. is the low hanging fruit, it will get 
increasingly more complex and possibly require fundraising, legal consultation, business case 
development, independent research etc.  Lots to do but it will need to be by committee, the 
numbers are on our side. 
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JOG MEETING MINUTES – Dec. 3, 2020 

(Agenda/Notes, Meeting minutes) 

Attending: Kirk, Jess, Mairead, Erika, Jim, John Gagnon, Mannie Giles 

Regrets: Steve Hammond 

Back to basics  
 

 who actually is a member in our group,  

 put together a master contact list document,  

 establish roles/responsibility  

 basic terms  of reference  

 mandate  
o who leads group 
o what is our mandate?  
o We need to answer these questions 
o Kirk will draft it up and we can all comment on it 

 plan our next moves 

Successful strategies from Kirk’s workshop 

 Zap software – template that establishes pic boxes, it automatically fires off emails with 

prescribed text. MPP, SolGen, Council etc… Forces a response. 

o Can link to FB 

 Petitions 

 Open letters 

Colleen Lynas – CAPP Kemptville chapter 

 We can streamline messaging 

 Cut down on duplicating efforts 

 Is there a benefit to having one group 

 Maybe we can divide and have sub-committees  

Jim’s comment – we need to be focused on where we want to do. The more we diversify, the less potent 

our message could become. Individual feeling: 1) outrage at the lack of democratic process. No 

consultation 2) Direct harms that will result in the community. Changes to crime rate, social structures, 

etc… Worried about joining other groups in case it trends to social objective. 

Kirk: let’s invite Colleen to a meeting 

Mannie: People are opposed to the prison being built. She attended council meeting. She things they 

don’t want it either. She is interested in evolving the campus into an agricultural hub. But there was no 

action to back the claims of sustainability. 

Rural Summit: Jim, originated it. Idea was to build the summit into an activity which would interlock with 

the acquisition of the college. Province never paid into this, municipality funded some. What if: province 

to take some of the money from the jail into an economic development summit- partnership with 
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municipality which would offer incentives for people to set up. Argi-related companies. This would show 

more imagination and care for area.  

ACTION :  JOG’s research document – add to it, improve the format, put Willem’s piece just as an icon to 

select – Erika to do in new year 

ACTION: Seek local legal counsel pro bono assistance – municipal process, environmental, land claims 

Connie Lamble, Tom Byrne, Jansen, Ottawa courthouse, free legal clinics 

Justin Piché has access to law grad students who need volunteer hours, pro-bono – Jess says students 

are the best route. Kirk asks Jim to find local help. 

Kirk: we need them to be clear about what we need them to do. Brings up Gary Dyke: will treat  

province and prison like a developer. True claims? 

Jim: will be meeting on Saturday with a CAO – so he knows what can and can’t be done. Will ask about 

Dyke’s claims 

Erika: students vs. lawyers- ask lawyers first what we should get students to do 

 

1. Find private or surplus land that the Ministry could have selected but didn’t (despite it meeting 
their critieria) once they provide the listing.  

2/ Understand the Algonquin land claims to the proposed site and Burritt’s Rapids and 
determining why recent changes were made in October just after the announcement to the land 
claim document (two new entries for both Rapids and Kville) 

Amendment made in October on these two sites (182 acres, Burrtis). Why? 

3/ Engage provincial critics – get them working for us at a level beyond local   

Mai, Kirk and Jim have written critic Kevin Yarde. Jim wrote liberal leader John Fraser. No 
response yet either. 

John: secretary general – can we find out re: ecology, agriculture, what’s unique on this land? 
What species etc need protection and can halt the project? 

Mannie: Agrees. We should use sustainability argument. We could feed our entire community 
with those acres. 

Erika: as tourism rebuilds, we need to build it sustainability. We tried to attract people 
downtown, but prison will ruin it all. 

Mannie: Rural summit  - Jim wass onto something- great buzz 

4/ Coordinating an opinion poll that meets the predefined government requirements and will be 
seen as valid,  

5/ Securing expertise within our group and leveraging that in our future discussions etc.  
We are doing our best but it just can't be about local buzz and outcry, that absolutely is 
necessary but we have to  be strategic and run a parallel path. 
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 LEGAL 

 MEDIA 

 RECRUITMENT 

 RESEARCH 

 PETITION 

 SUBCOMMITTEE INVOLVEMENT 

 PROTESTS 

 FUNDRAISING 

 OTHERS? 

5a/ Solgen took all of our questions (prior to and during the engagement session) – when will 
we receive responses? Q&A’s? 

Use ATIP or FOI request(s) if necessary. Cheap way to get into and they notice – Jess will 
consult them. What’s most effective wording etc? It’s $5 per ATIP 

5b/ Recent workshop with Ottawa U grad students – “Lessons from campaigns to stop prison 
construction” 

Attended by Kirk for JOG - Kirk to finalize and send out notes 

Session was recorded (ZOOM) – Kirk will see if it can be shared with JOG 

Main points: 

 Examples of jail opposition that was successful 
 Leaflet campaigns and proper use 
 Petitions  
 Open letters – signed by businesses – google forms 
 Zap example – all electronic/all pre-populated – focus is MP, and elected officials 

with pick boxes – forces formal letters to be sent back 
 First-hand accounts from inmates about rehab, programming, systems etc. 
 Paper wrenching strategies 
 Speak to John Howard Society and E-Frye in areas of Windsor example (Southwest 

detention or Toronto South) – stories are horrific 
 Question the rhetoric and stats of the province 

6/ Do we want to partner with CAPP – YES – discuss with group 

Jess: let’s ride CAPP’s coat-tails. Community- we need to have a base representation. Let’s be 
allies with CAAP. 

Mannie: it is possible to remain as two separate identities.  

Erika- distribution of labour. Stay separate because not sure WHAT to do with the land, but just 
don’t want it there. 

Kirk: if you can attend the Dec. 8 session. Many people speaking, Paul Cormier. Not For Profit 
proposal to develop agri-research on the land 

6a/ CAPP website and December 8th public Information and Discussion Event – registration 
required – Kirk presenting on behalf of JOG 
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7/ Article about “realities of a prison” – status and when to publish?– Erika and Jess 

Jess: there is misconception about what jails are. Worked in corrections for over a decade. 
Parole officer and programing.  Confidentiality issues. Does not mind being anon. 
 
Erika: use notes from 2 meetings ago as jumping off point. Get outside reference that support 
what jess said. 
 
Kirk: there are other people on discussions page (one lady for 43 years?) They are opposed, 
vehemently. We should approach them. Katharine/Laura? Laurie? Kirk and others will check. 
 
 
8/ Politicial engagement  - NDP critic (Kevin Yarde) and MPP liberal opponent 
(Jfraser.mpp.co@liberal.ola.org   ) - get them engaged – Jim and Kirk 
 
8a/ Law school access exists through Justin. Law students to volunteer and explore viability and 
other aspects of the proposed correctional facility, due diligence, permits & zoning etc. We also 
need to seek local legal support and attempt to get some pro-bono help. 
 
9/ Challenge local govt. to find out who is part of “significant enthusiastic support”  for the 
proposed jail – what are their reasons/motives?  Who in the business community? Why have 
they not come forward? 

Kirk: knows of some businesses in town that think there will be an upturn in economics. They 
don’t want to affect their business. 

Petition in stores? Erika- valuable and invaluable advertising. M to ask contact, Steph. If 
interested in taking this up. But first, to write a good one. 

Petition? Mannie- wording is very important. –  

Erika and Jess- do we go with CAPP.  

Krik: want it recognized by provincial government. Sarah Silberto- reached out but haven’t heard 
back. What are the requirements? Can we meet them? 

10/ Protest at the plowing match in 2022.Put a pin in it. Revisit closer to date. 

11/ Brockville Recorder & Times article to come out soon (journalist Heddy – Jim, Kirk, Nancy, 
Paul Cormier etc.) J, K, P and Nancy were interviewed. She’s local, lives in Merrickville.  

12 / Hilary’s NGTimes article into the “the Star” by Torstar – they picked up the story. 

Mannie : Hillary also spoke to her re: vision on agriculture based use of Campus 

13/ CBC still running Kemptville jail article in current events online 
 
Kirk:  

We have done a ton of work in a short period of time and I'm quite sure that the province and 
our local government didn't think we would mobilize this quickly- but in my opinion what we have 
done so far with media, demonstration, articles, Facebook etc. is the low hanging fruit, it will get 
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increasingly more complex and possibly require fundraising, legal consultation, business case 
development, independent research etc.  Lots to do but it will need to be by committee, the 
numbers are on our side. 

Kirk: learned from Jim- just talk to people and see where they stand. 

Jim: we already have hooked into what we can. We’ve progressed naturally, “grassroots?” 
Thoughts: 1) don’t be impatient 2) don’t get too complex. Basic problem: this is a moral issue. 
Experts don’t count (?) or not as much. Jim goes back to initial arguments above. 

SolGen has all kinds of experts.  

We are concernd citizens. Stand up for your rights. 

We won’t beat them with expertise, we’ll beat them politically. Mr. Clark wants to be re-elected. 
Let officials know we won’t stand for it. 

Fundriaing- joggers JOG – rally, sell shirts 

Lawn signs –? (Mairéad)  

Mannie: John Barclay- Rural Affairs committee- she will make a virtual presentation to council.  

Jess: owns and runs organic farm, panel discussion at greenhouse. Main focus, female led 
farms. Offers Mannie names of other farmers. Mannie accepts. Joanne Tipler?  

Kirk: who owns the land next to site? – Jim: Jennifer Westendorp is close. Can we find out who 
it is? 
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UNCLASSIFIED - NON CLASSIFIÉ 

Good evening everyone, 

 

I hope everyone is doing as well as can be expected in these ongoing strange times. 

 

We haven’t had a JOG meeting for quite some time, however, I wanted to assure you that things are 

moving ahead on a number of fronts in our opposition to the jail. 

 

Below is a list of items that are currently in progress that I wanted to bring to your attention. 
 

1. Information/Engagement campaign - mass mailing/ door to door 

It is clear that there is still a great deal of community members who have been misinformed or don’t 

have the facts about the announcement by the provincial government to place the jail in Kemptville. 

Roughly 6000 residences in and around North Grenville will receive information to inform and myth-

bust. Drafts are in development for mass mail out and media platforms. 

 

2. JOG specific email address created     jail.opposition.group@gmail.com 

Please use and distribute this to your friends, neighbors and family or those that have questions, 

comments or wish to participate and join our efforts.  
 

3. Gofundme campaign   

Approximately $3K has been donated to date. Donations are for signage, postal costs for mass mail out 

and other opposition costs. 

 

4. JOG Fundraising  

The Gofundme campaign is a shared venture with CAPP and it has a shared purpose for the funds. In 

fact, I know there are a number of JOG members that have already contributed to the GoFundMe 

campaign which is great. With that said, JOG is interested in seeking contributions for some additional 

ventures in our opposition efforts and to supplement partner initiatives with CAPP and other opposition 

groups (ie. Save the Kemptville Land).  In particular, billboard manufacture and rental costs are 

approximately $2K. The GoFundMe campaign will contribute some $ toward this cost and other funding 

has been donated to cover approximately half of the overall total cost, so donations to JOG would go 

directly to cover the other half of this cost.  The donations can be made using a method of your choice 

(i.e. e-transfer) and the accounting of the donations to JOG will be maintained by a treasurer with 

multiple member oversight.  If you are interested in donating to JOG or know someone that would be, 

please have them contact me to get things rolling. 

 

5. JOG comprehensive mailing list   

JOG is building a comprehensive mailing list for future notifications. You will see a request posted on the 

JOG Facebook page in the coming days from Erika Cuccaro that will ask those interested to submit their 

email address to her privately for upcoming news, events and updates. 

 

6. Signage  

As we all continue to have limited mobility, it is a good opportunity to get signage out there. 

Quotations and build timing have been collected for lawn signage and other sign ideas including 
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UNCLASSIFIED - NON CLASSIFIÉ 

Billboard(s), car signs, mobile trailer displays (similar to those you see for store openings etc.), banners, 

radio advertising time and/or material costs for building large signs on private property etc.  A webinar is 

planned to brainstorm slogans, other signage ideas and to demonstrate how to build/create your own 

cost effective signs for your vehicle, home or yard. See bullet item below re: Zoom Webinar – May 6, 

2021. 

 

7. Petition - https://www.change.org/p/doug-ford-cancel-the-proposed-construction-of-a-

kemptville-jail 

The text within the change.org petition opposing the jail has been corrected and we need to promote 

this for signatures. It currently sits at just under 800 signatures. If you haven’t signed follow the link 

above and please do and please send it out to all your contacts for their consideration. 

 

8. Caravan  

Car caravan (by invitation only) in planning stage for after the stay-at-home order;  tentative date 

Saturday May 22nd, more details to follow. 

 

9. Freedom to Information request  

Solgen adamantly stated that they reviewed 100-130 properties before deciding that the Kemptville 

location was the only one that met all their criteria. We have challenged that statement and filed an 

Freedom to Information request. Our request was submitted November 27th, 2020, and Solgen still 

have not provided any information. It has been 152 days (108 business days) since our request. No 

reasons have been provided by SOLGEN as to why such as delay has been necessary. We plan to 

consider lodging a formal complaint upon receipt of whatever documentation to support their claims is 

provided. 

 
10. Zoom webinar  

CAPP will be holding a May 6th evening of information and sign-making – posting with details to be send 

out shortly. 

 

11. Dialogue underway with MPP Joel Harden (NDP) 

We are requesting that he  discuss this matter with your caucus colleagues and we are seeking a 

meeting with him virtually for the time being or in person once the public health orders are loosened. 

 

12. JOG and CAPP meeting/demonstration with Steve Clark 

  

Date to be determined after stay at home order concludes. 

 

13. CAPP Public Forum (spring) – Land uses  

 

Date to be determined after stay at home order concludes. 

 

14. Demonstration at the proposed jail site (spring)  

 

Date to be determined after stay at home order concludes. 
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Court File No. DC 22-2731 
 

ONTARIO 
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE 

(DIVISIONAL COURT) 
 
BETWEEN: 
 

VICTOR LACHANCE and 
KIRK ALBERT 

Applicants 
– and – 

 
SOLICITOR GENERAL OF ONTARIO and  

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF ONTARIO 
Respondents 

 
 

AFFIDAVIT OF VICTOR LACHANCE 
(Affirmed December 15, 2022) 

 
 

I, Victor Lachance, of the Municipality of North Grenville, in the Province of Ontario, SOLEMLY 

AFFIRM AS FOLLOWS: 

Backdrop 

1. I have been a resident of a development known as Country Walk located in Kemptville, in 

the Municipality of North Grenville (“NG”), since moving to Kemptville from Ottawa in June 

2018. 

2. I retired in 2011 from a career in public health, in sport ethics and as a management 

consultant. Shortly after my retirement, I joined a team assembled by the Community Foundations 

of Canada to create a community engagement program and to subsequently establish a charitable 

foundation for Rideau Hall over the course of 2012-2013. 
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3. I am a member of an unincorporated grassroots community organisation known as the 

Coalition Against the Proposed Prison (“CAPP”) and have been since November 2020. I joined 

the group in order to help provide on online platform and database where residents of NG could 

obtain information, pertinent research, expert opinions and answers to their various questions 

regarding the Province’s plans to build a correctional facility on farmland located in Kemptville. 

The ultimate goal was to empower community members to develop informed opinions about the 

Province’s proposed jail project. 

A two-year battle for promised transparency, dialogue, and accountability 

4. When the Province announced, on August 27, 2020, that it had decided, at some 

undisclosed earlier date, to build a new correctional facility in Kemptville, I had been President of 

the Country Walk Community Association (“CWCA”) for 22 months. Because of a lack of 

information about the proposed jail, and my leadership role in the community, many members of 

the CWCA turned to me to see whether I could find out more about the government’s plans and 

share those findings with the broader community. 

5. My first step was to reach out to our local elected officials and request a meeting with the 

NG Mayor, Nancy Peckford. A telephone meeting with the Mayor took place on October 9th, 2020, 

and was also attended by the Deputy Mayor, Jim McManaman. During our discussion the Mayor 

and Deputy Mayor both confirmed their earlier public statements to the effect that the 

announcement had been a complete surprise to them, and that neither they personally – nor the 

municipality of NG – had been consulted at all prior to the Province’s announcement. 

6. While both the Mayor and the Deputy Mayor stated that they did not have any specific 

information or answers to provide to any of the questions I put to them regarding the Province’s 
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proposed correctional facility, they shared with me what the Province had told them up to this 

point: the gist of the Province’s position was to the effect that the Province considered the proposed 

jail to represent a benefit to the municipality. 

7. The Mayor and Deputy Mayor also indicated to me that they felt there was nothing they, 

nor the municipality, could do about the situation. Their stated position was that, as local 

representatives, they would therefore try to make the best of the situation. At that moment in time, 

I had no reason to doubt their statements regarding the Province’s ability to do as it planned, and 

relied on this information in my subsequent communications with community members and in 

making my own decisions regarding my involvement with the issue. 

8. Immediately following the August 27, 2020, announcement, I learned that a group of NG 

residents, headed by former municipal councillor Jim Bertram, had formed the Jail Opposition 

Group (“JOG”), another unincorporated grassroots community organization. JOG began to hold 

public protests about the lack of consultation concerning the proposed prison. I believe the first I 

attended was on November 7, 2020  

9. Two months after the announcement, on October 30th, the Ministry of the Solicitor General 

(“SolGen”) held a “by invitation only” stakeholder information session. I was not invited to the 

session, but the meeting was recorded (audio only) and I was able to listen to the recording shortly 

after the session took place. This recording was fairly widely circulated within the growing circles 

of concerned Kemptville citizens. My personal assessment of the stakeholder session, based on the 

absence of detailed information, was that there was no real plan for how the site would be 

developed – or at least not yet. It was disconcerting to note how few answers were given by 
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officials from SolGen and other provincial government departments or agencies to the participants’ 

numerous questions. 

10. Despite the dearth of detailed information, several representations and commitments were 

made to the assembled stakeholders by Ali Veshkini, Associate Deputy Minister from SolGen, and 

by Minister Steve Clark, our local MPP, in response to the concerns that were being voiced. 

11. The first significant commitment that was made by Mr. Veshkini was that the stakeholder 

meeting marked “the beginning of a journey” or “the beginning of our dialogue” with the local 

community as a whole, a comment that was then repeated at least five more times by Mr. Veshkini. 

For his part, Mr. Clark echoed this representation that the meeting marked the start of a fulsome 

dialogue with residents and stakeholders, declaring that he “would love to have a meeting like this 

every month.” 

12. The second significant commitment or representation made by provincial officials was that 

the dialogue would be “transparent”. This representation of future transparency – using this exact 

word – was made no fewer than eight times by Mr. Veshkini, and repeated by Angelo Gismondi, 

Senior Vice-President at Infrastructure Ontario, and Daryl Pitfield, Assistant Deputy Minister, 

Institution Services at SolGen. 

13. The third significant commitment, in my view, was made in response to concerns regarding 

the potential impacts of the proposed correctional facility on key local institutions: our local 

hospital’s resources, local police resources, community safety, etc. Mr. Veshkini replied that 

broader community engagement would begin in November 2020 and that, at that time, the 

Province would begin creating various committees with members of the community to address 

various aspects of the facility. Committees on healthcare, security, and the community benefits of 
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the facility, were expressly given by Mr. Veshkini as three examples of liaison committees or 

working groups that would soon be established. (A compilation of relevant quotes from the 

October 2020 session and subsequent public sessions can be found at Exhibit A.) 

14. In the wake of the October 30, 2020, stakeholder session, and after initial email attempts 

at obtaining information from Minister Clark were not successful, CAPP founder Colleen Lynas 

and I sought out and contacted individuals with expertise in the field of correctional facilities who 

might contribute answers to our questions that were not yet forthcoming from the Province. These 

experts included Justin Piché, Associate Professor of Criminology, University of Ottawa, Aaron 

Doyle, Associate Professor, Department of Sociology and Anthropology, Carleton University, 

Marie-Thérèse Vousinos, Agrologist, Paul Cormier, Chairman, RANA Development, Kim 

Beaudin, Vice-Chair of the Congress of Aboriginal Peoples and Bryonie Baxter, former Executive 

Director of the Elizabeth Fry Society of Ottawa. They advised us that they had serious doubts 

concerning the Province’s claims that the proposed jail would bring economic benefits to the 

community. In fact, their opinion was to the effect that correctional facilities essentially never 

benefit their surroundings, in particular when they are located in small communities such as 

Kemptville. 

15. Concerned with what I was learning, I requested another meeting with Mayor Peckford. 

This meeting was held in person on November 11, 2020. In attendance were CAPP member 

Colleen Lynas, Mayor Peckford, Deputy Mayor McManaman, the municipality’s Chief 

Administrative Officer (“CAO”), Gary Dyke, and me. 

16. Given the absence of any concrete evidence, during SolGen’s stakeholder session, that the 

project would indeed bring economic benefits to NG, I specifically challenged the Mayor on her 

129



6 
 

repetition of the Province’s claims of economic and other purported benefits of the proposed jail. 

The CAO intervened to state that the current municipal zoning of the property could be interpreted 

as allowing for a jail, and that in any event, efforts to resist the Province’s plan would be a fruitless 

and costly exercise. The CAO also indicated that the municipality’s hope was to save existing farm 

buildings on the proposed site by having the jail placed closer to the north end of the property. 

However, as the CAO noted, the northern portion of the property is a floodplain and influencing 

the exact location of the facility might prove difficult. The Mayor and Deputy Mayor indicated 

that they accepted the advice the CAO was providing to them. 

17. Over the course of November and December 2020, I helped CAPP develop an information 

database to complement the work of JOG. This tool was designed with two principal purposes in 

mind. First, it acts as a broader means of engaging experts, responding to concerned residents, and 

identifying sources of objective, credible information. Second, the tool promotes collaborative 

activities to gather information, to express residents’ concerns and to develop information 

materials specifically intended for the general public. 

18. On November 26, 2020, SolGen convened a broader online public engagement session 

which I attended. SolGen had asked interested participants to submit any question they might have 

prior to the event, presumably because this would give provincial officials time to prepare 

responses worthy of their commitments to a transparent dialogue. Like many participants, I 

prepared and submitted a list of questions. The questions I submitted in advance to SolGen can be 

found at Exhibit B. I have also seen the questions submitted by Colleen Lynas and Colin Creasy 

as they were shared with me by these CAPP members. Both these lists are found at Exhibit C. 
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19. As the public engagement session unfolded, it again became clear to me that even though 

questions had been sent in advance of the public meeting, SolGen staff did not have answers to the 

vast majority of the questions they had received or that were being put to them during the public 

engagement session. The answers that were provided were not very detailed, often referred to 

general circumstances or other similar projects, and lacked specificity to the situation in 

Kemptville. 

20. On the specific issue of the potential economic benefits to the Kemptville community, there 

was essentially no evidence provided to support the Province’s claims that our community would 

reap any benefits from this facility. And while the session was described as an engagement session 

and/or consultation, I would characterize it more as a unidirectional presentation rather than a true 

consultation or iterative process. 

21.  When officials were questioned as to how or why the Kemptville site had been selected, 

participants in the November 2020 session were told that the province had looked at over 100 sites 

in its search for an appropriate location for an “eastern Ontario complex”. Officials simply stated, 

in general terms, that Kemptville was found to be the most suitable site that had been considered. 

None of the other sites considered were mentioned, nor were the specific selection criteria used by 

SolGen. 

22. Provincial official further justified the choice of Kemptville on the grounds that there 

would be no land acquisition cost to the Province since it still owned this part of the former 

Kemptville Agricultural College. It would appear that this statement was false as the Province now 

claims that if our Application for Judicial Review will proceed, the single largest financial impact 

will be the funds expended to acquire the property. 
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23. This session did nothing to calm my suspicions and earlier concerns that we were dealing 

with a political announcement without a fully formulated plan. There was certainly no concrete 

explanation regarding how the province had arrived at the decision to build the facility in 

Kemptville specifically. Officials did, however, repeat their commitment to answering the 

questions they had received as part of their follow-up work to the November 2020 public 

engagement session. 

24. In the months that followed the November 2020 session, I found myself, along with many 

residents of North Grenville with whom I was in regular contact, waiting for SolGen to fulfill its 

promise of transparency. My expectation was that the response to the questions SolGen had 

solicited prior to the November 2020 engagement session – as well as the questions they collected 

during and received after that session – would shed light on the process that had led to the selection 

of the Kemptville site. 

25. Members of CAPP and JOG eagerly awaited the answers and information promised as this 

would allow them to assess, for themselves, the Province’s rationale and, hopefully, find ways of 

holding the Province to a certain degree of public accountability. 

26. This was particularly important as the Province’ selection of Kemptville was coming after 

it had previously announced plans, in May 2017, to build the new facility in Ottawa. These plans 

had been abandoned when the Kemptville site was announced. Why was a new prison built on 

designated farmland in Kemptville now preferable to constructing a replacement facility in 

Ottawa? Why had the Ottawa site been abandoned and could we, in Kemptville, hope for a similar 

reconsideration? These were pressing questions for me and other CAPP and JOG members. 
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27. In parallel, I was also eagerly awaiting news of the creation of the various issue-specific 

working committees the Province had promised as these would help address the most significant 

concerns expressed at both the October and November 2020 sessions. If it turned out that, despite 

the growing community objections, we had to conclude that the jail was indeed a “done deal” at 

some point in the future, these committees might provide means of mitigating some of the 

repercussions of the project on the community and its resources. 

28. Although engaged citizens were waiting for the Province to fulfill its commitments, this 

was anything but a “wait and see” period. In the absence of answers to residents’ questions, I, like 

several other residents, became very active in organizing or participating in activities to express 

opposition to the proposal. 

29. I continued to actively reach out to experts and explore available research to better 

understand the circumstances under which the Province had developed its plan to locate the 

“Greater Ottawa Correctional Facility” in Kemptville, and to share this information via the CAPP 

website and contact list. (The facility has since been renamed the “Eastern Ontario Correctional 

Complex”.) 

30. I led the organising and hosting of three public information sessions for residents of North 

Grenville in late 2020 and early 2021. As a member of CAPP, I participated in a number of 

activities, such as sending letters to various officials, writing op-ed articles for the local weekly 

paper, organizing public rallies, developing informational videos, participating in the 

Municipality’s Strategic Plan development session which was directly affected by the Province’s 

announcement, and participating in the Municipality’s “Local Green” initiative related to the 

proposed jail site. 

133



10 
 

31. In February of 2021, I requested the opportunity to make a presentation at an upcoming 

Municipal Council meeting scheduled for March 23, 2021. At CAPP’s and JOG’s insistence, the 

original delegation was expanded to include others who wished to express their concerns and ask 

questions about the proposed prison. In the end the Municipal Council decided to turn the March 

23, 2021, meeting into a “town hall” event for the public in general. Unfortunately, in my view, 

Municipal Council also decided that members of Council would simply listen to the concerns and 

questions, but not attempt to answer any of them. This, in my view, inevitably led to a diminishing 

level of trust in the Municipal Council’s ability or willingness to represent the residents’ concerns 

regarding the proposed facility to provincial officials. 

32. I subsequently requested permission to organize another delegation to Municipal Council. 

This time, the purpose was specifically focused on accountability. Members of Council would go 

on the record and state their position with respect to the proposed facility, and to have them answer 

questions with respect to the most pressing community concerns. The delegation was invited to 

attend the June 22, 2021, meeting of NG Municipal Council. 

33. Members of Council did try to answer questions during the meeting, but in the absence of 

any new information from the province, local elected officials simply repeated what provincial 

representatives had presented eight or nine months earlier, in the October and November 2020 

sessions. As for their individual position on the Province’s plans, all Members of Council stated 

that while they did not like the proposed prison, they would not oppose it as there were no grounds 

to do so – essentially relying on the advice provided by the CAO to that effect. Council collectively 

reiterated that it would only object to the proposed facility if NG taxpayers were faced with having 

to bear any direct costs related to the prison. 
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34. At the same time as coordinating the delegation for the June 22, 2021 meeting of Council, 

I was also actively involved in soliciting financial contributions through a GoFundMe campaign 

to cover the cost of information materials, including a tri-fold flyer that was sent on June 14, 2021 

to over 6,400 North Grenville residents via Canada Post, as well as funding 50,000 Google 

advertisements via Canada Post targeting local residents.  

35. While JOG and CAPP developed independently, with somewhat different approaches to 

the jail issue, both organizations shared information and collaborated on a number of local 

initiatives, such as information distribution, and on trying to obtain information from SolGen and 

IO, beyond the broad overview and jail design considerations that were contained in the 

government’s PowerPoint presentations to date. As a result, over the course of 2021, CAPP and 

JOG agreed to blend their mailing/membership lists, and Kirk Albert, the other Applicant in these 

proceedings, has since attended and contributed to CAPP’s regular online meetings, which I co-

chaired with Colleen Lynas, another resident of Kemptville and founder of CAPP. 

36. It took the Province a full year, from November 2020 to November 2021, to reconvene the 

community. In the intervening period, I personally participated in some 74 events or activities in 

opposition to the prison proposal, an average of three every fortnight. A complete list of all my 

activities, from the August 27, 2020, announcement to the filing of the Application for Judicial 

Review, can be found at Exhibit D to this affidavit. 

37. SolGen’s second public engagement session was therefore held November 17, 2021. Once 

again, provincial officials asked that interested persons send in questions in advance. Having never 

received answers to the list I had sent a year earlier, I simply resent the same list of questions. 
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38. As this session was unfolding – only the second interaction of any kind between the 

Province and the community since the August, 27 2020 announcement – it became evident that 

almost none of the solicited, collected and received questions would be answered. Our MPP, 

Minister Clark, who was part of the announcement in August 2020, noted the lack of answers, and 

called on SolGen and IO to provide “specific answers”. (Further details on the various statements 

made during the November 2021 session can be found in Exhibit A). 

39. More troubling to me was the fact that some facts presented a year earlier were now being 

contradicted. Notably, during the November 17, 2021, session, participants were told that the 

Province had, in fact, looked at only 38 possible locations – not the 100 or so stated in 2020 – and 

had whittled that list down to a shortlist of five or six, which included the Kemptville site ultimately 

selected. 

40. When, in wake of the November 2021 session, it seemed that our own MPP, who was also 

Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing, was himself struggling to get “specific answers”,  and 

that the Municipal Council was also unable to get the information they needed with respect to the 

prison plan and its impacts on the community, the CAPP team began discussing turning to 

Freedom of Information (FOI) requests to obtain information about the province’s selection 

process and due diligence activities that SolGen Ministry staff had indicated were already 

completed, but were apparently not prepared to share with the community, despite their 

commitments to a transparent and ongoing dialogue. 

41. As I and other CAPP members were still focused on our goal of understanding how the 

decision to build on Kemptville farmland had been made in order to present cogent arguments in 
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opposition and attempt to have the decision reversed, as it had been in Ottawa, it seemed like the 

next logical step at ascertaining what we were up against was to turn to the FOI process. 

42. The first person to submit a FOI request was Lisa Gallant who filed the day after the 

original November 2020 session. Although Ms. Gallant was not affiliated with CAPP or JOG, she 

was – and continues to be – very concerned about how the Kemptville farmland had been selected, 

in part because of her background in public real estate projects. Her FOI therefore focused on the 

selection process itself and Ms. Gallant kept CAPP and JOG members informed of the progress of 

her FOI request. An initial release in June 2021 had raised more questions than provided answers 

but Ms. Gallant had appealed the release and we were hopeful that more information would come 

on this specific issue. 

43. Building on the efforts of Ms. Gallant, other topics for FOIs were identified and various 

individuals took on the task of filing a total of 14 applications during the first months of 2022. I 

personally submitted three FOI requests in February 2022 to the three school boards operating in 

NG, asking for any correspondence, meetings, and any further discussions with SolGen. None of 

the first responses received provided any new or substantial information about any records relevant 

to the proposed prison. I decided to appeal one of the responses, a process that is still ongoing. I 

also participated in meetings with other residents who had submitted FOIs, who were slowly 

working their way through the process, with similar results to my own applications. 

44. In parallel to the FOI strategy to find out why and how the Province had made its decision, 

my focus also started to turn to the upcoming provincial general election, slated to take place on 

June 2, 2022. In February 2022, I began to contact the provincial opposition parties to obtain their 

position on the proposed jail. 
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45. Over the course of several months, we were able to obtain on-the-record commitments on 

the part of all three major opposition parties (Liberals, NDP, and Greens) to either pause or cancel 

the proposed jail plan, especially in light of the lack of consultation prior to the announcement and 

the lack of information released by the province. 

46. It is noteworthy that, in the context of the provincial election, our own MPP’s attempted to 

use Elections Ontario to have CAPP and JOG muzzled. Mr. Clark filed complaints with Elections 

Ontario on September 15, 2021, seeking to have the two organizations considered “third parties” 

and thereby prevent CAPP and JOG from providing non-partisan materials to the residents of NG 

concerning the proposed jail. Elections Ontario quickly determined that CAPP and JOG’s activities 

did not constitute “third parties” activity subject to any restrictions. 

47. When the previous provincial government was re-elected in June 2022, CAPP and JOG 

reassessed the feasibility of making any progress in addressing NG residents’ concerns about the 

proposed jail by getting the political decision-makers to reverse course. In addition, although the 

Province had still supplied practically no information regarding how or why the Kemptville 

farmland site had been chosen, information obtained through a second release to Ms. Gallant’s 

FOI in April 2022 raised other concerns. 

48. The information provided through the Gallant FOI revealed the fact that the Kemptville 

site had been identified as early as 2017 as a candidate location for a prison. The information also 

indicated that SolGen had used internal government processes to put a “hold’ on the land held by 

ARIO (the Agricultural Research Institute of Ontario) for that purpose in 2019, essentially asking 

ARIO to keep the land and to make it available to SolGen if needed. None of these facts were ever 

communicated to us by the Province in any of the meetings or email exchanges. 
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49. By June 2022, not knowing when the decision had been made, nor how fast the Province 

was proceeding, CAPP and JOG became deeply concerned that we were being stonewalled by the 

Province and that we would wake up, one day, to a “fait accompli” with bulldozers digging up the 

designated farmland or tearing down the farm buildings on the site. In the absence of any 

transparency or communication by the Province, faced with a decision that seemed to have been 

taken potentially years before it was announced, we turned to consider legal action as our last 

resort. 

50. In the wake of the provincial elections, CAPP and JOG briefly looked into the possibility 

of seeking an injunction to pause the process until such time as all of the information pertaining to 

the selection of Kemptville over other sites was made available to the residents of NG, and to our 

Municipal Council. 

51. In the course of exploring this option, we were advised to consider the possibility of a 

Judicial Review that would more directly speak to the lack of consultation prior to the original 

announcement, the inability to get information, and the government’s lack of adherence to certain 

provisions of the Planning Act, including the relevant provincial policy statement and the local 

official plan. 

52. Since neither CAPP nor JOG are incorporated entities, the decision was made by Kirk 

Albert and myself to be co-applicants in the Judicial Review application. 

53. It is fair to say that one of the mistakes I made was believing and trusting SolGen and IO’s 

commitments. 
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Timing of the Judicial Review Application 

54. As evidenced by Exhibit D, along with other CAPP and JOG members, I have worked 

tirelessly to get the information residents need to make informed decisions about the proposed jail 

ever since the August 2020 announcement. This work has included actively engaging with the 

media at the local, regional, and provincial level to ensure that our continued opposition to the 

proposed jail remained in view of residents and officials. The archives compiled by CAPP and 

JOG now hold some 300 instances of media coverage. The majority of these can be found on the 

CAPP website (on this page: https://www.coalitionagainstproposedprison.ca/news-events) and a 

representative sample can be found at Exhibit E. 

55. While SolGen staff initially promised complete transparency and accountability in their 

October 2020 Stakeholder Session and again in the November 2020 Engagement Session, follow-

up email requests for answers were either ignored or left unanswered. We nevertheless patiently 

waited for answers and for the creation of the issue-specific committees we were promised, 

continuously voicing our concerns in a number of ways. 

56. When a second engagement session was announced a year later, in November 2021, it was 

shocking to see that it was equally bereft of any substantive information or specific answers to 

residents’ questions.  

57. During this period, I also relied on Municipal Council’s advice to the effect that there was 

nothing to be done to legally or otherwise oppose the project. Instead, I worked cooperatively on 

the early promises to represent residents’ concerns to the province, to get information they and we 

needed to make informed decisions, and to oppose the plan if it entailed costs to NG taxpayers. I 

initially worked with the Municipal Council to help get the needed information. However, by the 
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time the June 2022 provincial elections came about, it became clear that the Municipal Council 

was not going to oppose the prison plan, even in the face of costs to NG taxpayers, and even if 

Council itself had not received any of the detailed answers it had originally sought or commitments 

it was still seeking. 

58. After the November 2021 SolGen engagement session, I and others began a systematic 

campaign to use Freedom of Information requests to obtain information and answers concerning 

the proposed prison. These efforts were not successful either. It was also easy to see that the 

province’s non-responses and/or drawn-out FOI responses amounted to what many began to refer 

as stonewalling on the part of government officials. Based on responses to various appeals, that 

stonewalling continues to this day. 

59. Since the provincial government had held out the hope of transparency and public 

accountability, we continued, in the public interest, to try to get information through open letters 

to provincial Ministers, through emails and letters, through FOIs and through our MPP who had 

promised during the November 2021 SolGen Engagement Session, and subsequently in the 

Legislature itself, that he would meet with the residents of North Grenville to answer questions, 

particularly with respect to purported benefits and alternative uses of the land to promote 

community safety and economic benefits. This meeting never took place. 

60. When we learned that the decision process may have started back in 2017, that a hold had 

been placed on the land in 2019, and found, through a land registry search in June 2022 that the 

Ministry of Agriculture had moved forward with the process of transferring the proposed site to 

the Ministry of the Solicitor General, we felt that there was little option but to initially explore the 

possibility of an injunction, and ultimately determine that a Judicial Review process was seemingly 
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the only remaining option to address the concerns of North Grenville residents with respect to the 

proposed jail. 

61. It has taken two years to this point, but this has been the pace set by the province since their 

announcement in August 2020. I believe that we were reasonable in believing and trusting the 

province’s promises of transparency and accountability. I believe we were equally reasonable, 

when we believed and trusted our Municipal Council’s statements about the absence of legal 

recourses and that they would represent residents’ concern and questions. We tried, unsuccessfully, 

to use the route of FOIs to obtain information the province had previously indicated existed, which 

has been drawn out over time by the province. And we also had the opportunity of an election that, 

based on the support we obtained from all the opposition parties, might have changed the 

government’s view of the proposed prison project. In the end we were left with the option of a 

judicial review as a last resort. 

62. I have spent the last two years on an ongoing and extensive number of activities as 

described in Exhibit D. I organised, contributed to, or attended at least 117 activities over the two 

years leading up to the application for a judicial review of the province’s plan to build a prison in 

Kemptville. Since many if not most of these activities required many hours of preparation and 

planning, it is fair to say that I worked continuously on the prison issue every week in one way or 

another from October 2020 to August 2022. I undertook this work knowing that it would be a long 

battle since, in the case of the Ottawa Carleton Detention Centre announcement that had been made 

in 2017, it had taken three years for the Province to reconsider the proposal and abandon it. 

63. At no time in this process have I had any personal financial interest in the matter. In fact, 

my spouse and I have used our own money to set up the CAPP website, to help pay for FOI requests 

142



143
19 -

and to produce/distribute information material to the residents of NG. My property will not be 

affected by the proposed jail, other than that which will negatively affect Kemptville as a whole. I 

do not stand to personally benefit in any way if the government's proposed prison project ends. 

AFFIRMED remotely by Victor Lachance stated ) 
as being located in the Municipality of North ) 
Grenville in the Province of Ontario, before me ) 
at the City of Ottawa in the Province of Ontario, ) 
on December 15, 2022 in accordance with 0. ) 

. Reg 431/20, Administering Oath or Declaration ) 
Remotely. ) 

!If r:t-a l 
Commissioner of Oaths ( or as may be) ) 

. VICTOR LACHANCE 
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VICTOR LACHANCE AFFIDAVIT – EXHIBIT A 

This exhibit contains quotes form provincial officials about promises of transparency, public 
accountability, the holding of engagement sessions and creating committees, on answering questions,  
and on the prison project being a journey as opposed to a one-time decision. 

Names of those quoted 

Ali Veshkini, Associate Deputy Minister, SOLGEN 
Daryl Pitfield, Assistant Deputy Minister , Institution Services, SOLGEN 
Maria Duran-Schneider, Chief Administrative Officer/Assistant Deputy Minister, SOLGEN 
Angelo Gismondi, Senior Vice President, Infrastructure Ontario 
Rob Bauman, Project Lead. Institutional Services 
Daniel Archambault, Facilitator 
 

ON HOLDING ENGAGEMENT OR CONSULTATION SESSIONS  (10 quotes) 

1. I’m glad that we’ve got this first meeting kicked off and I’m looking forward to many other meetings 
and engagements. I think this is going be the key to this process, that people feel that they’re being 
listened to, and that I’m going to continue pushing you, your ministry and the minister on this in the 
future. So thanks for setting this up.  - Steve Clark Oct 30, 2020 
 

2. I would love to have a meeting like this every month. I think it’s very important that the community 
has an opportunity to express its opinion, and to have its questions answered.  –Steve Clark Oct 30, 
2020 
 

3. Tonight's meeting  gave a lot of local voices the opportunity to put some concerns, some questions, 
some comments forward ,and I'm going to continue to make sure that those local voices are heard 
throughout this process – Steve Clark Oct 30, 2020 
 

4. We’re going to be doing more engagements in November to launch this, and that’s when we start 
…to build different committees for different aspects of the facility. So healthcare would be one 
committee…. we’ll have security, we’ll have community benefits as well.  – Ali Veshkini, Oct 30, 
2020 [No such committees were ever established] 
 

5. …Now the arrow at the bottom is really important to us because that's about the ongoing 
engagement [that] spans the life cycle of this project  Ali, Nov 26, 2020 (18:01) 
 

6. We want to make sure that there's ongoing public engagement throughout the project,  that it's 
iterative, that we're making sure that we're hearing from our partners, that we're hearing from 
local [residents]  Ali, Nov 26, 2020 
 

145



7. If what the group wants is to have a meeting with me in Kemptville, then then let's just do it. Let's 
just have the meeting and we can let them continue with the session tonight. – Steve Clark, Nov 
17, 2021 
 

8. And then I will work with you because I'm at Queen's Park. I communicated with to you and to the 
other organizations that the house is sitting and I'm here. So rather than belabour the meeting, I 
will commit to you that we'll have a meeting in the municipality. – Steve Clark, Nov 17, 2021 
 

9. I wasn't expecting to have so many questions tonight … and I want to assure everyone tonight that 
the reason I pushed so hard to have this meeting tonight was I felt there needed to be some 
answers. – Steve Clark Nov 17, 2021 
 

10. As I believe Mr. Clarke [said], we already recognize that those certain discussions should be taken, 
and he's committed that he'll have that discussion with a group of the citizens moving forward.  – 
Ali Veshkini, Nov 17, 2021 

ON ANSWERING QUESTIONS  (11 quotes) 

1. I want to stress that were here to keep you in the loop Minister Clark, so please reach out any time. 
–Peter Copeland Oct 30, 2020 
 

2. I’ll continue to push the Ministry [SolGen] to make sure that this community is reflected in 
whatever final decisions are made around the site. – Steve Clark Oct 30, 2020   
 

3. I just want to thank the Solicitor General's Office for tonight's engagement. I think I was encouraged 
by some of the comments that were made about the issue that I have … [which is]  that level of 
specificity that I think people are looking for.  - Steve Clark Nov 17, 2021 
 

4. I think the faster we can get the answers, the more specifics, better specifics, on some of those 
issues that residents have asked for the last 15 months, the better off we are. – Steve Clark Nov 17,  
 

5. So I just I want to reiterate that we need a higher degree of specifics moving forward …and I'll keep 
taking notes from some of the questions. – Steve Clark Nov 17, 2021 
 

6. There was a “MY KEMPTVILLE  Now” story today about  Mayor Peckford’s letter  to the Solicitor-
General outlining some longstanding questions that the community has asked. … I think that's a 
very important piece to be able to provide that certainty to the municipality. – Steve Clark Nov 17,  
 

7. I think you heard me at the start of this call. I think there are some legitimate concerns that people 
need to have answered in the community. – Steve Clark Nov 17, 2021 
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8. I think you need to do your due diligence. These are valid concerns people are raising and we need 
to have some certainty in the community regarding [policing] costs – Steve Clark, Nov 17 2021 
 

9. Thanks for the [questions].  I'm committed to have those conversations. As I said at the start of the 
process, I want to make sure that that those community concerns are addressed….So,  I remain 
committed to working with the community on some of the challenges and some legitimate 
concerns that [they have]. – Steve Clark, Nov 17, 2021 
 

10. Will you commit to answering [questions] in real time? By that, I mean, not in a year's time or in a 
future engagement. When people send you emails, will you commit to answering the questions 
right away? – Victor Lachance, Nov 17, 2021  Ali’s response – yes, absolutely. 
 

11. I've taken copious notes to provide answers and continue to advocate to the Ministry of Solicitor-
General and the other ministries to provide the answers.  – Steve Clark, Nov 17 2021   
 

ON TRANSPARENCY (20 quotes) 

1. I want to thank her Worship and MPP Steve Clark for keeping us transparent and honest  - Ali 
Veshkini Oct 30, 2020 
 

2. I want to thank her Worship and MMP Steve Clark for continuing to work with our Minister’s 
office, Minister Jones, to see what we can do to help accommodate, to continue to be 
transparent.   - Ali Veshkini Oct 30, 2020 
 

3. Transparency is key for us, full transparency whenever we are building. – Ali Veshkini Oct 30, 
2020 
 

4. Our goal is to be transparent, to have fruitful discussions, have those opinions, take those 
opinions and act on those opinions as much as possible.  that’s our goal through this journey.  – 
Ali Veshkini Oct 30, 2020  
 

5. We had [selection] criteria and it's transparent that [the proposed site] met the majority of 
those criteria. – Ali Veshkini Oct 30, 2020  (1:50) [Later FOI information showed otherwise] 
 

6. We’re not always going to have a meeting of the minds but that’s okay as long as we’re 
transparent and were providing information and were having that dialogue and we’re bringing 
those committees together and those engagements together to have those fruitful discussions. 
– Ali, Oct 30, 2020 
 

7. A key message for us at Infrastructure Ontario is that … we have been fairly successful with 
delivering these projects in an open, transparent way …. Angelo Gismondi Oct 30, 2020 
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8. [On communications with and involvement of the Ombudsman’s office]…. I think we’ve come a 
long ways in those biweekly meetings that have been very productive with [the Ombudsman’s 
Office], [Community Services -probation and parole offices], as well as [Institutional Services], 
our operational support division, we’re all on the same page and that constant clear transparent 
communication level is making things much better. – Daryl  Oct 30, 2020 
 

9. The more transparency and the more dialogue we have the better. – Ali Veshkini Oct 30, 2020 
 

10. Hopefully you saw that we’re trying to be as transparent as possible …  so that’s how we’re 
going to continue this relationship. – Ali Veshkini  Oct 30, 2020 
 

11. I appreciate you holding us accountable you know that’s something that we like. Ali Oct 30, 
2020 
 

12. [Thank you] your Worship, thank you Minister [Steve Clark], for Minister Jones, to make sure 
that we're continuing with the engagements and  being transparent. Ali, Nov 26, 2020 
(wrapping up) 
 

13. This is continuing our journey in terms of engagement and transparency – Ali Veshkini  Nov 17, 
2021 
 

14. The agency’s transparency has been very important for Minister Clark, our Minister Jones and 
Mayor Peckford as well, so we’ll  continue with these engagements again – Ali Veshkini  Nov 17, 
2021 
 

15. When we know something,  we want to be transparent and disclose, when we don’t know 
something we will find it out, or if we don’t know something at this point and won’t know for 
you know six months or a year from now we also want to make that clear as well. So for us 
transparency is always key throughout this process. …. Ali Veshkini, Nov 17, 2021 
 

16. Our agency’s transparency has been very important for Minister Clark, our Minister Jones and 
Mayor Peckford as well, so we will continue with these engagements again. – Ali Veshkini  Nov 
17, 2021 
 

17. Can you explain why so much discussion about transparency has been conveyed both last 
November and this November, but we had to file a Freedom of Information request to get 
accurate numbers regarding the number of properties that were assessed?  Kirk Albert question 
Nov 17, 2021 [Ali ‘s response did not address the transparency comment nor  the need for 
residents to resort to FOIs to get information/answers] 
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18. Why did the Kemptville site not get disqualified? Kirk Albert question Nov 17, 2021 
[Ali ‘s response did not address this question] 
 

19. But if we get to that point (policing costs) … we will work with the municipality, but we want to 
make sure that we…. we're transparent about using that [estimate of policing service calls] – Ali 
Nov 17, 2021 
 

20. When you say that all there are 50 to 100 calls for [policing] services a year {in another prison], 
that is not totally transparent. Not everyone, I think, understands that not all calls for service are 
billed at the same rate. Because I'm concerned about the money [taxpayers will pay].  Don 
Sherritt comment Nov 17, 2021 
 

ON THE PRISON PROJECT BEING A JOURNEY (15 quotes) 

1. This facility won’t be built for another six, seven years and so … by the time we get to 
operationalizing this building in six, seven years were much farther along on that journey.  – Ali 
Oct 30, 2020 
 

2. In terms of engagement, engagement for us is a journey it’s not a one-time thing, it’s not a one-
time occurrence that we’re having here. – Ali Oct 30, 2020 
 

3. It’s the beginning of our journey. It’s the beginning of our dialogue.  - Ali Veshkini  Oct 30, 2020 
 

4. This facility won’t be built for another six, seven years and so were hopeful that by the time we 
get to operationalizing this building in six, seven years were much farther along on that journey.  
– Ali Oct 30, 2020 
 

5. It’s the beginning of our journey. It’s the beginning of our dialogue. -  Ali, Oct 30, 2020 
 

6. Our goal is to be transparent, have fruitful discussions, have those opinions, take those opinions 
and act on those opinions as much as possible so that’s our goal through this journey. -  Ali Oct 
30, 2020 
 

7. Hopefully you saw that we’re trying to be as transparent as possible from what we know and so 
that’s how we’re going to continue this relationship. - Ali Oct 30, 2020 
 

8. it is a long timeline in terms of building an infrastructure piece like this but this is not dissimilar 
to any other piece of infrastructure that the province builds whether it's transit or hospital, 
infrastructure usually it takes about five to seven years to build something like this and that's 
why you see between now and 2027 -  Ali or Angelo  Nov 26, 2020 (15:58) 
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9. We want to make sure that there's ongoing public engagement throughout the project,  that it's 
iterative, that we're making sure that we're hearing from our partners, that we're hearing from 
local [residents]. - Ali, Nov 26, 2020 
 

10. When we talk about the project timelines you'll see that engagement is permeated throughout 
the life of this project and so again this is the start of the journey this is not the last you'll hear 
from us.  - Ali, Nov 26, 2020 
 

11. With respect to engagement this is actually a journey. This is the start of the engagement, this is 
not the end of the engagement and so there'll be iterative engagement throughout this process.  
Ali, Nov 26, 2020 
 

12. The important part is when you look from 2020, which we are in now, to 2022, it's really the 
part where we start the first part of our engagement session. Again I said this is a journey in 
terms of engaging the community and our partners.  -  Ali Veshkini Nov 26, 2020 
 

13. So again this is not the first time you're going to hear from us. This is actually just the start of the 
journey we want to continue that relationship. - Ali Nov 26, 2020 
 

14. I truly want to appreciate everyone that signed on today. I think my beginning words were that 
this is a journey and that is true; this is the first part of the journey. - Ali, Nov 26, 20202 
(wrapping up) 
 

15. …Now the arrow at the bottom is really important to us because that's about the ongoing 
engagement [that] spans the life cycle of this project.  -  Ali, Nov 26, 2020 (18:01) 
 

16. This is continuing our journey in terms of engagement and transparency – Ali Veshkini Nov 17, 
2021 
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EXHIBIT B 

Questions prepared by Victor Lachance and sent to SolGen in advance of the 

November 26, 2020 Public Engagement Session organized by SolGen 

1. Why did you feel that you didn’t need to consult with our Municipal Council before announcing
such an important decision?

2. Do you plan to raze the existing buildings on the proposed site for this prison?
3. Are the economic benefits being referred to by our MPP Steve Clark supported by actual

research or is it just what others think the benefits might be?
4. If prisons are good for the economy of communities, are there no cities clamoring for the

building of a prison in their communities?
5. Are you aware of studies that say that prisons do more harm than good to small communities

like Kemptville?
6. Do you have any research or evidence about how this proposed prison will affect the Kemptville

Hospital?
7. As a resident of Kemptville, I am not aware of any Indigenous support services, or an Elizabeth

Fry centre, or a John Howard Society centre. Without these kind of services, does it make sense
to put a prison here in Kemptville?

8. Kemptville is a small town with not much infrastructure to manage a prison. Do you think it
makes sense to put a prison in such a small town with no public transportation , not enough
drinking water and sewage treatment facilities, and no support services for prisoners?

9. I’ve read how prison jobs are not really heathy jobs, what with stress and dangerous conditions
for the guards and PTSD and those sorts of things.  Do you believe prison jobs are healthy jobs?

10. Several articles and letter to the North Grenville Times have identified better and innovative
uses for the land in question.  Is the province aware of these proposals? Doesn’t the
government support these uses for the land?

11. Shouldn’t a prison be built on land that has little or no agricultural value?
12. Kemptville is a small town with a small town charm to it. That’s why we moved here.  I think no

matter what name you give this facility, it will be known as the Kemptville Prison. What’s your
message to people like me who don’t want people to talk about Kemptville as a prison town?

13. More than half of prisoners are apparently waiting for their trial, and so we wouldn’t need more
prisons if you reduced that number. Is this true? If so, what are you doing about it?
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EXHIBIT C 

AFFIDAVIT OF VICTOR LACHANCE 

Questions submitted by Colleen Lymas 

Transparency and site selection  
1. During the initial engagement session with key stakeholders on 30 October 2020, a provincial 

government official stated that “transparency is key for us”. In this spirit, will the Government of 
Ontario release its site selection assessments that led to the decision to build a new prison in 
Kemptville?  

2. During the initial engagement session with key stakeholders on 30 October 2020, a provincial 
government official stated that the Ministry was being outbid for land in Ottawa, hence the 
decision to build on government owned land in Kemptville. In the spirit of transparency, will the 
Government of Ontario release documents outlining the potential extra costs associated with 
building a new prison in Kemptville such as utilities and transportation as opposed to within 
Ottawa, including on the parcel of land available on Russell Road near the William Hay Youth 
Centre? 

 
Economic impacts  

3. During the initial engagement session with key stakeholders on 30 October 2020, the facility’s 
proximity to the staff was cited so that staff doesn’t have to travel forty minutes to an hour to get 
to the facility. Has the Ministry of the Solicitor General done a survey with OCDC and Brockville 
based staff to see how many of them would (a) consider working in Kemptville and (b) moving to 
Kemptville?  

4. How many institutional jobs at the Kemptville prison does the Ministry anticipate there will be 
and how many of these positions does the Ministry anticipate will be filled by existing staff 
transferring from other facilities like OCDC, the Brockville jail and elsewhere among provincial 
employees?     
 

Possibility for future expansion  
5. What is the maximum number of cells the Ministry anticipates being able to build on the leased 

property at OCDC during its renovation? Given the limited space available at OCDC to 
accommodate the construction of new units, if additional bed space is required in the greater 
Ottawa area in the future, is it not a reasonable assumption that the facility in Kemptville would 
be expanded? In the spirit of transparency, will the Government of Ontario release documents 
outlining the future potential for expansion of the proposed correctional complex in Kemptville 
that would have surely been a factor during the site selection process.  

 
Community infrastructure  

6. During the initial engagement session with key stakeholders on 30 October 2020, a provincial 
government official stated that the Ministry does not want to burden taxpayers with any 
increased costs. There was also a statement about having money in the budget to help with any 
servicing costs.  Given the dearth of basic services like water and sewage, re-entry services, public 
transportation and the like, what so-called opportunity costs does the provincial government 
expect municipal taxpayers to cover in order to build a new prison in Kemptville versus what costs 
will be borne by the province?  
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7. During the initial engagement session with key stakeholders on 30 October 2020, a provincial 
government official stated that people who are in mental health crisis, or who have overdosed or 
have life threatening injuries, or need surgery and so on will be transferred to the Kemptville 
Hospital, or if needed to other local hospitals.  In the spirit of transparency, will the province 
release documents outlining the anticipated impact of the new prison in Kemptville on the local 
hospital and local healthcare service provision more broadly?  
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Questions submitted to SolGen by Colin Creasy 

1. Given the Ministry’s very poor track record at improving prison conditions and outcomes, 
including in recent years with new builds in Toronto and Windsor, what is being done differently 
this time around to ensure the Kemptville prison will be a success story unlike every other 
correctional institution you have built in the province to date?   
 

2. Would it not make more sense for the Government of Ontario to invest more in reducing the use 
of imprisonment through measures such as bail and parole reforms than expanding the supply of 
provincial prison spaces?  
 

3. Even if the province is not willing to follow this path of reducing imprisonment as it did during the 
first wave of the pandemic, where Ontario’s prison population declined by more than 30% within 
a few months, should a cost-ineffective prison not be built in communities with appropriate 
community infrastructure already in place instead of retrofitting a small rural municipality so that 
it can become a prison town?     
 

4. If the plan is to destroy the existing buildings on the proposed site for the prison, has the Ministry 
done an evaluation of the value of these assets, and therefore the opportunity cost of destroying 
them? 
 

5. What is the plan to transport prisoners’ loved ones to Kemptville for institutional visits and the 
plan to transport prisoners to their home communities upon discharge? Is the province planning 
to setup a bus service to and from Kemptville for these purposes when it could build a prison in a 
community with such infrastructure already in place? 
 

6. The new facility is apparently being designed, built, financed and maintained through a 30-year 
public-private-partnership. The government apparently insists there will be construction jobs and 
spin-off opportunities in Kemptville, but given the Ministry’s reliance on large contracts for things 
like food services, what kinds of contracts and what specific percentage of contracts will local 
companies be able to reasonably bid on and secure? Will the province provide documents 
detailing the anticipated economic impact of the new prison in Kemptville?  
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EXHIBIT D 

AFFIDAVIT OF VICTOR LACHANCE 

The following is a list of activities that I have organized, carried out, contributed to or attended since the 
provincial announcement of the proposed Kemptville jail on August 27, 2020 up the filing of the Notice 
of Application for a judicial review submitted on August 15, 2022 

1. Helped to establish CAPP’s database of documents, research articles, expert interviews and 
information material for the residents of NG. 

2. Signed a Change.org petition against the proposed jail organized by NG resident Sarah Ciliberto 

3. Emails to MPP Steve Clark (responded to by Doug Brewer) between October 2020 and December 
2020. 

4. Country Walk Community Association (CWCA) information session, including questions raised by 
CWCA members, October 7, 2020 

5. Meeting with NG Mayor and Deputy Mayor to obtain available information on behalf of the 
members of the Country Walk Community Association, October 9, 2020 

6. Review of the Kemptville Campus Master Plan, released in October 2020, to assess impact of 
proposed prison on the Campus future. 

7. Podcast, North Grenville Times, included discussion of proposed prison, October 26, 2020. 

8. Produced transcripts of the Ministry of the Solicitor General’s October 30 20202 by-invitation 
stakeholders session, for public access. 

9. First of many letters to the Editor of the North Grenville Times between November 2020 and July 
2022 

10. Beginning of weekly meetings of the CAPP team, November 2020 to present day. 

11. CAPP community meeting re: post November 26 SolGen public engagement session,  
November 30, 2020 

12. Meeting with Paul Cormier, RANA Canada, about previous proposal for use of the proposed site, 
along with Municipality’s support for acquisition of the farmland in question , Dec. 1, 2020 

13. Meeting with Dr. Justin Piché, University of Ottawa professor of criminology, re: helping CAPP 
with expert knowledge and advice on the province’s claims regarding the proposed prison,  
Dec. 2, 2020 

14. Reaching out to other groups interested in becoming stakeholders in opposition to the proposed 
jail between during November 2020,  which eventually featured on the CAPP website in 
December 2020 

15. Meeting with NG Mayor, Deputy Mayor and Chief Administration Officer, November 11, 2020 

16. Preparing list of questions requested by the Ministry of the Solicitor general prior to the public 
engagement session of November 2020 

17. SolGen public engagement meeting November 26, 2020 

18. Follow-up questions via email to the SolGen staff December 2020 
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19. Assistance with the making of videos for the CAPP website (over 70 videos), from December 2020 
to August of 2022 

20. Meeting with Tom Graham of Sustainable Grenville with respect to saving the farmland and 
existing farm buildings, December, 2, 2020 

21. Participated in  JOG protest in downtown Kemptville,  December 5, 2020 

22. First of eight media releases I drafted, as well as assistance to dozens of other media materials 
(over 100) from November 2020 to present day. 

23. Organized and hosted first  CAPP Public Information Session, December 8, 2020 

24. Guest Editorial in the NGTimes, A better Vision for Kemptville” Dec. 9, 2020 

25. Sent email to several provincial politicians/officials via ZAP letter campaign Dec. 10, 2020 

26. Meeting with the former NG CAO to obtain a historical perspective and his experience with 
respect to dealing with the Municipal Council and the provincial government, Jan 8, 2021.  

27. Meeting with Paul Cormier, strategic planning for CAPP and related activities to have Municipal 
Council and province more transparent and accountable, January 9, 2021 

28. Interview, My Kemptville Now, Jan. 19, 2021 re: public information session 

29. Letter to Editor, NGTimes, January 27, 2021 – “Asking for the Evidence” 

30. Organized and hosted second CAPP Public Information Session, “New Building, Old Problems” 
February 2, 2021 

31. Interview, My Kemptville Now, “CAPP looks for answers from  Municipality and Province”  
February 4, 2021 

32. Meeting with NG Mayor and staff with the Country Walk Community Association on community 
issues, including the proposed prison, February 9, 2021 

33. Organised and hosted a “Save the Lands” meeting of local agri-food groups and experts, February 
11, 2021 

34. Cited in NGTimes article “Coalition Against Proposed Prison Information Session” 
February 18, 2021 

35. CAPP open forum for NG residents re: questions about the proposed prison, and discussion about 
how to get information from the province, April 27, 2021 

36. Requested delegation at March 23, 2021 Municipal Council Meeting , Feb 2021 

37. Expanded delegation of  March 23, 2021 Municipal Council meeting into a “town hall” session, to 
accommodate others who wished to ask questions to Municipal Council, March 2021 

38. Interview, Ottawa valley News,  “Kemptville Prison Opposition groups to have their voices heard 
at special  council meeting March 23, 2021” March 9, 2021 

39. Interview, My Kemptville Now,  “Special Council Meeting set to discuss proposed prison in 
Kemptville” March 9, 2021 

40. NGTimes podcast “Discussion with CAPP Group”,  March 10, 2021 

41. Assisted with launch of first CAPP GoFundMe campaign to develop and mail out public 
information flyers and material to NG residents, March 11, 2021. 
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42. Delegation to Municipal “town hall” Council meeting re: the proposed prison  March 23, 2021 

43. Interview, My Kemptville Now,  “Still lots of uncertainty on proposed prison following a special 
council meeting”, March 26, 2021  

44. Interview, North Grenville Times, “Concerns about proposed prison voiced at public meeting”, 
March 31, 2021 

45. Development of Myth-Busting document as information material for residents of NG; eventually 
printed in the NG Times, April 2021 

46. Op-Ed, North Grenville Times, “ Provincial Government’s Gamble”  May 12,  2021 

47. Community Action event via Zoom meeting for the community,  May 13, 2021 

48. Interview,  Inside Ottawa Valley, “Groups against provincial jail in Kemptville raising funds to send 
mail-outs to residents”  May 25, 2021 

49. Webinar interviews by criminology, sociology and other programs at University of Ottawa  
and Carleton University re: student research on carceral issues, and situation in Kemptville, June 
2, 2021  

50. Webinar for graduate students in criminology program, University of Ottawa, June 8, 2021 

51. Information Flyers developed and mailed to 6,400+ residents and businesses,  June 14th, 2021 

52. CAPP meeting with invited speakers for delegation to Municipal Council meeting and for the 
upcoming CAPP Public Information Session, June 15, 2021 

53. Drafting of Google Ads, with 50,000 sent to NG residents via Canada Post, June 2021 

54. Delegation to North Grenville Municipal Council, June 22, 2021 

55. Organized and hosted third CAPP Public Information Session, “Saving the Farmland”, June 23, 
2021 

56. Organized and participated in a Car Caravan event in Kemptville, July 4, 2021 

57. Meeting with Don Sherritt, former Chair of Police Services Board, re; potential policing costs 
related to proposed prison, July 6, 2021 

58. Meeting with Don Sherritt, former Chair of Police Services Board, re; potential policing costs 
related to proposed prison,  August 5, 2021 

59. Contributor to Group Op-Ed, NG Times “The Proposed Prison" August 11, 2021  

60. Assistance in launching third GoFundMe in support of application for judicial review, August 14th 
2022 

61. CAPP planning session with community residents, August 5, 2021 

62. Organised and participated in a “No Prison – Save Farmland” rally outside of the  Municipal 
Strategic Planning session,  September 14, 2021 

63. Participated in the NG Municipality Strategic Planning Session, Sept.4, 2021 

64. Op-Ed North Grenville Times “The Steve Clarke Prison” September 29, 2021 

65. Response to Steve Clark complaint to Elections Ontario from  October 6 to October 9, 2021 
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66. Interview, Farmers Forum,  “Kemptville College prison opponents to protest at MPP Clark's 
Brockville office, October 15, 2021  

67. Organised a “No Prison- Save Farmland” rally at MPP Steve Clarke’s  constituency office, 
Brockville, October 15th, 2021 

68. Interview North Grenville Times  “Anti-prison protest comes to Steve Clark” October 20 2021  

69.  Meeting with ONDP leaders Gilles Bisson and Joel Harden, October 21, 2021 

70. Interview, Kemptville Advance, “MPP Steve Clark files complaint about Kemptville prison 
protesters, then announces new public engagement session”  November 1, 2021 

71.  Contributed to Op-Ed,  North Grenville Times, “Time for Truth and Transparency”  
 November 3, 2021 

72.  Organised and participated in a “No Prison-Save Farmland” rally at proposed prison site,   
 November 13,  2021 

73.  Interview, CTV News, “Protesters rally against proposed Kemptville prison” 
November 13, 2021 

74.  Interview,  North Grenville Times, “Anti- prison rally draws large crowd” November 17, 2021 

75. SolGen engagement session November 17,  2021 

76.  Presentation at CPEP event, November 20, 2021 

77. Email campaign via ZAP to Minister of Agriculture Lisa Thompson, December 1, 2021 

78.  Webinar, Masters students, University of Ottawa, re: Kemptville prison, Dec. 8, 2021 

79. Freedom of Information request  to  the Conseil des écoles publiques de l’Est de l’Ontario, January 
15, 2022 

80.  Freedom of Information request  to  Upper Canada District School Board, January 15, 2022 

81. Freedom of Information request  to  Catholic District School Board of Eastern Ontario, 
 January 16, 2022 

82.  Assisted with the second GoFundMe campaign to raise funds for NG residents’ costs related to 
their Freedom of Information requests, January 28,  2022 

83.  Correspondence and follow-up with the  Ontario Liberal Party, the NDP, the Green Party and 
Progressive Conservative Party  regarding their respective party’s position on the reconstruction 
of  the proposed prison in Kemptville, January,  2022 

84.  Correspondence and follow-up with the Liberal and NDP agriculture critics regarding  efforts to 
stop the transfer of farmland property held by ARIO (Ministry of Agriculture)  to SolGen, February 
7, 2022 

85. Op-Ed editor, North Grenville Times, “Correctional Facility: Connecting the Dots, February 9, 2022 

86.  Meeting of NG residents involved in Freedom of Information requests, February 10, 2022 

87. Meeting with Steve Gabell, Executive Director of local Green Party association, Feb. 14, 2022 

88. CAPP meeting with Green Party leader Mike Schreiner, February 15, 2022 

89.  Development and design of “Save the Farmland” lawn signs, March 2022  
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90. Meeting with Len Habinski re: information obtained by SolGen, and being directed to use 
Freedom of Information request to get more information, March 13, 2022 

91. Organizing and hosting a “Save the Farmland Forum” with agri-food groups and farmland 
protection group in Ontario, March 17, 2022 

92. Assistance to Liberal Agriculture critic regarding a question in the Ontario Legislature about saving 
the farmland on the proposed prison site, March 25, 2022 

93. Meeting of NG residents involved in Freedom of Information requests, April  5, 2022 

94. Meeting with Editor of the North Grenville Times re: CAPP and JOG activities at the provincial land 
municipal levels, April 23, 2022 

95.  Interview with Luke Ottenhoff, Broadview Publishing, re: the proposed prison, April 19, 2022  

96. CAPP media release about the “whitewashing” of the proposed prison by a Municipal session on 
potential surplus farmlands,  April 11, 2022 

97.  Organised and participated in a “Save the Farmland” rally at Kemptville Campus, April 12, 2022 

98.  Participation in the “Local Green” session held by the NG Municipality, April 12, 2022 

99.  Interview, City News Radio, Sam Laprade show, April 18, 2022 

100.  Meeting via Zoom with Liberal MPP and SolGen critic Lucille Collard and Ontario Liberal  
               Party MPP candidate Josh Bennett, April 19, 2022 

101.  Op-Ed North Grenville Times, “ A Theatre Critic’s Review”  April 20, 2022  

102.  Op-Ed,  North Grenville Times, “Mr. Steven Goes to  Queen's Park”  May 11, 2022 

103.  Distribution of Save Farmland lawn sign, May 2022 

104.  Ontario provincial election All-Candidates Debate in Kemptville; discussion with MPP 
               Steve Clark about promised meeting with residents of NG re: proposed prison,  
               May 25, 2022 

105. Interview, Kemptville Advance re: proposed prison and All-Candidates Debate,  
              May 31, 2022 

106. Op-Ed North Grenville Times, “The Real Dirt on Farmer Lisa” June 1, 2022 

107. Organised and participated in a Save the Farmland rally on the proposed site of the  
               Kemptville prison,  June 4, 2022 

108.  Meeting with former Kemptville College professors  and Reeve Bill Dobson on historical 
               significance and value of existing farm buildings on the proposed jail site,  Jun 24, 2022 

109. Meeting with Rachel Everett-Fry re: municipal election and potential municipal council  
               candidates, June 28, 2022 

110. Interview, Luke Ottenhoff, post-election review, June 30, 2022  

111. Meeting with lawyer Stéphane Émard-Chabot of the law firm Sicotte Guilbault  
              re: legal options regarding province’s proposed prison project, June 30 2022 

112. Collaboration with the National Framers’ Union –Ontario re: alliance on potential legal  
              options to address breakdown of process with SolGen and provincial government 

162



113. Meeting with lawyer Stéphane Émard-Chabot of the law firm Sicotte Guilbault  
              re: judicial review application,  June 30 2022 

114. Meeting with Amanda Wilson, St. Paul University, re: farm group planning on saving the 
              farmland, July 22, 2022 

115. Prisoners justice Day, Ottawa, August 10, 2022 

116. Preparation of application for judicial review, August 10 to August 14, 2022 

117. Filing of Notice of Application for the judicial review, August 15, 2022 and accompanying 
              media conference/media release. 
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Referred to in the affidavit of  

Victor Lachance 

affirmed December 15, 2022 

 

___________________________________________ 

Commissioner for Taking Affidavits (or as may be) 
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EXHIBIT E 
 

AFFIDAVIT OF VICTOR LACHANCE 
 
 
OTTAWA AND PROVINCIAL MEDIA COVERAGE 
 
November 5, 2020 - Ottawa Citizen 
'There is no doubt some division in our community' over proposed Kemptville jail site 
 
December 2, 2020 - Toronto Star 
Proposed Kemptville jail meets with resistance 
 
September 20, 2021 - Toronto Star 
‘It came out of nowhere’: Residents in the small town of Kemptville don’t want a prison  Doug 
Ford’s government says they’re getting one anyway 
 
October 16, 2021 - The Ottawa Citizen  
“Doesn’t make sense” Kempville residents question plan to build hige jail in the middle of a 
small town 
 
October 17, 2021 - Toronto Star 
Minister in Doug Ford’s government accused of using controversial new law to try to ‘silence’ 
grassroots groups 
 
November 19, 2021 - Ottawa Sun 
RESIDENTS FURIOUS: Kemptville jail consultation blasted as a ‘false sales job’ 
 
March 30, 2022 - Ottawa Citizen 
Wilson:  Trading public farmland in Kemptville for a new prison is the wrong move 
 
Extracts from other media coverage: 
 
“In an email on Monday, a ministry spokesperson said it's too early in the process to determine 
a completion date for the project.” 
November 9, 2020, CBC.ca Kemptville residents protest against proposed prison 
 
“We would be interested in them starting the selection process over because of the flaws we’ve 
identified to date,”  Kirk Albert 
October 26, 2021 - Global News Kemptville, Ont. residents concerned about provincial prison 
proposed for their town 
 
Municipal Affairs Minister and local MP Steve Clark was also on the call. Residents had a lot of 
questions for him, none of which he fully answered. He remained silent for the first two directed 
at him, and only jumped in after resident Colleen Lynas scolded him. 
November 18, 2021  - Toronto Star Queen’s Park Briefing:  the Engagement session 
 
"Even though the government says so, or did say so, they now acknowledge there will be very 
little in the way of jobs or any economic benefit to the municipality," Lachance explained. 
Apr 18, 2022 - City News  Concerned residents opposing proposed jail in Kemptville 
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https://ottawacitizen.com/news/there-is-no-doubt-some-division-in-our-community-over-proposed-kemptville-jail-site
https://www.thestar.com/news/canada/2020/12/02/proposed-kemptville-jail-meets-with-resistance.html
https://www.thestar.com/news/gta/2021/09/19/it-came-out-of-nowhere-residents-in-the-small-town-of-kemptville-dont-want-a-prison-doug-fords-government-says-theyre-getting-one-anyway.html
https://www.thestar.com/news/gta/2021/09/19/it-came-out-of-nowhere-residents-in-the-small-town-of-kemptville-dont-want-a-prison-doug-fords-government-says-theyre-getting-one-anyway.html
https://ottawacitizen.com/news/this-doesnt-make-sense-in-a-lot-of-different-ways-kemptville-jail-opposition-cites-long-distance-lack-of-transit-and-local-support-services
https://ottawacitizen.com/news/this-doesnt-make-sense-in-a-lot-of-different-ways-kemptville-jail-opposition-cites-long-distance-lack-of-transit-and-local-support-services
https://ottawacitizen.com/news/this-doesnt-make-sense-in-a-lot-of-different-ways-kemptville-jail-opposition-cites-long-distance-lack-of-transit-and-local-support-services
https://ottawacitizen.com/news/this-doesnt-make-sense-in-a-lot-of-different-ways-kemptville-jail-opposition-cites-long-distance-lack-of-transit-and-local-support-services
https://www.thestar.com/politics/provincial/2021/10/17/minister-in-ford-government-used-controversial-law-to-try-to-handcuff-grassroots-groups-fighting-to-stop-new-prison.html
https://www.thestar.com/politics/provincial/2021/10/17/minister-in-ford-government-used-controversial-law-to-try-to-handcuff-grassroots-groups-fighting-to-stop-new-prison.html
https://ottawasun.com/news/kemptville-jail-consultation-blasted-as-a-false-sales-job-by-ndp-mpp/wcm/13e8c37a-1168-42ac-bd78-4d3e7cb673f5
https://ottawacitizen.com/opinion/wilson-trading-public-farmland-in-kemptville-for-a-new-prison-is-the-wrong-move
https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/ottawa/kemptville-jail-protest-1.5794586
https://globalnews.ca/news/8327491/kemptville-ont-residents-concerned-provincial-prison/
https://globalnews.ca/news/8327491/kemptville-ont-residents-concerned-provincial-prison/
https://www.coalitionagainstproposedprison.ca/_files/ugd/3afeb7_99aa35c341cb40959f28a3881fc05f65.pdf
https://www.coalitionagainstproposedprison.ca/_files/ugd/3afeb7_99aa35c341cb40959f28a3881fc05f65.pdf
https://ottawa.citynews.ca/local-news/concerned-residents-opposing-proposed-jail-in-kemptville-5275867


 
LOCAL MEDIA COVERAGE 
November 7, 2020  Inside Ottawa Valley  
Residents protest New Jail   
November 17, 2020, Inside Ottawa Valley 
Prison planned for downtown Kemptville divides residents, both sides demand more details 
 
February 4, 2021, My Kemptville Now 
Coalition Against Proposed Prison in Kemptville Looks for Answers From Municipality and 
Province 
 
June 26, 2021, Inside Ottawa Valley 
Kemptville prison opposition groups reveal findings of Solicitor General access to information 
request 
 
October 20, 2021  North Grenville Times 
 Anti-prison protest comes to Steve Clark  
 
November 1, 2021, Kemptville Advance 
MPP Steve Clark files complaint about Kemptville prison protesters, then announces new public 
engagement session 
 
November 10, 2021 North Grenville Times 
Open letter to Solicitor General and Steve Clark - by Kirk Albert  
 
November 18, 2021  Inside Ottawa Valley 
Residents rally against prison on provincial lands    
 
December 15, 2021 North Grenville Times 
Mayor Peckford requesting clarity regarding policing cost associated with future correctional 
facility  
 
December 22, 2021  North Grenville Times 
CAPP asks Province not to transfer land for prison 
 
March 12, 2022, Kemptville Advance 
Ontario Liberal Party calls for moratorium on Kemptville prison 
 
May 31, 2022 Kemptville Advance 
Post-election jail opposition rally set for Saturday in Kemptville  
 

SAMPLE OPINION EDITORIALS  
 
A better vision for Kemptville December 9, 2020 - NG Times  by Victor Lachance 
 
The proposed prison August 11, 2021 - NG Times  Group Editorial 
 
The Steve Clark Prison September 29, NG Times 2021 by Victor Lachance 
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https://www.insideottawavalley.com/news-story/10241498--we-ve-got-to-stand-up-residents-protest-new-provincial-jail-planned-for-downtown-kemptville/
https://www.insideottawavalley.com/news-story/10269128-prison-planned-for-downtown-kemptville-divides-residents-both-sides-demand-more-details/
https://www.mykemptvillenow.com/42733/news/42733/
https://www.mykemptvillenow.com/42733/news/42733/
https://www.mykemptvillenow.com/42733/news/42733/
https://www.mykemptvillenow.com/42733/news/42733/
https://www.insideottawavalley.com/news-story/10424220-kemptville-prison-opposition-groups-reveal-findings-of-solicitor-general-access-to-information-request/
https://www.insideottawavalley.com/news-story/10424220-kemptville-prison-opposition-groups-reveal-findings-of-solicitor-general-access-to-information-request/
https://ngtimes.ca/anti-prison-protest-comes-to-steve-clark/
https://www.insideottawavalley.com/news-story/10509405-mpp-steve-clark-files-complaint-about-kemptville-prison-protesters-then-announces-new-public-engagement-session/
https://www.insideottawavalley.com/news-story/10509405-mpp-steve-clark-files-complaint-about-kemptville-prison-protesters-then-announces-new-public-engagement-session/
https://ngtimes.ca/open-letter-to-solicitor-general-and-steve-clark/
https://www.insideottawavalley.com/news-story/10519347--use-the-voice-that-was-given-to-you-kemptville-prison-opposition-growing-as-residents-rally-on-provincial-lands/
https://ngtimes.ca/mayor-peckford-requesting-more-clarity-regarding-policing-costs-associated-with-future-correctional-facility/
https://ngtimes.ca/mayor-peckford-requesting-more-clarity-regarding-policing-costs-associated-with-future-correctional-facility/
https://ngtimes.ca/capp-asks-province-not-to-transfer-land-for-prison/
https://www.insideottawavalley.com/news-story/10588192-ontario-liberal-party-calls-for-moratorium-on-kemptville-prison/
https://www.therecord.com/local-kemptville/news/2022/05/31/postelection-jail-opposition-rally-set-for-saturday-in-kemptville.html
https://ngtimes.ca/a-better-vison-for-kemptville/
https://ngtimes.ca/the-proposed-prison/
https://ngtimes.ca/the-steve-clark-prison/


Nowhere man October 20, 2021 by NG Times Editor David Shanaghan 
 
Time for truth and transparency November 3, 2021 NG Times, by Lisette Major 
 
Access to Information request reveals lack of transparency about prison plan 
June 23, 2021, NGTimes by Kirk Albert and Colleen Lynas 
 
Skepticism is warranted regarding prison promises  April 6, 2022, NG Times by Don Sherritt 
Extracts from other opinion editorials: 
 
“And then, there is the upcoming provincial election…where it is possible that the Liberals, New 
Democrats, and Greens will have more seats than the Progressive Conservatives, and that the 
former have all had candidates, riding associations, or sitting members raise concerns about the 
selection of the Kemptville College farmlands as the site for a new prison…”  
Yet more serious questions raised about the proposed prison  
February 2, 2022, NG Times by Colleen Lynas 
 
“It is significant that opposition to the proposed prison comes, not just from local groups and 
individuals in North Grenville, but more and more experts in the field of agriculture and agri-
business are speaking out as well, and from a position of real knowledge and credibility.” 
Proposed prison gets more attention April 6, 2022, by NG Times Editor David Shanahan  
 
“The 235-bed Eastern Ontario Correctional Complex planned for Kemptville is already drawing 
pushback from residents. Area MPP Steve Clark and ministry officials are trying to pave over 
both acres of farmland and contemporary racial injustices. The townspeople’s well-developed 
plans for agricultural and environmental uses of the site have been shunted aside without 
meaningful consultation.” 
Doyle and Piché: Eastern Ontario should say no to prison expansion in 2021 
March 3, 2021  Ottawa Citizen 
 

SATIRICAL OP EDS in NG Times by Victor Lachance 
 
A Theatre Critic’s Review  April 20, 2022 
 
Mr. Stephen Goes to Queens Park May 11, 2022 
 
The Real Dirt on Farmer Lisa  June 1, 2022 
 

VIDEOS Produced by CAPP 
CAPP has published 76 videos available on YouTube. 
 
Featured Videos 
 
What the Doug Does  July 14, 2022 
 
Ten months and counting - Still waiting for Steve Clark  September 17, 2022 
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https://ngtimes.ca/nowhere-man/
https://ngtimes.ca/op-ed-section-time-for-truth-and-transparency/
https://ngtimes.ca/access-to-information-request-reveals-lack-of-transparency-about-prison-plan/
https://ngtimes.ca/access-to-information-request-reveals-lack-of-transparency-about-prison-plan/
https://ngtimes.ca/skepticism-is-warranted-regarding-prison-promises/
https://ngtimes.ca/yet-more-serious-questions-raised-about-the-proposed-prison/
https://ngtimes.ca/proposed-prison-gets-more-attention/
https://ottawacitizen.com/opinion/doyle-and-piche-eastern-ontario-should-say-no-to-prison-expansion-in-2021
https://ottawacitizen.com/opinion/doyle-and-piche-eastern-ontario-should-say-no-to-prison-expansion-in-2021
https://ngtimes.ca/a-theatre-critics-review/
https://www.coalitionagainstproposedprison.ca/_files/ugd/3afeb7_99518f75d29342748d81b24f464caea9.pdf
https://www.coalitionagainstproposedprison.ca/_files/ugd/3afeb7_393d8ab994684a6ca478548ff716ad59.pdf
https://www.youtube.com/@cappkemptville
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-6lP7y9eu5w
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=RjLeWP8WXAE


Kirk Albert: Sol Gen’s “Engagement” session Nov 17, 2021, November 24, 2021 
 
Why the Ford/Clark Prison is a bad Idea May 21, 2021 
 
Transparency: Fail  March 24, 2022 
 
Doug Ford’s prison plan is a problem (Reasons might shock you) April 26, 2022 
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https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EDfbgydlR08&t=3s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=hA5kJAMitMg&t=4s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=PNDmbomAytM
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yxxP-YG4QXM
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Court File No. DC 22-2731 
 

ONTARIO 
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE 

(DIVISIONAL COURT) 
 
BETWEEN: 
 

VICTOR LACHANCE and 
KIRK ALBERT 

Applicants 
– and – 

 
SOLICITOR GENERAL OF ONTARIO and  

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF ONTARIO 
Respondents 

 
 

AFFIDAVIT OF LISA GALLANT 
(Affirmed December 15, 2022) 

 
 

I, Lisa Gallant, of the municipality of North Grenville, in the Province of Ontario, SOLEMNLY 

AFFIRM AS FOLLOWS: 

1. I have been a resident of Kemptville, in the municipality of North Grenville, since 2008. I 

currently work for the federal public service as senior real property advisor. 

2. I first became aware that the Province of Ontario was proposing to build a new correctional 

facility on the farmland that was part of the former Kemptville College shortly after the 

announcement was made in August 2020. 

3. While I have no formal connection to any of the community groups that have created as a 

result of the Province’s decision to select the Kemptville site, I have attended a number of meetings 

organized by the groups headed by Victor Lachance and Kirk Albert. Of relevance in the context 
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of this affidavit, I attended the online public information session organized by the Ministry of the 

Solicitor General (“SolGen”) on November 26, 2020. 

4. From professional experience, a comprehensive site selection review is a critical step for 

any development project. I expected that Infrastructure Ontario, on SolGen’s behalf, would have 

undertaken such a review, with a comprehensive, detailed analysis of all relevant impacts and 

considerations for each potential site prior to committing to a location. 

5. Nothing provided by the Government of Ontario during that meeting addressed a review 

and site selection process, or any details at all about why this particular location was chosen. I was 

of the view that this is the kind of information that should have been presented. By comparison, 

the multi-year site selection review undertaken for the new campus of The Ottawa Hospital had 

been consultative and transparent from the outset. (Details can be found on this web page: 

https://ncc-ccn.gc.ca/projects/the-ottawa-hospital-site-review.) 

6. As a result, I submitted a request to Infrastructure Ontario (“IO”) under the Freedom of 

Information and Protection of Privacy Act (“FOI request”) the next day, on November 27, 2020, 

to find out what process had been undertaken or what analysis had been conducted to arrive at the 

selection of the Kemptville site. 

7. Two years later, as of the time of preparing this affidavit, my FOI request is still ongoing 

and is awaiting adjudication. In the paragraphs that follow, I describe the key milestones in the 

process so far. A complete and detailed timeline of my FOI request can be found at Exhibit A. 
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8. On December 10, 2020, I was informed that my application package, reproduced at Exhibit 

B, was being transferred to the Ministry of the Solicitor General (“SolGen”) as the appropriate 

party to respond. 

9. I received the first release package from SolGen on June 4, 2021. The information released 

contained 14 pages of text, including 5 title pages, and two pages containing the same information. 

The release package and the covering letter that accompanied it are reproduced at Exhibit C. 

10. Not satisfied with what little information was released – absence of complete list of sites 

considered, absence of individual assessments for each site, absence of communications-type 

documents (emails, letters, etc.) – I filed an appeal on July 22, 2021. A copy of my appeal form is 

reproduced at Exhibit D. 

11. In November 2021, the Office of the Information and Privacy Commissioner (“IPC”) 

informed me that a Mediator had been appointed. The IPC Mediator asked me to provide a 

summary of the arguments or reasons in support of my appeal. I provided this summary on 

November 29, 2021 by email, a copy of which is at Exhibit E. 

12. The second release package was not received until April 25, 2022. The second package 

and its covering letter are found at Exhibit F. Although this second package contained more 

information about the various sites considered by SolGen, there were still no communication 

documents between government officials that would hopefully complete my understanding of the 

decision-making process and the assessment that led to the selection of the Kemptville site. 

13. I promptly contacted the Mediator at the Office of the Information and Privacy 

Commissioner of Ontario (“IPC Mediator”) in charge of my file to express my concern at the 
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complete absence of emails and documents of a similar nature from the second package. I 

reactivated my request for adjudication and a series of exchanges ensued. On July 20,2022, I was 

informed by the IPC Mediator that SolGen would be releasing 100 pages of email communications 

by August 2022. 

14. The next communication received from SolGen was on October 5, 2022, indicating that 

the request for email communications was being denied. A copy of this Supplemental Decision 

Letter is found at Exhibit G. 

15. In response, I once again contacted the IPC Mediator and indicated that I saw no option 

but to proceed to adjudication on my request. I received the Mediator’s final report on November 

23, 2022, and the matter is now with an IPC Adjudicator. 

16. Since the filing of my application two years ago, I have regularly updated both Victor 

Lachance and Kirk Albert on the status of my FOI request so that they and their respective groups 

would be able to use this information when deciding which course of action they wished to pursue. 

AFFIRMED remotely by Lisa Gallant stated as being 
located in the Municipality of North Grenville, in the 
Province of Ontario, before me at the City of Ottawa 
in the Province of Ontario, on December 15, 2022 in 
accordance with O. Reg 431/20, Administering Oath 
or Declaration Remotely. 
 
______________________________________ 

Commissioner of Oaths (or as may be) 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
_____________________________ 

LISA GALLANT 
 

  

173

user
Placed Image



 

 

Exhibit “A” 

Referred to in the affidavit of  

Lisa Gallant 

affirmed December 15, 2022 

 

___________________________________________ 

Commissioner for Taking Affidavits (or as may be) 
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Exhibit A – Detailed Timeline of FOI Request 

November 27, 2020 Initial Request 

December 10, 2020 Notice - request transferred from IO to SolGen 

December 17, 2020 Letter – anticipating partial access - $600 fee 

November 1, 2020 50% of fee paid. 

February 16, 2021 Email – Working on request, apologies for delay 

March 23, 2021 Email – working on request, another apology 

April 15, 2021 Email – another delay, apologies, looking at a reduction in $600 fee 

June 4, 2021 First release package received. 14 pages including 5 title pages and two 
pages with the same information; remaining $300 fee waived) 

July 22, 2021 Appeal submitted and acknowledged 

November 2, 2021 IPC acknowledgement and notice of mediation 

November 15, 2021 IPC mediator meeting 

November 29, 2021 Summary of arguments provided to mediator – forwarded to SolGen  

February 3, 2022 Email from IPC Mediator – SolGen “The additional records that I 
intend on releasing are currently being reviewed.  I will be issuing a 
supplemental decision once it has been completed.” 

February 25, 2022 Email to IPC Mediator – no response from SolGen 

March 1, 2022 Email to IPC Mediator – no response from SolGen 

April 12, 2022 Email to IPC Mediator requesting adjudication 

April 22, 2022 Email from IPC Mediator – notice of adjudication, mediator report to 
come  

April 22, 2022 Email from IPC Mediator – SolGen reviewing revised decision, to be 
issued shortly. 

April 25, 2022 2nd release package received. 

May 10, 2022 Phone discussion with IPC Mediator re the absence of any 
communications type documents (ie. Emails). 

May 27, 2022 Email from IPC containg email chain with SolGen. SolGen saying the 
request should have gone to Infrastructure Ontario, not SolGen. 
However, the initial FOIP WAS for IO and transferred at their intiative. 

July 19, 2022 Phone conversation with IPC Mediator – adjudication requested again. 

July 20, 2022 Phone conversation with IPC Mediator – SolGen advising that 100 
pages of email communications to be released by August. Adjudication 
on hold 
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August-September Series of phone conversations re 3rd release. No response coming from 
SolGen 

October 5, 2022 Supplemental decision letter denying release of correspondence, 
communications. 

October 12, 2022 Phone conversation with IPC Mediator – directed adjudication. 
Mediator’s report to follow 

November 9, 2022 Mediator report received. Asked for addition of public interest 
exception 

November 23, 2022 Revised Mediator’s report received. File is now with Adjudicator. 
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Page 1 of 3Disponible en françaisON00089E (2020/11)       © Queen's Printer for Ontario, 2020     

Ministry of Government and Consumer Services 
Access or Correction Request 
Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act

Personal information contained on this form is collected under the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and will 
be used to answer your request.

Questions about this collection should be directed to the Freedom of Information and Privacy Coordinator at the institution where 
you make the request.

Many records of public institutions are available to you without making a request under the Freedom of Information and 
Protection of Privacy Act. Contact the Freedom of Information and Privacy (FOIP) Coordinator at the institution that holds the 
records to determine whether you need to make a formal request.

Section A - Type of Request

Fields marked with an asterisk (*) are mandatory.

Check the box that indicates what you are requesting. (Records that do not contain personal information are general records.)

The FOIP Coordinator will contact you to verify your identity before giving you access to your own personal information or to 
secure proof that you have authority to act for another person if making a request for another person’s personal information 
records (e.g., power of attorney, guardian or trusteeship order).

Type of Request *

✔ Access to general records (non-personal information)

Access to own personal information

Access to other’s personal information by authorized party

Correction of own personal information

Infrastructure
Name of institution request made to *

Freedom of Information and Privacy Coordinator Contact
mtofoi@ontario.caEmail Address: 416-212-1894Telephone Number:

178

□ 
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□ 

□ 



Page 2 of 3ON00089E (2020/11)  

Section B - Requester’s Information

Fields marked with an asterisk (*) are mandatory.

Please ensure you have entered your name, mailing address, telephone and email address accurately.

Gallant
Last Name *

Lisa
First Name *

Mailing Address

✔ Canada U.S.A. International
Unit Number

145
Street Number 

Raina Way
Street Name PO Box

Kemptville
City/Town * 

ON
Province * 

K0G 1J0
Postal Code * 

Telephone Number

613-851-5835
Home Mobile Business

ext.

lisagallant@rogers.com
Email Address *

Section C - Description of Records or Correction Requested

Fields marked with an asterisk (*) are mandatory.

Provide as much detail as possible about the requested general records, own personal information, other's personal information 
or correction of own personal information.

If you are requesting access to personal information, provide the name that appears on the records.

If you are requesting a correction of your own personal information, describe the personal information to be corrected. The 
Ministry of Infrastructure will contact you with next steps in the process.

Any and all documentation including reports, reviews, analysis, emails, messages, briefing notes, presentation 
decks, etc. related to the site selection for the new Ontario correctional facility to be located in Kemptville, Ontario. 
 
https://news.ontario.ca/en/backgrounder/58157/modernizing-adult-correctional-facilities-in-eastern-ontario

Description of Records or Correction Requested *
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Time Period of the Records *

Specify the time period for the records as precisely as possible, e.g., from 2008/07/21 to 2009/11/30.

2018/07/01
From (yyyy/mm/dd) 

2020/11/27
To (yyyy/mm/dd)

Method of Access *

Check a box to indicate whether you want to examine original documents (which may only be done on site) or receive copies.

✔ Receive copy

Examine original (on site only)
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Payment confirmation number: 20177326
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Ministry of the Solicitor General 
 
Freedom of Information and 
Protection of Privacy Services 
200 First Avenue West 
North Bay ON  P1B 3B9 
 
Telephone  (705) 494-3080 
Toll Free    1-855-273-3080 
Facsimile   (705) 494-3081 

www.ontario.ca/mes4 

ministère du Solliciteur général 
 
Services d’accès à l’information et de la 
Protection de la vie privée 
200 First Avenue West 
North Bay ON  P1B 3B9 
 
Téléphone   (705) 494-3080 
Sans Frais   1-855-273-3080 
Télécopieur (705) 494-3081 

www.ontario.ca/s199 

 

 
 

 
June 4, 2021 
 
Lisa Gallant 
145 Raina Way 
Kemptville, Ontario K0G 1J0 
 
Email: lisagallant@rogers.com 
 
Dear Lisa Gallant: 
 
SUBJECT:   REQUEST NUMBER SOLGEN-A-2020-04716  
    

 
This letter is in response to your request submitted to the Ministry of the Solicitor General 
(the Ministry) under the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act (the Act). 
 
Your request is for access to copies of all documentations including reports, reviews, 
analysis, emails, messages, briefing notes, presentation decks etc. relating to the site 
selection for the new Ontario Correctional facility to be located in Kemptville.  Please be 
advised that partial access is granted to the requested records. 
 
Please note that the Ministry of the Solicitor General has decided to waive the remaining 
fee in the amount of $300.00. 
 
Access to part of the responsive information is denied in accordance with section(s) 
12(1), 13(1), 17(1), 18(1)(c), 18(1)(d) and 18(1)(e) of the Act as follows: 
 
12(1) 
A ministry shall refuse to disclose a record where the disclosure would reveal the 
substance of deliberations of the Executive Council or its committees. 
 
13(1) 
A ministry may refuse to disclose a record where the disclosure would reveal advice or 
recommendations of a public servant, any other person employed in the service of an 
institution or a consultant retained by an institution.   
 

…/2 
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Lisa Gallant 
Page two  
 
17(1) 
A ministry shall refuse to disclose a record that reveals a trade secret or scientific, 
technical, commercial, financial or labour relations information, supplied in confidence 
implicitly or explicitly, where the disclosure could reasonably be expected to 
 
a) prejudice significantly the competitive position or interfere significantly with the 
contractual or other negotiations of a person, 
 
b) result in similar information no longer being supplied to the institution where it is in 
the public interest that similar information continue to be so supplied; or 
 
c) result in undue loss or gain to any person, group, committee or financial institution or 
agency; 
 
18(1)(c) 
A ministry may refuse to disclose a record that contains information where the 
disclosure could reasonably be expected to prejudice the economic interests of an 
institution or the competitive position of an institution.   
 
18(1)(d) 
A ministry may refuse to disclose a record that contains information where the 
disclosure could reasonably be expected to be injurious to the financial interests of the 
Government of Ontario or the ability of the Government of Ontario to manage the 
economy of Ontario.   
 
18(1)(e) 
A ministry may refuse to disclose a record that contains positions, plans, procedures, 
criteria or instructions to be applied to any negotiations carried on or to be carried on by 
or on behalf of an institution or the Government of Ontario.   
 
Attached is a copy of the information being released.  This access decision was made 
by the undersigned.  You are entitled to appeal this decision within 30 days to:  
  
  Information and Privacy Commissioner/Ontario (IPC)  
  2 Bloor Street East, Suite 1400 
   Toronto, ON  M4W 1A8  
  (416) 326-3333  
 
 
 
 
             …/3 
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Lisa Gallant 
Page three 
 
Should you decide to file an appeal, please provide the IPC with the following 
information: 
 

1) a copy of this decision letter; 
2) a copy of your original request for access to information; 
3) the mandatory appeal fee of $25.00 in the form of a cheque or money 

order payable to the Minister of Finance.         
         

            
Should you have any questions regarding the foregoing, please do not hesitate to contact 
Tracy Buttigieg, Senior Program Analyst & Advisor, at 705-492-6245. 
 
Sincerely,  

 
Enza Ragone 
Coordinator 
Freedom of Information and  
Protection of Privacy Services 
 

Attachment 
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July 16, 2019 

OTTAWA LAND ACQUISITION UPDATE 

Work Completed to Date: 

• Over 38 properties assessed this month some of which were a result of the 
CBRE Public Request (Newspaper Ad) while others were new listings on MLS. 

• 6 of the 38 properties have some potential and are under further investigation by 
10 (rezoning and municipal servicing) 

• The rest of the 38 properties are not recommended for further consideration 
because of any one of the following reasons: too small, inappropriate site 
configuration, lack of municipal servicing, no access to transit, or significant 
natural heritage constraints. 

Newspaper Ad Release 

CBRE Ottawa on behalf of 10 has released an Ad in the Ottawa paper inviting 
submissions of available land for sale or lease to be used for institutional development. 

The ad is scheduled for the following release dates: 

• Ottawa Citizen in print on Saturday June 15. There are no further plans to run the 
ad for longer in the Ottawa Citizen. 

• Ottawa business Journal's website for 1 week starting on July 8th . 

• Translated into French and posted in Le Droit newspaper on Saturday June 15 
and Wednesday June 19. There are no further plans to run the ad for longer. 

• In addition to the on-line posting, the Ottawa Business Journal sent an email 
blast to its 6,000+ subscribers. The ad is included in this daily email blast that 
the Ottawa Business Journal sends it subscribers every day starting June 17 until 
July 8th_ 

• CBRE has also sent the ad to its 660 person contact list consisting of investors, 
developers, real estate sales representatives. 360 people viewed the ad and 3 
have responded - City of Ottawa, a developer and a real estate agent. 

Update on Kemptville Land 

• ARIO like many other agencies and Ministries have been asked to trim their 
budgets by the end of this fiscal year. ARIO is trying to achieve this· by selling off 
a number of their excess land holdings and therefore eliminating the operating 
budgets of those properties, the Kemptville property being one of them. ARIO 
intends to use the revenue from the sale of the Kemptville property to complete 
other infrastructure projects. 

• The holding costs for Kemptville are estimated to be $500,000 per year. 

Page 1 of 2 000016 
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July 16, 2019 

• Utility costs in 2018-:-2019 were approximately $300,000 for the year. 

• Operations & Maintenance is an additional $200,000 per year. 

• ARIO currently has a water main project for the Kemptville site out to tender. This 
is a necessary project with an estimated value of $1.1 million. If ARIO sells the 
property through the circulation, they will provide the tender package to the 
Agency/Ministry who takes over the property, who would then have to undertake 
the work themselves. If the property goes on the market, ARIO will complete the 
water main project and include it in the sale price of the property. 

Decision required: 
• SolGen to make decision on putting a hold on Kemptville site. 

Next Steps for Land Acquisition 

• July 12 - CBRE newspaper ad for available land ends 
• July 15 - CBRE report due on results from newspaper ad 
• July 17 - ADM briefing on Kemptville 
• July 19 - OMAFRA will initiate Kemptville circulation. (OMAFRA agreed .to delay 

circulation by 1 week to accommodate SolGen request) 
• August 9 - SolGen to make decision on Kemptville site 
• Aug 15 - Stage 1 & 2 Provincial level property circulation ends 

Page 2 of 2 000077 
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Acquisition Cost (approx.) N$4M N$4.5M Land Lease 
N$18M - $21M Unknown Term and Cost Unknown 

Land Size 178 acres 138 acres 40 acres Potentially 98 acres 40 acres 

Distance from Existing Facility 
60 KM 23.1 KM 18 KM 28.7 KM 6.8KM 

50 Minutes 25 Minutes 23 Minutes 29 Minutes 10 Mins 
Proximity to Potential Natural or Manmade 

N/A N/A N/A N/A Yes - Railway Disaster 

Size (30 to 75 acres) ~ ~ ~ e (') 
Severance Feasibility 

N/A ~ N/A N/A N/A (for sites >100 acres) 

Room for Expansion ~ ~· Ci) Potential 0 
Feasibility of Zoning f) f) E) e E) 
Airport Operating Influence Zone NIA N/A (') (') N/A 

Ajacent Lands Impeding Operations Ci) E) Ci) Ci) Ci) 
Serviced / Serviceable ~ (') ~ (') (') 
Transit 0 0 (') (') (') 
Radius (proximity to Ottawa City Centre) 

53.3 KM 21.6KM 13.1 KM 20.4 KM 11.8KM 
54 Minutes 27 Minutes 20 Minutes 25 Minutes 16 Minutes 

* Correctional Design Criteria includes Two (2) access points to the property is preferred, even if only on one roadway. The property is able to accommodate 100m setback and perimeter. Access to the facility shall be such that the signage can be observed 100 m in each 
direction. 

**Not in proximity to flood plain 1 nuclear power generator major hydro transmission line/ transformer station; or oil or chemical (toxic or flammable) refinery 

000078 
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Legend 

('!) Yes 

0 No 

E) Requires further research/investigation 
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Summary 

BUSINESS CASE FOR MINISTRY HOLDS 
AND INTER~MINISTRY TRANSFERS 

STAGE 1 INTEREST 

Holdings for Ministry of Solicitor General 
Interested Property - PIN 681260206, ARIO Lands (Kemptville) 

The Ministry of Solicitor General (Sol Gen) wish to express interest in the Agriculture Research Institute of 
Ontario (ARIO) land in Kemptvllle to construct a new 235 bed Correctional institution to address in part, the 
necessary capacity needs within the Eastern Region. ARIO has circulated the land for sale to in part fund further 
capital works on other sites. 

The ministry received Stage 2 approval as part of the 2017 /2018 Program Review, Renewal Transformation 
process, to replace the current Ottawa-Carleton Detention Centre (OCDC). Since May 2017, SolGen, along with 
Infrastructure Ontario (10), has been actively engaged in a search for a site {approximately 60 to 70 acres) for 
the proposed Ottawa Correctional Complex (OCC) facility. Over the past 2.5 years, the ministry and 10 have 
explored over 30 properties to meet the ministry's need, however SolGen has been unable to obtain any 
potential sites due to various reasons: unsuitable land constraints, sale of land, etc. The project is delayed unless 
suitable land is found. 

Based on the Ministry of Infrastructure {MO!} Reality Directive, 10 is always required to review the Provincial 
portfolio for available lands to accommodate Ministry uses: the Ministry has expressed interest in the ARIO 
property that Is currently circulating for sale. On September 26th 2019, SolGen expressed interest to the 
Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs (OMAFRA) to formally place the property on hold and remove 
from circulation. 

The ARIO property meets most of the criteria the ministry has in place for a new facility: the parcel, at 178 acres, 
meets the ministry's size constraints with potential future expansion if necessary. The site is accessible and has 
frontage on Highway 416: close proximity to major highway provides easy access for both staff and members of 
the public who need to visit the facility. There is access to public transit from Kemptville to ottawa with the 
municipality looking to expand this service for the local community. 

The distance between the existing OCDC facility and the Kemptville property is 67 km driving distance, Although 
this ex.ceeds the ministry's criteria of a preferred distance of< 40 kms, the ministry analyzed current staffing 
home locations and the data provided demonstrates the majority of current OCDC staff live within the 40 km 
boundary to the proposed Kemptvllle property. 

There are further Ministry criteria which will Qeed investigating that the Kemptvllle lands only partially meet: 
municipal servicing, natural heritage constraints and hazards with respect to the watercourse on the east 
perimeter and the woodlot on the southwest corner, compatibility with adjacent uses with both rural residential 
uses located to the Immediate north and light Industrial uses located to the east. 10, along with the ministry, will 
need to work with the municipality to investigate and determine the feasibility of the extension of 
services/transit and the ability to rezone/re-designate as required. 
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Information and Privacy
Commissioner/Ontario

Appeal Form

Appeal under the
Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act (FIPPA) 

or the 
Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act (MFIPPA)

Note:	 An appeal must be sent in writing to the Registrar within 30 days after the institution has given notice of 
its decision.

	 The government organization which dealt with your request is referred to as an “institution” under the 
Acts.

Your Information

Mr.	 Mrs.	 Ms.	 Miss

Surname or 
Name of Company, Association or Organization

Given Name	I nitials

Address	U nit

City	P rovince	P ostal Code

Telephone Daytime	E vening

If this appeal is not being made in a personal capacity, please provide the following information:

Name of Contact

Title	T elephone

E-mail Address*

I consent to being contacted at this e-mail address or through that of my representative on my behalf.  I 
acknowledge that sending e-mail over the Internet is not secure, in that it can be intercepted and/or 
manipulated and retransmitted.

Please select one of the following:

I made a request for access to a general record, and have enclosed the required $25.00 appeal fee.

I made a request for access to my own personal information and have enclosed the required $10.00 appeal 
fee.

I made a request to correct my own personal information and have enclosed the required $10.00 appeal 
fee.

I received a notice that the institution intends to disclose a record/personal information that may relate to me. 
(No appeal fee required.)

*
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Information and Privacy
Commissioner/Ontario

Representative Information   (Complete only if you will be represented.)

I authorize the following person to act on my behalf and to receive any personal information pertaining to me, as 
necessary for the purposes of this appeal.

Representative is a:	L awyer	A gent	 Mr.	 Mrs.	 Ms.	 Miss

Surname

Given Name	I nitials

Name of Company, Association or Organization

Address	U nit

City	P rovince	P ostal Code

Telephone Daytime	E vening

E-mail Address

Institution Information  (if available)

Name of Institution

Institution file number

Consent to Provide a Copy of Documentation to the Institution

Please select one of the following:

I consent to a copy of this form and all attachments being provided to the institution.

I do not consent to a copy of this form and all attachments being provided to the institution.

Attachments

The following documents have been attached (if available):

Copy of the request.

Copy of the institution’s decision letter.

Appeal fee made payable to the Minister of Finance (if required).

202• p 

□ 
□ 

□ 
□ 
□ 

□ □ □ □ □ □ 



Information and Privacy
Commissioner/Ontario

Details of the Appeal

Please select the box(es) that explain why the appeal is being made.

Deemed Refusal – It is more than 30 days since I made my request and I have not received a decision.

Failure to Disclose Records – The institution decided to grant access to requested records but I have not 
received them.

Time Extension – The institution decided to extend the time limit for responding to my request, and I 
disagree.

No Jurisdiction – The institution indicated that the requested records are excluded from the Act and I 
disagree.

Reasonable Search – The institution indicated that some or all of the requested records do not exist and I 
believe that more records do exist.

Frivolous or Vexatious – The institution indicated my request is frivolous or vexatious and I disagree.

Exemptions – The institution has exempted all or part of the requested records and I believe that more of 
them should be disclosed.

Interim Decision – Because of the number of records at issue, the institution reviewed a sample of the records 
or consulted an experienced employee, advised me of the exemptions that might apply, and provided me with 
a fee estimate. I disagree with the amount of the fee estimate.

Fee/Fee Estimate – The institution sent me an access decision that included a fee or fee estimate that I feel 
is excessive.

Fee Waiver – The institution has refused to grant my request to waive the fees.

Refusal to Confirm or Deny – The institution has refused to confirm or deny the existence of the requested 
records.

Correction – The institution has refused to make corrections to my personal information.

Third Party – The institution has indicated it will grant access to a record/personal information that may relate 
to me or the appellant, and I feel this information should not be disclosed. 

Other – please explain:
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Information and Privacy
Commissioner/Ontario

Resolution of Appeal
Please describe how you feel this appeal could be resolved.

Previous Appeals
Please list any previous appeals with the Information and Privacy Commissioner/Ontario that may relate to this 
matter.

Information about the Appeal Process
For more information about the processes of the Information and Privacy Commissioner/Ontario and the Code 
of Procedure for appeals, please contact our office at 416-326-3333, toll-free at 1-800-387-0073, or visit our 
website at www.ipc.on.ca.

Where to Send this Form
This form, the applicable fee, and any additional documentation must be sent in writing to the Registrar within 30 
days after the institution has given notice of its decision. The cheque should be payable to the Minister of Finance. 
Do not send cash. Mail the above to:

Registrar 
Information and Privacy Commissioner/Ontario 
1400-2 Bloor Street East 
Toronto, Ontario 
M4W 1A8

Signature
Your Signature	D ate

02/04
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From: Lisa G <lisagallant@rogers.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 29, 2021 5:02 PM 
To: Kate Franklin <Kate.Franklin@ipc.on.ca> 
Subject: Re: PA21-00346 (SolGen-A-2020-04716) 

 
 

Hi Kate, 

 
As per our conversation, here is a summary of what it is I am looking for. 

 
As it's difficult to know what is not being provided, I'm focusing on what should be provided as part of proper site review. 

 
A good example of a robust site review can be found 
here: https://heritageottawa.org/sites/default/files/toh_recommendation_report_0.pdf. This was done for The Ottawa 
Hospital (TOH) and released to the public prior to the final site selection. It includes all aspects that are missing from 
SolGens submission: 
 
-evaluation matrix with strengths and weaknesses of each site 

 
-comparative analysis 

 
-impact analysis on surrounding properties and the town itself, ie. any documentation that shows positive/negative 
contributions to the existing community in economical, physical, and social terms 

 
-feasibility studies and environmental considerations 

 
-site investigation reports. 

 
All of the above should be detailed in nature, and not the highly summarized table provided by SolGen. TOH is a 
registered charity that must comply with provincial financial reporting requirements and receives the majority of it's 
funding from the province. Their release of a comprehensive site selection review clearly shows that the exclusions listed 
below are without standing. 

 
On going through the reasons for withholding information: 

 
12(1) - A site selection review does not include Exec committee or council deliberations. It's a document prepared prior to 
that process. 

 
13(1) - Reference PO-3211: Evaluative, analytical, factual information does not qualify as advice/recommendations 

 
17(1) - There is no competitive interest interference with a review. Merely suggesting a property and detailing pros and 
cons in no way affects commercial interests or would result in losses/gains. Especially when the chosen property is 
Crown owned. 

 
18(1) - The only interests that would be affected would be from a development perspective. As this institution will 
presumably be built somewhere within the province, and there are limited interests that would qualify to build it, the actual 
site selection review would change nothing for both commercial interests and the government of Ontario. 

 
At the end of the day, the site has already been selected, and MPP Clark has repeatedly stated that it's a done deal. 
Releasing the actual details of the analysis that led to that decision would have zero effect on any government business 
or commercial enterprise, and would not reveal the substance of a cabinet decision. If there are emails or 
communications that are part of the analysis, reports and/or studies, they also would not fall under the above exclusions. 
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If names have to be redacted, it isn't a problem. 
 
I could go on for pages, but I believe this accurately reflects what should be available to the public. Again, not knowing 
what has been excluded makes it difficult. 

 
 

 
Thanks Kate. 

Lisa 

 
613-851-5835 
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Ministry of the Solicitor General 
 
Freedom of Information and 
Protection of Privacy Services 
200 First Avenue West 
North Bay ON  P1B 3B9 
 
Telephone  (705) 494-3080 
Toll Free    1-855-273-3080 
Facsimile   (705) 494-3082 
Email: foi.solgen@ontario.ca 

 

ministère du Solliciteur général 
 
Services d’accès à l’information et de la 
Protection de la vie privée 
200 First Avenue West 
North Bay ON  P1B 3B9 
 
Téléphone   (705) 494-3080 
Sans Frais   1-855-273-3080 
Télécopieur (705) 494-3082 
courriel: foi.solgen@ontario.ca 

 

 

 
 

SUPPLEMENTAL DECISION LETTER 
 
 

April 25, 2022 
 
Lisa Gallant 
145 Raina Way 
Kemptville, Ontario K0G 1J0 
 
Email: lisagallant@rogers.com 
 
Dear Lisa Gallant: 
 
SUBJECT:   REQUEST NUMBER SOLGEN-A-2020-04716  
  APPEAL NUMBER PA21-00346  

 
This letter is in response to your request submitted to the Ministry of the Solicitor General 
(the Ministry) under the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act (the Act) and 
your subsequent appeal to the Information and Privacy Commission of Ontario (IPC). 
 
Your request was for access to copies of all documentation including reports, reviews, 
analysis, emails, messages, briefing notes, presentation decks etc. relating to the site 
selection for the new Ontario correctional facility to be located in Kemptville.  Please be 
advised that during mediation the Ministry has reviewed the initial release of records 
and has decided to grant you partial access to additional records. 
 
Access to part of the responsive information is denied in accordance with section(s) 
12(1) and 13(1) of the Act as follows: 
 
12(1) 
A ministry shall refuse to disclose a record where the disclosure would reveal the 
substance of deliberations of the Executive Council or its committees. 
 
13(1) 
A ministry may refuse to disclose a record where the disclosure would reveal advice or 
recommendations of a public servant, any other person employed in the service of an 
institution or a consultant retained by an institution.   

…/2 
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Lisa Gallant 
Page two  
 
 
Attached is a copy of the information being released.  This access decision was made 
by the undersigned.  You are entitled to appeal this decision within 30 days to:  
  
  Information and Privacy Commissioner/Ontario (IPC)  
  2 Bloor Street East, Suite 1400 
   Toronto, ON M4W 1A8  
  (416) 326-3333 / Toll Free: 1-800-387-0073 

 
 
Should you decide to file an appeal, please provide the IPC with the following 
information: 
 

1) a copy of this decision letter; 
2) a copy of your original request for access to information; 
3) the mandatory appeal fee of $25.00 in the form of a cheque or money 

order payable to the Minister of Finance.  
 
If you have any questions regarding your request, please contact, Tracy Buttigieg, 
Senior Program Analyst & Advisor, at 705-492-6245 or Tracy.Buttigieg@ontario.ca. 
 
Sincerely,  

 
Noel Kent  
Senior Manager 
Freedom of Information and  
Protection of Privacy Services 
 

Attachment 
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R
F m

apping show
s w

oodlands, unevaluated w
e

tla
n

d
 and 

w
atercourse on th

e
 site. 

• 
R

ural lo
ca

tio
n

. S
urrounded by a

g
ricu

ltu
ra

l and ru
ra

l uses, n
a

tu
ra

l features. R
ural 

re
sid

e
n

tia
l lo

ts a
b

u
t site to

 th
e

 n
o

rth
. U

rban area o
f K

em
ptville located ju

st south 
o

f th
e

 site beyond th
e

 interchange. 

• 
D

esignated R
ural, W

oodlands and U
nevaluated W

e
tla

n
d

 in O
P; located outside o

f 
th

e
 K

em
ptville U

rban S
ervice A

rea. M
a

jo
rity o

f th
e

 size is zoned R
ural, w

ith
 

n
o

rth
e

rn
 p

o
rtio

n
 zoned FE. U

se is generally n
o

t p
e

rm
itte

d
 in rural designations. 

000044 



219 S
ite #9: V

acant parcel abutting H
v,y 416 

ID K
-06636 / PIN

 046310414 

D
escrip

tio
n

 -
V

a
ca

n
t irre

g
u

la
rly sh

a
p

e
d

 p
a

rce
l, lo

ca
te

d
 

1
5

km
 so

u
th

e
a

st o
f K

a
n

a
ta

. 

Land O
w

n
e

r-
M

TO
 

A
cq

u
isitio

n
 C

ost -
n

/a
 

O
verall 

R
ecom

m
endation 

N
O

T recom
m

ended fo
r fu

rth
e

r 
consideration due to

 significant natural 

heritage constraints, 
and lack o

f 
servicing/transit 

-
M

eets 
(t P

artially m
eets 

Q
 

D
oes n

o
t m

e
e

t 
· .............................................. . 

C
riteria 

D
istance to existing facility (<40 

km
) 

Size (>SO
 acres) 

Frontage / S
ite A

ccess 

M
u

n
icip

ally serviced 

A
ccess to

 public transit 

M
in

im
al n

atu
ral heritage 

constraints and hazards 

C
om

patible w
ith

 adjacent uses 

P
erm

issive O
fficial P

lan / Zoning 
(or easily m

odified for use) --0 0 0 0 0 0 

• 
A

p
p

ro
xim

a
te

ly 30 km
 d

rivin
g

 distance to
 th

e
 existing O

C
D

C
 facility. 

• 
63 acres, h

o
w

e
ve

r co
n

fig
u

ra
tio

n
 o

f eastern p
o

rtio
n

 n
o

t conducive to
 d

e
ve

lo
p

m
e

n
t 

o
f a correctional facility. 

• 
A

buts H
w

y 416, fro
n

ta
g

e
 on M

o
o

d
ie

 D
r. to

 th
e

 w
e

st. S
ite could access 416 via H

w
y 

12 R
d e

xit and M
o

o
d

ie
 R

d. D
irect access to

 H
w

y 4
1

6
 u

n
like

ly given curve a
t th

is 

location. 

• 
N

ot m
u

n
icip

a
lity serviced. 

• 
N

o access to
 p

u
b

lic tra
n

sit. 

• 
P

rovincially significant w
e

tla
n

d
 located in th

e
 m

id
d

le
 o

f th
e

 site, M
N

R
F m

apping 

show
s a

d
d

itio
n

a
l unevaluated w

etlands. 

• 
R

ural lo
ca

tio
n

. S
u

rro
u

n
d

e
d

 by a
g

ricu
ltu

ra
l and ru

ra
l uses, n

a
tu

ra
l features. Large 

q
u

a
rry o

p
e

ra
tio

n
 located to

 th
e

 w
e

st w
hich m

ay generate noise, o
d

o
u

r im
pacts. 

• 
Located ju

st outside O
ttaw

a's U
rban B

oundary, n
o

rth
 h

a
lf is in th

e
 G

reenbelt. D
esignated 

G
eneral R

ural A
rea (south portion) and N

atural E
n

viro
n

m
e

n
t A

rea and S
ignificant W

etland 

(n
o

rth
 p

o
rtio

n
). M

a
jo

rity is zoned RU -
R

ural C
ountryside, w

ith
 th

e
 w

etland area zoned 

E
nvironm

ental P
rotection. 

0
0

0
0

4
5

 



220 S
ite #10: V

acant parcel abutting ~~w
y 417 

ID K
-02206 / PIN 690280508 

D
escrip

tio
n

-V
acan

t, lo
ca

te
d

 in
 th

e
 N

a
tio

n
 M

u
n

ic
ip

a
lity

 

so
u

th
e

a
st o

f O
tta

w
a

. 

Land O
w

n
e

r-
M

TO
 

A
cquisition C

o
s

t-
n

/a
 

O
verall 

R
eco

m
m

en
d

atio
n

 

N
O

T recom
m

ended fo
r fu

rth
e

r 
consideration d

u
e

 to
 significant natural 

heritage constraints, and lack o
f 

servicing/transit 

-
M

e
e

ts 
(t P

artially m
eets 

Q
 

D
oes n

o
t m

e
e

t 
.......... , ............... ·························· .. ···································· .. ····· ........................................................ , ................................................................................. . 

C
riteria 

D
istan

ce to
 existin

g
 facility (<

4
0

 

km
) 

S
ize (>

50 acres) 

F
ro

n
tag

e / S
ite A

ccess 

M
u

n
icip

ally serviced
 

A
ccess to

 p
u

b
lic tra

n
s

it 

M
in

im
a

l n
atu

ral h
eritag

e 
co

n
strain

ts an
d

 h
azard

s 

C
o

m
p

atib
le w

ith
 ad

jacen
t uses 

P
erm

issive O
fficial P

la
n

/ Z
o

n
in

g
 

(o
r easily m

o
d

ified
 fo

r u
se) --0 0 

0 0 0 0 

• 
A

p
p

ro
xim

a
te

ly 34 km
 d

rivin
g

 distance to
 th

e
 existing O

C
D

C
 facility. 

• 
83 acres. 

• 
A

buts H
w

y 417, h
o

w
e

ve
r d

ire
ct access w

o
u

ld
 re

q
u

ire
 a p

e
rm

it fro
m

 M
T

O
. S

ite appears 

to
 b

e
lo

w
 th

e
 grade o

f th
e

 highw
ay. C

oncession R
oad 4 te

rm
in

a
te

s ju
st east o

f th
e

 site; 

extension o
f th

is road could p
ro

vid
e

 access to
 B

aker R
oad to

 th
e

 east. N
earest 

in
te

rch
a

n
g

e
 is 9m

 via B
axter. 

• 
N

o
t m

unicipality serviced. 

• 
N

o access to
 public tra

n
sit. 

• 
H

eavily treed. M
N

R
F m

apping show
s W

oodlands and unevaluated w
etlands on th

e
 

site. 

• 
R

ural lo
ca

tio
n

. S
urrounded by a

g
ricu

ltu
ra

l and rural uses, n
a

tu
ra

l features. 

• 
D

esignated R
ural, S

ignificant W
oodland and W

in
te

rin
g

 H
abitat. Z

oned RU -
R

ural 
C

ountryside, w
ith

 th
e

 w
etland area zoned E

nvironm
ental P

rotection. U
se is generally n

o
t 

p
e

rm
itte

d
 in R

ural designations. 

000046 
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222 S
ite #12: R

ussell 
oad -

e
st 

1 e 
• 

P
IN

s041610168,041610158,041610166 
i ........... e ...... M

eets ............................................. c
t.P

a
rtia

lly
 m

e
e

ts ............................. 0 ...... D
oes n

o
t m

e
e

t ....................... , 

D
e

s
c
rip

tio
n

-V
a

c
a

n
t, irre

g
u

la
rly sh

a
p

e
d

 p
a

rce
l lo

ca
te

d
 a

t 
4

1
2

0
 a

n
d

 4
2

2
4

 R
ussell R

oad, ju
s
t n

o
rth

 o
f H

u
n

t C
lu

b
 R

d. 

Land O
w

n
e

r-
N

C
C

 

A
cq

u
isitio

n
 C

o
s

t-
n

/a
 

O
verall 

R
ecom

m
endation 

N
O

T recom
m

ended fo
r fu

rth
e

r 
consideration due to

 size and re
strictive

 
O

P
 e

m
p

lo
ym

e
n

t policies, 

C
riteria 

D
istance to

 existing facility (<40 
km

) 

Size (>50 acres) 

Frontage / S
ite A

ccess 

M
u

n
icip

ally serviced 

A
ccess to public tran

sit 

M
in

im
al n

atu
ral heritage 

constraints and hazards 

C
om

patible w
ith

 adjacent uses 

P
erm

issive O
fficial P

lan / Zoning 
(or easily m

odified fo
r use) -0 

---0 

-() 

• 
A

p
p

ro
xim

a
te

ly 7 km
 d

rivin
g

 distance to
 th

e
 existing O

C
D

C
 fa

cility. 

• 
30 acres. 

• 
T

he site has fro
n

ta
g

e
 on R

ussell R
oad. 

• 
A

ccess to
 m

unicipal sanitary and w
a

te
r sew

ers. O
n site S

W
M

 fa
cility m

ay be 
required. 

• 
A

ccess to
 local bus routes. N

o sidew
alks in im

m
e

d
ia

te
 vicin

ity o
f th

e
 site. 

• 
N

o m
a

jo
r natural heritage constraints. A

n U
nstable S

lope is show
n bisecting th

e
 

site, h
o

w
e

ve
r th

e
 n

a
tu

re
 o

f this slope is unclear based on m
aps and im

agery. 
F

urther investigation w
ould be required. 

• 
Im

m
e

d
ia

te
ly su

rro
u

n
d

e
d

 by lig
h

t in
d

u
stria

l uses w
ith

 H
u

n
t C

lub R
oad to

 th
e

 south. 
R

esidential uses are located fu
rth

e
r w

est. 

• 
In the U

rban B
oundary, designated U

rban E
m

ploym
ent A

rea. C
orrectional use is 

considered a M
a

jo
r U

rban F
acility -

generally n
o

t p
e

rm
itte

d
 in e

m
p

lo
ym

e
n

t designations, 
should be located near rapid transit. Z

oned H
eavy Industrial and A

gricultural (south 
portion). 

000049 



223 S
ite #13: R

ussell R
oad -

E
ast S

i 
• 

P
IN

s043510393,043510384 
' ........... e ...... M

eets ............................................. ct .P
artially m

eets ............................. o ....... D
oes not. m

eet ....................... ! 

D
escrip

tio
n

-V
acan

t, irre
g

u
la

rly shaped parcel lo
ca

te
d

 a
t 

4055 R
ussell R

oad, ju
st n

o
rth

 o
f H

u
n

t C
lub R

d. F
o

rm
e

r 
fa

rm
 buildings lo

ca
te

d
 a

t th
e

 ce
n

tre
 o

f th
e

 p
ro

p
e

rty. 

Land O
w

n
e

r-
N

C
C

 

A
cq

u
isitio

n
 C

ost -
n

o
t available 

O
verall 

R
ecom

m
endation 

N
O

T recom
m

ended fo
r fu

rth
e

r 
consideration -

site is no lo
n

g
e

r 
available 

C
riteria 

D
istance to

 existing facility (<40 
km

) 

Size (>50 acres) 

F
ro

n
tag

e/ S
ite A

ccess 

M
unicipally serviced 

A
ccess to public transit 

M
in

im
al natural heritage 

constraints and hazards 

C
om

patible w
ith

 adjacent uses 

P
erm

issive O
fficial P

lan / Zoning 
(or easily m

odified fo
r use) -----0 

-ct 

• 
A

p
p

ro
xim

a
te

ly 7 km
 d

rivin
g

 distance to
 th

e
 existing O

C
D

C
 fa

cility. 

• 
69 acres. 

• 
T

he site has fro
n

ta
g

e
 on R

ussell R
oad. 

• 
A

ccess to
 m

unicipal sanitary and w
a

te
r sew

ers. O
n site S

W
M

 facility m
ay be 

required. N
ote a tru

n
k se

w
e

r roughly bisects th
e

 p
ro

p
e

rty fro
m

 south to
 n

o
rth

 
upon w

hich d
e

ve
lo

p
m

e
n

t is n
o

t p
e

rm
itte

d
. 

• 
A

ccess to
 local bus routes. N

o sidew
alks in im

m
e

d
ia

te
 vicin

ity o
f th

e
 site. 

• 
N

o m
a

jo
r natural heritage constraints. A

 trib
u

ta
ry o

f G
reen's C

reek runs th
ro

u
g

h
 

th
e

 southern portion o
f th

e
 p

ro
p

e
rty east to

 w
est and an unstable slope is show

n 
associated w

ith
 this trib

u
ta

ry. 

• 
Im

m
e

d
ia

te
ly su

rro
u

n
d

e
d

 by lig
h

t in
d

u
stria

l uses w
ith

 H
u

n
t C

lub R
oad a

b
u

ttin
g

 th
e

 
site to

 th
e

 south and H
ighw

ay 416 to
 th

e
 east. A

g
ricu

ltu
ra

l uses are located 
fu

rth
e

r east. 

• 
In th

e
 U

rban B
oundary, designated U

rban E
m

ploym
ent A

rea. C
orrectional use is 

considered a M
a

jo
r U

rban F
acility -

generally n
o

t p
e

rm
itte

d
 in e

m
p

lo
ym

e
n

t designations, 
should be located near rapid transit. Z

oned H
eavy Industrial. 

000050 
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225 S
ite #17: 2 and 35 Leathern D

rive 
• . 

PINs 047333013 (Parcel A
); 047336646 (B) 

-
M

e
e

ts 
ct P

artially m
e

e
ts 

Q
 

D
oes n

o
t m

e
e

t 
......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 

D
escrip

tio
n

 -T
w

o
 vacant parcels located so

u
th

w
e

st o
f 

th
e

 a
irp

o
rt. 

Land O
w

n
e

r-
P

rivate (M
in

to
 P

roperties Inc} 

A
cq

u
isitio

n
 C

ost -
$330k/acre (2018} 

O
verall 

R
ecom

m
endation 

N
O

T recom
m

ended fo
r fu

rth
e

r 
consideration d

u
e

 to
 size and a

irp
o

rt 
restrictions 

C
riteria 

D
istance to

 e
xistin

g
 fa

cility (<40 
km

) 

S
ize (>SO

 acres) 

F
rontage / S

ite A
ccess 

M
u

n
icip

a
lly serviced 

A
ccess to public tran

sit 

M
in

im
al natural heritage 

constraints and hazards 

C
om

patible w
ith

 adjacent uses 

P
erm

issive O
fficial P

la
n

/ Zoning 
(or easily m

odified fo
r use) -0 

---0 

ct 0 

• 
A

p
p

ro
xim

a
te

ly 29 km
 d

rivin
g

 distance to
 th

e
 e

xistin
g

 O
C

D
C

 fa
cility. 

• 
P

arcel A
: 5.23 acres; P

arcel B: 28.35 acre.s 

• 
T

he site has fro
n

ta
g

e
 on B

ill Leathern and Leikin D
rives. 

• 
A

ccess to
 m

unicipal sanitary and w
a

te
r sew

ers. 

• 
A

ccess to
 local bus routes. 

• 
S

outh p
a

rt o
f P

arcel A
 is heavily tre

e
d

 and m
ay co

n
ta

in
 a trib

u
ta

ry o
f B

arrhaven 
C

reek. 

• 
Im

m
e

d
ia

te
ly su

rro
u

n
d

e
d

 by a
g

ricu
ltu

ra
l uses to

 th
e

 n
o

rth
 and residential uses to

 
th

e
 so

u
th

. P
arcel B

 abuts th
e

 R
C

M
P

 h
e

a
d

q
u

a
rte

rs. Located w
ith

in
 close p

ro
xim

ity 
(600m

) to
 e

le
m

e
n

ta
ry school. 

• 
Located w

ith
in

 th
e

 U
rban B

oundary, designated U
rban E

m
p

lo
ym

e
n

t A
rea; use is 

considered a M
a

jo
r U

rban F
acility -

generally n
o

t p
e

rm
itte

d
 in designations and should be 

located near rapid tra
n

sit. Located w
ith

in
 A

irp
o

rt O
perating Influence Z

one, p
ro

h
ib

its a 
co

rre
ctio

n
a

l ce
n

tre
 as it is considered a 'sensitive use'. Z

oned R
ural H

eavy Industrial. 

000055 
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227 S
ite #26: Lands at A

lbion and R
id .,au R

o
a

d
s 

• . 

P
IN

s043280160,043280159,043280158 

D
escrip

tio
n

-T
h

ree va
ca

n
t parcels lo

ca
te

d
 so

u
th

 o
f th

e
 

a
irp

o
rt.C

ity-o
w

n
e

d
 p

a
rce

l h
isto

rica
lly used as la

n
d

fill and 

F
ederal parcel su

b
je

ct to
 lease w

ith
 A

irp
o

rt A
u

th
o

rity 

Land O
w

n
e

r-
F

ederal G
o

v't, C
ity o

f O
tta

w
a

, C
e

n
tra

l 
C

anada E
xh

ib
itio

n
 A

sso
cia

tio
n

 

A
cquisition C

o
s

t-
u

n
kn

o
w

n
, E

xh
ib

itio
n

 Lands p
re

vio
u

sly 
listed fo

r x in 2
0

1
6

 

O
verall 

R
eco

m
m

en
d

atio
n

 

R
EC

O
M

M
EN

D
ED

 fo
r fu

rth
e

r 
consideration, pending Investigations 
into th

e
 extension o

f services and 
transit. 

C
riteria 

D
istan

ce to
 existin

g
 facility (<

4
0

 
km

) 

Size (>SO
 acres) 

F
rontage / S

ite A
ccess 

M
unicipally serviced 

A
ccess to

 p
u

b
lic tra

n
s

it 

M
in

im
a

l n
atu

ral h
eritag

e 
co

n
strain

ts an
d

 h
azard

s 

C
o

m
p

atib
le w

ith
 ad

jacen
t uses 

P
erm

issive O
fficial P

lan
 / Z

o
n

in
g

 
(o

r easily m
o

d
ified

 fo
r u

se) 

-
M

eets 
(t P

artially m
eets 

Q
 

D
oes n

o
t m

eet 
............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ ~

 

---0 

0 () 

() 

() 

• 
A

p
p

ro
xim

a
te

ly 22 km
 d

rivin
g

 distance to
 th

e
 existing O

C
D

C
 facility. 

• 
F

ederal parcel: 155 acres; C
ity parcel: 58 acres; E

xhibition parcel: 123 acres. 

• 
Frontage on a A

lbion and R
ideau. N

o current access point. 

• 
N

o
t cu

rre
n

tly available; private w
a

te
r services w

ill n
o

t be p
e

rm
itte

d
 due to

 ground 
w

a
te

r co
n

ta
m

in
a

tio
n

. P
revious servicing a

g
re

e
m

e
n

t fo
r th

e
 exhibition lands could 

p
o

te
n

tia
lly be leveraged, w

ill depend on capacity rem
aining a

fte
r casino expansion. 

• 
N

o public transit, how
ever future LRT m

ay extend close to the site. Casino offers 
shuttle service to dow

ntow
n w

hich could potentially be leveraged. There are 
existing bus routes in proxim

ity e that could potentially be m
odified to service the 

site. 
• 

M
N

R
F m

apping show
s areas o

f w
oodlands and unevaluated w

etlands on w
e

st 
p

o
rtio

n
 o

f the site, fu
rth

e
r investigation required. C

ity parcel previously used as a 
landfill. C

an only be used as a parking lo
t until 2027 as per M

O
E

. 

• 
S

urrounded by a
g

ricu
ltu

ra
l and rural uses. H

ard R
ock C

asino O
tta

w
a

 is located to
 

th
e

 n
o

rth
 east, expansion planned. R

ail R
O

W
 along w

e
st p

e
rim

e
te

r o
f th

e
 

E
xhibition parcel. H

yd
ro

 R
O

W
 o

ve
r C

ity and F
ederal parcels. 
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July 16, 2019 

OTTAWA LAND ACQUISITION UPDATE 

Work Completed to Date: 

• Over 38 properties assessed this month some of which were a result of the 
CBRE Public Request (Newspaper Ad) while others were new listings on MLS. 

• 6 of the 38 properties have some potential and are under further investigation by 
10 (rezoning and municipal servicing) 

• The rest of the 38 properties are not recommended for further consideration 
because of any one of the following reasons: too small, inappropriate site 
configuration, lack of municipal servicing, no access to transit, or significant 
natural heritage constraints. 

Newspaper Ad Release 

CBRE Ottawa on behalf of 10 has released an Ad in the Ottawa paper inviting 
submissions of available land for sale or lease to be used for institutional development. 

The ad is scheduled for the following release dates: 

• Ottawa Citizen in print on Saturday June 15. There are no further plans to run the 
ad for longer in the Ottawa Citizen. 

• Ottawa business Journal's website for 1 week starting on July 8th . 

• Translated into French and posted in Le Droit newspaper on Saturday June 15 
and Wednesday June 19. There are no further plans to run the ad for longer. 

• In addition to the on-line posting, the Ottawa Business Journal sent an email 
blast to its 6,000+ subscribers. The ad is included in this daily email blast that 
the Ottawa Business Journal sends it subscribers every day starting June 17 until 
July 8th_ 

• CBRE has also sent the ad to its 660 person contact list consisting of investors, 
developers, real estate sales representatives. 360 people viewed the ad and 3 
have responded - City of Ottawa, a developer and a real estate agent. 

Update on Kemptville Land 

• ARIO like many other agencies and Ministries have been asked to trim their 
budgets by the end of this fiscal year. ARIO is trying to achieve this· by selling off 
a number of their excess land holdings and therefore eliminating the operating 
budgets of those properties, the Kemptville property being one of them. ARIO 
intends to use the revenue from the sale of the Kemptville property to complete 
other infrastructure projects. 

• The holding costs for Kemptville are estimated to be $500,000 per year. 

Page 1 of 2 000016 
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• Utility costs in 2018-:-2019 were approximately $300,000 for the year. 

• Operations & Maintenance is an additional $200,000 per year. 

• ARIO currently has a water main project for the Kemptville site out to tender. This 
is a necessary project with an estimated value of $1.1 million. If ARIO sells the 
property through the circulation, they will provide the tender package to the 
Agency/Ministry who takes over the property, who would then have to undertake 
the work themselves. If the property goes on the market, ARIO will complete the 
water main project and include it in the sale price of the property. 

Decision required: 
• SolGen to make decision on putting a hold on Kemptville site. 

Next Steps for Land Acquisition 

• July 12 - CBRE newspaper ad for available land ends 
• July 15 - CBRE report due on results from newspaper ad 
• July 17 - ADM briefing on Kemptville 
• July 19 - OMAFRA will initiate Kemptville circulation. (OMAFRA agreed .to delay 

circulation by 1 week to accommodate SolGen request) 
• August 9 - SolGen to make decision on Kemptville site 
• Aug 15 - Stage 1 & 2 Provincial level property circulation ends 
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Summary 

BUSINESS CASE FOR MINISTRY HOLDS 
AND INTER~MINISTRY TRANSFERS 

STAGE 1 INTEREST 

Holdings for Ministry of Solicitor General 
Interested Property - PIN 681260206, ARIO Lands (Kemptville) 

The Ministry of Solicitor General (Sol Gen) wish to express interest in the Agriculture Research Institute of 
Ontario (ARIO) land in Kemptvllle to construct a new 235 bed Correctional institution to address in part, the 
necessary capacity needs within the Eastern Region. ARIO has circulated the land for sale to in part fund further 
capital works on other sites. 

The ministry received Stage 2 approval as part of the 2017 /2018 Program Review, Renewal Transformation 
process, to replace the current Ottawa-Carleton Detention Centre (OCDC). Since May 2017, SolGen, along with 
Infrastructure Ontario (10), has been actively engaged in a search for a site {approximately 60 to 70 acres) for 
the proposed Ottawa Correctional Complex (OCC) facility. Over the past 2.5 years, the ministry and 10 have 
explored over 30 properties to meet the ministry's need, however SolGen has been unable to obtain any 
potential sites due to various reasons: unsuitable land constraints, sale of land, etc. The project is delayed unless 
suitable land is found. 

Based on the Ministry of Infrastructure {MO!} Reality Directive, 10 is always required to review the Provincial 
portfolio for available lands to accommodate Ministry uses: the Ministry has expressed interest in the ARIO 
property that Is currently circulating for sale. On September 26th 2019, SolGen expressed interest to the 
Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs (OMAFRA) to formally place the property on hold and remove 
from circulation. 

The ARIO property meets most of the criteria the ministry has in place for a new facility: the parcel, at 178 acres, 
meets the ministry's size constraints with potential future expansion if necessary. The site is accessible and has 
frontage on Highway 416: close proximity to major highway provides easy access for both staff and members of 
the public who need to visit the facility. There is access to public transit from Kemptville to ottawa with the 
municipality looking to expand this service for the local community. 

The distance between the existing OCDC facility and the Kemptville property is 67 km driving distance, Although 
this ex.ceeds the ministry's criteria of a preferred distance of< 40 kms, the ministry analyzed current staffing 
home locations and the data provided demonstrates the majority of current OCDC staff live within the 40 km 
boundary to the proposed Kemptvllle property. 

There are further Ministry criteria which will Qeed investigating that the Kemptvllle lands only partially meet: 
municipal servicing, natural heritage constraints and hazards with respect to the watercourse on the east 
perimeter and the woodlot on the southwest corner, compatibility with adjacent uses with both rural residential 
uses located to the Immediate north and light Industrial uses located to the east. 10, along with the ministry, will 
need to work with the municipality to investigate and determine the feasibility of the extension of 
services/transit and the ability to rezone/re-designate as required. 
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n
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o
u

rt o
f Justice: 

S
tatus: 

P
IN

: 
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ith

: 

L
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IN
G
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O

M
M

E
N

T
S 

N
a

tio
n

a
l 

C
a

p
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l C
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m
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6
4

 acres 

D
R

 -
D

e
ve

lo
p

m
e

n
t R

eserve 

LA
N

D
 LEASE 

$12,200 per acre per 
a

n
n

u
m

 

25 m
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A
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b

le
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m
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043313984 
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dge P
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A
p

p
ro

xim
a

te
ly 4,000 feet o

f fro
n

ta
g

e
 on Leitrim

 R
oad 

C
o

m
m

e
rcia

l d
e

ve
lo

p
m

e
n

t potential 

Q
u

ick access to m
a

jo
r th

o
ro

u
g

h
fa

re
s in

clu
d

in
g

 H
u

n
t C

lu
b

 R
oad, and 

Leitrim
 R

oad 

In close proxim
ity to

 future, and planned, Lim
ebank Light R

ail T
ransit 

S
tation 

U
rb

a
n

 servicing -
m

u
n

icip
a

l services a
va

ila
b

le
 

This disdaimet shall apply to CBRE Umited, Reul Estate AgenO/, and to oil othe1 divisions of the Co1pomtion; to include all employees and independent contmctots ("CBRE"). The inlom1otion set out herein, including, without limitation, aoy p1oiections, images, opinions, assumptions and estimates 
obtuined from thi1d potties (the "ln!onnotion") hos not been veiified by CBRE, and CBRE does not mpiesent, wmmnt at gumuntee the accumO/, conectness nod completeness of the lnfo1mation. CBRE does not accopt OJOssume any iesponsibility O1 liobility, diiect OJ consequential, fm the 
ln!o,mation or the 1ecipient's teliance upon the Information. The 1ecipient of the Information should take such steps os the recipient may deem necessary to veiify the Information prim to plocing any reliance upon the Information, The lnfo1motion may change and any property described in the 
Information moy be withdrawn from the market at any lime without notice or obligation to the iecipient from CBRE. CBRE and the CBRE logo are the seNice marks ol CBRE limited ond/01 its affiliated or related companies in other countries. All other mmks displayed on this document are the 
property of thei, respective owners. All Rights ReseNed. M
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e

r: 
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Z
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P
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P
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n
ta

rio
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o
u

rt o
f Justice: 

S
tatus: 
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: 
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L
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T
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G
 C

O
M

M
E

N
T

S
 

~· 
A

d
ja

ce
n

t to R
C

M
P

 H
eadquarters 

1 7 km
 to D

ow
ntow

n C
ore 

12 km
 to H

ighw
ay 41 6 

M
in

to
 P

roperties Inc. 

P
arcel A

-
5

.2
3

 acres 
P

arcel B-
2

8
.3

5
 acres 

IL9 -
Light Industrial 

$
8

,5
0

5
,0

0
0

 

$
3

0
0

,0
0

0
 

2
3
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inute drive 

A
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ila
b
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m
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0
4

7
3

3
6

6
4

6
 

0
4

7
3

3
7

0
2

7
 

C
harles M

irsky, 
D

istrict R
ealty 

C
entered in one o

f O
tta

w
a

's fastest grow
ing com

m
unities 

U
rban servicing -

m
u

n
icip

a
l services a

va
ila

b
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This discloime, shall apply to CBRE limited, Reul Estate Ayen(\/, and lo all othet divisions of the Corpomtion; to include all employees and independent conhudors ("CBRE"). The information set out herein, including, without limitation, any projections, images, opinions, assumptions and estimates 
obtained from third parties (the "Information") has not been verified by CBRE, and CBRE does not tepresent, warrant or guarantee the acrnrnry, wrrertness and completeness of the Information. CBRE does not accept or assume any responsibility or liability, direct or consequential, for the 
Information or the recipient's reliance upon the Information. The recipient of the Information should toke such steps os the recipient may deem necessary ta verify the Information prior to placing any reliance upon the Information. The Information may change and any property described in the 
Information may be withdrawn from the market ol any lime without notice or obligation to the recipient from CBRE. CBRE and the CBRE logo ore the sewice marks of CBRE limited and/or ils affiliated or related companies in other countries. All other marks displayed on this document ore the 
property of their respective owners. All Rights Reserved. M
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O
w

n
e

r: 
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ize: 

Z
o

n
in

g
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P
rice per A

cre: 

P
roxim

ity to
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n
ta

rio
 C

o
u

rt o
f Justice: 

S
tatus: 

P
IN

: 

Listed W
ith: 

L
IST

IN
G
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O

M
M

E
N

T
S 

Located south o
f M

itch O
w

ens and R
iver R

oad 

A
nn &

 M
ich

a
e

l O
'N

e
il 

88 acres 

A
G

 1 -
A

g
ricu

ltu
ra

l 

$2,150,000 

$24,431.82 

40 m
inute drive 

A
va

ila
b

le
 im

m
ediately 

043170324 

Jim
 C

o
o

p
e

r, 
E

ngel &
 V

olkers 

This land slopes from
 the road to

 the to
p

 o
f the hill w

ere there is now
 

an a
b

a
n

d
o

n
e

d
 house, and a

d
ia

ce
n

t to
 R

ideau F
orest E

states 

R
ural servicing -

w
ell and septic 

This disdoimer shall u1iply lo CBRE limited, Real Estate Agency, ond to all other divisions of the Corporation; to include all employees and independent contractors (''CBRE"). The information set out herein, including, without limitation, any proiections, imuges, opinions, assumptions and estimates 
obtained from third parties (the "Information") has not been verified by CBRE, and CBRE does not represent, warrant or guarantee the accuracy, correctness and completeness of the Information. CBRE does not accept or assume any responsibility or liability, direct or consequential, for tho 
Information or the recipient's reliance upon the Information. lire recipient of the Information should take such steps os the recipient moy deem necessary ta verify the Information prior to placing any reliance upon the Information. lire Information moy change and any property described in the 
lnlormotion may be willrirown from the market ot any time without notice or obl'rgut'ron to the rec'rpient from CBR!. CBRE and the CBRE Iago ore the se~ice marks of CBRE limited and/or ils oflil'ruted or related companies in other counlries. All other marks displayed on tlirs document are the 
property of their respective owners. All Rights Reserved. M

opping Sources: Canadian M
apping Services canadomapping@

cbre.com; DMTI Spatio!, Environics Analytics, Micr□soft Bing, Google Earth 
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O
w
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Land S
ize: 

Z
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rice: 

P
rice per A

cre: 

P
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ity to
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n
ta

rio
 C

o
u

rt o
f Justice: 

S
tatus: 
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: 
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ith: 

L
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T
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G
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O
M

M
E

N
T

S
 

F
rontage on B

arnsdale R
oad 

-
P

otential interchange at H
W

Y
 4 l 6 

W
ell and septic w

ould have to be installed 

H
ydro close by 

T
hom

as M
ille

r &
 

R
obert M

ille
r 

5
0

 acres 

A
G

 -
A

gricultural Z
one 

$
9

,2
5

0
,0

0
0

 

$
1

8
5

,0
0

0
 

2
6
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inute drive 

A
vailable im

m
ediately 

0
4

5
9

2
0

0
4
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D
iane Jabocs, R

e/M
ax 

His disclaimer shall trpply to CBRE limited, Real Estate Agency, and to oil other divisions of the Corpoiation; to include all employees and independent contrnctors ("CBRE"). The information set out herein, including, without limitation, any proieclions, images, opinions, assumptions and estimates 
obtained from third parties (the "Information") has not been verified by CBRE, and CBRE does not represent, warrant or guarantee the occuracy, correclness and completeness of the Information. CBRE does not accept or assume any responsibility or liability, direct 01 consequential, for the 
laformotion or the recipient's reliance upon the Information. The recipient ofthe Information should toke such steps as the recipieal may deem necessary lo verily the lnformotioa prior to placing any reliance upon the Information. The Information may change and any property described in the 
lnlormolion moy be wilhdrown from the market of any lime without notice or obligolion to the recipient from CBRE. CBRE and lhe CBRE logo are tlie service marks of CBRE limited and/or its affiliated or related companies in other counlries. All other marks displayed on this document ore the 
proµecty of !heir rel\lecli,e owners. All Rights Res€1ved. M

oppiug Sources, Conodion M
oppiog Se.vices canodamoppiruJ@
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O
w

n
e

r: 

Land S
ize: 

Z
o

n
in

g
 

List P
rice: 

P
rice p

e
r A

cre: 

P
roxim

ity to
 O

n
ta

rio
 C

o
u

rt o
f Justice: 

S
tatus: 

PIN
: 

Listed W
ith: 

L
IST

IN
G
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O

M
M

E
N

T
S 

S
hirley 

W
illia

m
s D

urand &
 

Josef -
E

state D
urand 

5
2

 acres 

R
U

 -
R

ural C
ountryside 

$
1

,2
5

0
,0

0
0

 

$
2

4
,0

3
9

 

3
0

 m
inute drive 

A
va

ila
b

le
 im

m
e

d
ia

te
ly 

0
4

5
9

2
0

0
2

3
 

B
ill E

delson, R
oyal LeP

age 

C
lose proxim

ity to
 B

ankfield R
oad and H

W
Y

 4
1

6
 interchange 

R
ural servicing -

w
ell and septic 

This disdoime1 shall op~y lo CBR[ limited, Reul [stole Agen('f, ond lo oil olhe1 divisio11s of the Co1pomlicn; lo indude ull employees ond independent conlmc\011 ("CBR["). The iofmmo\ion set out he1ein, indoding, without limilolion, ony pmieclions, imoges, opinions, ossumptions ond estimates 
obtoined from lhird porties (the "lnfonnalion") has not been verified by CBRE, and CBRE does not represent, wmr□nl or guarantee the ocrnm('f, conectness and completeness of the lnfo1matian. CBRE does not accept or assume any responsibility or liability, direct m

 rnnsequential, for the 
lnfmmotion 01 the recipient's reliance upon the lnfo1motion. The recipient of the Information should lake such steps as the recipient may deem necessmy to v01ify the Information prio1 ta placing any reliance upon the Information. The lnfonnotian may change and any property desnibed in the 
lnfarmotion moy be withdrown from the mmkel al ony lime without notice or obligation to tlie recipient from CBRE. CBRE ond lhe CBRE logo ore the seNice morks of (BRE limiled and/or ils offilioled or reloted companies in other rount1ies. All other morks displayed on this document ore the 
property of their respective owners. All Rights Rese,ved. M

apping Sources: Conodion M
opping Services conadomopping@

rbre.com; DMTI Spotiol, Environics Analytics, M
irrosoft Bing, Google Emlh 
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O
w

n
e

r: 

Land S
ize: 

Z
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rice: 

P
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cre: 

P
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n
ta
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o
u

rt o
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S
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Listed W
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G
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O

M
M

EN
TS 

W
a

lte
r John M

ckenna 

4
2

 acres 
4

7
 acres 

D
R

 -
D

evelopm
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eserve 
R

U
 -

R
ural C

ountryside 

$
1

,2
6

4
,0

0
0

 

$
1

4
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0
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2
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A
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b
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m
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0
4

5
9

5
0

0
3

3
 

0
4

5
9

5
0

0
3
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R
on M

illig
a

n
, A

vison Y
oung 

Tw
o separate parcels o

f land separated by H
ighw

ay 4 16 

4
2

 acres off B
orrisokane R

oad and 4
7

 acres o
ff H

ighw
ay 4

1
6

 

C
urrently farm

ed under lease 

R
ural servicing close to urban b

o
u

n
d

a
ry and m

u
n

icip
a

l services 

This disclaimer shall apply to CBRE limited, Real Estate Agency, and to oil other divisions of the Corporation; to include oll employees ond independent contractors (''CBRE"). The information set out herein, including, without limilotion, any projections, images, opinions, assumptions and estimates 
obtained from third parties (the "Information") hos not been verified by CBRE, and CBRE does not represent, worr□nt or guarantee the□crnracy, correctness and completeness of the Information. CBRE does not accept orassum

e any respoosibility or liability, direct or consequential, for the 
Information or the recipient's reliance upon the Information. The recipient of the l□formolion should toke such steps as the recipient moy deem necessary to verify the Information prior to placing any reliance upon the Information. The Information may change and ony property des"ibed in the 
lnlormotion may be withdrawn from the market ol ony l'rme without notice or obligution lo the recip'renl from CBRE. CBRE ond the CBR[ logo ore the se~ice morks of (BRE limited on,l/or its ollilioted or related companies in other countries. All other marks displayed on this document ore the 
property of thei1 respective owners. All Rights Reserved. Mopping Sources: Conodion M

opping Services conudomopping@
cbre.com; DMll Spatial, Environics Anol1~ics, Microsoft Bing, Google Eo1th 

(al : ] ii] ~
 

000105 



257



258
FO

R
 SALE 

D
e

ta
ils

 

O
w

n
e

r: 
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Z
oning 
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P
rice per A
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P
roxim

ity to
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n
ta
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o
u

rt o
f Justice: 

S
tatus: 

P
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: 

Listed W
ith: 

LISTIN
G
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O

M
M

E
N

T
S 

S
trandherd R

oad Inc. 

5
8
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2

 acres 

IP -
B

usiness P
ark Industrial 

$
2

6
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8
9

,0
0

0
 

$
4

5
0
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0
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2
4
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inute drive 

A
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b
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m
ediately 

0
4

4
6

7
1

6
1
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D
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ordish, 
R

egional R
ealty 

A
t H

W
Y

 4
1

6
 and S

trandherd R
oad exit, located next to new
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ostco 

S
ubject to plan o

f subdivision 

U
rban land w

ith m
unicipal services a

va
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b
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1his disdoime, sholl opp\y lo CBR[ limilec, Reul [slate Agency, ond lo ull olhe, divisions ol the Cmpomlion; lo indude ull employees and i11depende111 mnlmc\a1s ("CBR["). 1he inlmmolio11 set out he1ein, induding, wilhout limilolion, ony proie<lions, imoges, opinions, ossumptions and eslimoles 
obtained from thi1cl parties (the "lolormalion") hos 110\ been verified by CBRE, a11d CBRE does aot roprosenl, warm11t or guarantee the accuracy, coneclness and completeness of !he lnf□1moti□n. CBRE does not accept or assume ony responsibility or liability, direct or wnsequential, fm the 
Information 01 !he rncipient's reliance upon the lnformalion. The recipient of the Information should take such steps os the recipient may deem necessary lo verify !he lnformolion p1io1 to placing any reliance upon the lnlormalion. The lnlormotion moy change ond any prope11y demibed in the 
lnlorn1olion moy be wilhdrown from !he market ol ony lime wilhoul nolice 01 obligolion lo !he recipienl from CBRE. CBRE 011d !ho CBRE logo are !he service morks of (BRE limiled and/or its offilioled or ielaled companies in other counlries. All other marks displayed on !his dowm

enl ore !he 
property ol their respeclive owners. All Righls Rese1ved. M
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apping Services canadamapping@

cbre.com; DMTi Spatial, Environics Analylics, Microsoft Bing, Google Earlh 
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D
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O
w

n
e

r: 

Land S
ize: 

Z
oning 

List P
rice: 

P
rice per A

cre: 

P
roxim

ity to
 O

n
ta

rio
 C

o
u

rt o
f Justice: 

S
tatus: 
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: 

Listed W
ith: 

L
IST

IN
G
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O

M
M

E
N

T
S 

B
renda Joyce S

cholz 

1
1

7
 acres 

A
G

 -
A

gricultural Z
one 

$
2

,3
9

5
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0
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$
2

0
,4

7
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3
0
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inute drive 

C
o

n
d

itio
n

a
lly sold 

0
4

5
9

4
0

0
7

3
 

R
on M

illig
a

n
, A

vison Y
oung 

Located 5 m
inutes from

 B
arrhaven and H

ighw
ay 4

1
6

 

The property includes an existing farm
house, one barn, and other 

outbuildings 

R
ural servicing -

w
ell and septic 

lhis disdoirne1 shull op~y lo (B
R

[ limited, Reol £slate Agency, ond lo oil olhe, divisions of lhe Co,pomlion; lo include oil employees ond independenl rnnlmclors ("CBRE"). lhe in!mmotion set out he1ein, including, wilhout limilolion, uny p1ojeclio111, images, opinions, nssumplions ond estimates 
obtained from thild pmties (the "lnfonnotion") hos not been verified by CBRE, and CBRE does not represent, warrant or guarantee the □((Ur□cy, coneclness and wmpleteness of the lnfmmotion. CBRE does nol occepl or assume any responsibility or liobilily, direct m

 consequential, for the 
lnformotion or lhe recipienl's reliance upon lhe lnformolion. The recipient of the Information should toke such steps as the recipient moy deem necessmy lo verify the lnformolion prior to placing ony reliance upon the Information. The lnfo1motion moy change and any property described in the 
lnlormolion moy be wilhdrown from lhe morkel ol ony lime withoul nolice or obligolion lo !he recipient from CBRE. CBRE and the CBRE logo ore lhe service marks of CBRE limited and/or its ol/ilioled or reloled com ponies in olher counl1ies. All other mo,ks displayed on this document ore the 
property of their respeclive owners. All Rights Reserved. Mopping Sources, C□nodion M
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D
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O
w

n
e

r: 

Land S
ize: 

Z
oning 

List P
rice: 

P
rice p

e
r A

cre: 

P
roxim

ity to O
n

ta
rio
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o

u
rt o
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S
tatus: 

P
IN

: 

Listed W
ith

: 

L
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IN
G
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O

M
M

E
N

T
S 

C
onstruction A

lberto 
B

ulhoes Inc., et al. 

6
4

 acres 

A
G

2
 -

A
g

ricu
ltu

ra
l Z

one 

$19,200,000 

$300,000 

2
8
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inute drive 

A
va

ila
b

le
 im

m
ediately 

044490328 

N
o

t listed 

Located south o
f K

anata S
outh, surrounded by a

g
ricu

ltu
ra

l uses. 

Located at the co
rn

e
r o

f E
agleson and F

aulkner R
oads 

R
ural servicing -

w
ell and septic 

This disduime, shall apply to CBRE limited, Reul Estate Agency, and to oil othe, divisions of the (orpomtion; to include all employees und independent contmctms ("CSR["). The inlonnotion set out heiein, including, without limitation, any pmiections, images, opinions, assumptions and estimates 
obtained from thiid parties (the "lnfmmotion") hos not been verified by CBRE, and CBRE does not represent, warrant m

 guarantee the a((urncy, correctness and completeness of the Information. CBR[ does not ocrnpt or assume any responsibility or liability, direct or consequential, for the 
Information or the recipient's reliance upon the Information. The recipient of the Information should take such steps as the recipient may deem necessary lo verify the Information prim to placing any reliance upon the Information. The Information may change and any properly described in the 
lnlormolion may be withdrawn from the market al any lime without notice or obligation to the recipient frorn CBRE. (BRE and the CBRE logo ore the sewice morks of CBRE limited and/or its affiliated o, related companies in other countries. All other marks displayed on this document ore the 
property of their respective owners. All Rights Reserved. M

opping Sources: Canadian M
opping Services canadomopping@

cbre.com; DMll Spatial, Environics Analytics, M
icrosoft Bing, Google Earth 
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O
w

n
e
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Z
o

n
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P
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e
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P
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n
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rio
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o
u

rt o
f Justice: 

S
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P
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ith

: 

L
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IN
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O

M
M
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TS 

M
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a

a
l 

3
5

-4
0

 acres 

IP -
B

usiness P
ark 

Industrial 

$
2

1
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0
0

,0
0

0
-

$
2

4
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0
0

,0
0

0
 

$
6

0
0

,0
0

0
 

2
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A
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b
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 im

m
ediately 

0
4

7
4

4
0

1
5

8
 

N
o

t listed 

Located in K
anata S

outh, across from
 new

 F
ernbank R

esidential 
C

o
m

m
u

n
ity 

U
rb

a
n

 servicing available a
t the property line (C

ity pum
ping station 

a
t the north-east corner) 

This discloirner shall apply to CBRE limited, Real Estate Agency, and to all other divisions of the Corporation; to include oil employees and independent contractors ("CBRE"). The information set out herein, including, without limitation, any projections, images, opinions, assumptions and estimates 
obtained from third parties (the "Information") has not been verified by CBRE, and CBRE does not represent, warrant or guarantee the acwracy, correctness and completeness of the Information. CBRE does not ocrnpt or assume any responsibility or liability, direct or consequential, for tho 
Information or the recipie11(s reliance upon the Information. The recipient of the Information should take such steps as the recipient may deem necessary to verify the Information prior to placing any reliance upon the Information. The Information may change and ony property described in the 
Information rnoy be wilharnwn horn ihe mmkel ol ony lime wilhout notice or obligolion lo ihe iecipienl from CBRE. CBRE and lhe CBR[ logo me ihe senoce mmks ol CBRE limiled om\101 ils ollilioled 01 reloled companies in olher counlries. All olher mmks displayed on !his dowment ore ihe 
property of their respective owners. All Rights Reserved. M

apping Sources: Canadian M
apping Services conadamapping@

cbre.com; DMTI Spatial, Environics Analytics, Microsoft Bing, Google Earth 
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R
 SALE 

D
e

ta
ils

 

O
w

n
e

r: 

Land S
ize: 

Z
oning 

List P
rice: 

P
rice per A

cre: 

P
roxim

ity to
 O

n
ta

rio
 C

o
u

rt of Justice: 

S
tatus: 

P
IN

: 

Listed W
ith: 

L
IS

T
IN

G
 C

O
M

M
E

N
T

S
 

K
arters' K

orner LTD
. 

3
3

 acres 
4

3
 acres 

R
C

 -
R

ural C
o

m
m

e
rcia

l 
R

U
-

R
ural C

ountryside 

$
2

,7
0

0
,0

0
0

 
$

9
0

0
,0

0
0

 

$
8

1
,8

1
8

 
$

2
0

,9
3

0
 

2
8

 m
inute drive 

A
va

ila
b

le
 

0
4

4
4

8
0

0
0

1
 

M
itch G

auzas, K
eller 

W
illiam

s Integrity R
ealty 

3
3

 acres -
Large co

rn
e

r site located S
outh o

f the S
tittsville M

a
in

 S
treet 

area. C
om

m
ercial developm

ent opportunity. The site is currently being 
used as an entertainm

ent facility offering g
o

-ka
rt, m

ini-putt, driving 
range and p

a
in

tb
a

ll. 

4
3

 acres -
Large site near the corner o

f F
allow

field R
oad and H

untley 
R

oad S
outh o

f the S
tittsville M

a
in

 S
treet area. D

evelopm
ent o

p
p

o
rtu

n
ity 

fo
r a variety o

f ru
ra

l-u
rb

a
n

 uses. 

R
ural servicing -

w
ell and septic 

!his disclaimer shall apply to CBRE limited, Reul Estate Agency, and ta all other divisions of the Corporation; to include all employees and independent contractors ("CBRE"). The information set out herein, including, without limitation, any projections, images, opinions, assumptions and estimates 
obtoirred from third parties (the "Information") hos not been verified by CBRE, and CBRE does not represent, warrant or guarantee the accuracy, correctness and completeness of the Information. CBRE does not ormpt or assume any responsibility or liability, direct or consequential, for the 
Information or the recipient's reliance upon the Information. The recipient of the Information should take such steps as the recipient may deem necessary to verify the Information prior to placing any reliance upon the Information. The Information may change and any property desctibed in the 
lnlormotion may be withorown from the market at any time without notice or obt·,gotion to the recipient [ram CBRE. CBRE and the CBR[ logo are the service marks of CBR[ limited and/or its attiHoted or related companies in other rounlries. All other marks displayed on this document ore the 
property of their respective owners. All Rights Reserved. Mopping Sources: [onodion M

opping Services rnnodomopping@
cbre.com; DMTI Spatial, Environics Analytics, Microsoft Bing, Google Earth 

~
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R
 SALE 

D
etails 

O
w

n
e

r: 

Land S
ize: 

Z
oning 

List P
rice: 

P
rice per A

cre: 

B
roccolini H

oldings Inc. 

4 7 acres 

D
R

 -
D

evelopm
ent R

eserve Z
oning 

O
fficia

l P
lan D

esignation -
M

ixed U
se 

$
1

8
,8

0
0

,0
0

0
 

$
4

0
0

,0
0

0
 

P
roxim

ity to
 O

n
ta

rio
 C

o
u

rt o
f Justice: 

2
2

 m
inute drive 

S
tatus: 

A
va

ila
b

le
 im

m
ediately 

P
IN

: 
0

4
5

1
0

0
6

3
1

 

Listed W
ith

: 
N

o
t listed 

L
IST

IN
G

 C
O

M
M

E
N

T
S 

Located at H
W

Y
 4

1
7

 and H
u

n
tm

a
r, next to T

onger O
u

tle
ts 

A
cross the H

Y
W

 from
 the C

a
n

a
d

ia
n

 T
ire C

entre 

U
rban servicing -

m
unicipal services available 

!his disclaimer shall apply to CBRE limited, Reul Estate Agency, and to all other divisions of the Corpora lion; lo in dude all employees and independent controclors ("CBRE"). !he information set out herein, including, without limilalion, any projections, images, opinions, assumptions and estimates 
obtained from third parties (the "lnformotioii") hos not been verified by CBRE, and CBRE does not represent, warrant or guarantee the accuracy, correctness and completeness of the Information. CBRE does not accept or assume any responsibility or liability, direct or consequential, for the 
Information or the recipient's reliance upon the Information. The recipient of the lnformolion should toke such steps as the recipient moy deem necessory to verify the lnfarmolion prior to placing any reliance upon the Information. The Information may change and any properly described in the 
Information rnoy be wilh!rown lrom the market al any f'rme without notice or obligolion to the recip·rent from CBRE. CBRE and lhe l8Rc logo ore lhe service marks al l8Rc limited ond/m its ofliliuled or related compon·res in other countries. All other mmks displayed on this ducumenl ore lhe 
properly of their respective owners. All Rights Reserved. M

opping Sources: [onodion M
opping Services conadornopping@

cbre.com; DMTI Spatial, Environics Analytics. Microsoft Bing, Google Eorth 
[al:] ii)~
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R
.SA

LE 

D
e

ta
ils

 

O
w

n
e

r: 

Land S
ize: 

Z
o

n
in

g
 

List P
rice: 

P
rice per A

cre: 

P
roxim

ity to
 O

n
ta

rio
 C

o
u

rt o
f Justice: 

S
tatus: 

P
IN

: 

Listed W
ith

: 

L
IST

IN
G

 C
O

M
M

E
N

T
S 

C
a

n
 be rezoned fo

r specific uses 

H
W

Y
 4 17 at P

alladium
 exit 

W
est O

tta
w

a
 H

oldings Inc. 

45 acres 

IP -
B

usiness P
ark Industrial 

$22,500,000 

P
ricing w

ill vary from
 

$400,000-$ l .0
M

 p
e

r acre 

20 m
inute drive 

A
va

ila
b

le
 im

m
ediately subject to 

plan o
f subdivision o

r severance 

045080132 

D
erek H

ow
e, 

T
a

g
g

a
rt R

ealty M
a

n
a

g
e

m
e

n
t 

U
rb

a
n

 servicing -
m

unicipal services a
va

ila
b

le
 

!his disdaime, shall apply to (BR[ limited, Reul lstute ~gency, and to all othe< divi~ons al the Co<pomtion; to indude all employees and independent rnntm,tms ("CBR["). !he infonnation set out hemin, induding, without limitotion, uny pmie<tions, images, opinions, assump1ions and estima1es 
ob1ained from 1hi1d pmties (the "lnfonnation") hus not been ve<i!ied by CBR[, and CBRE does not rnprnsent, wmmnt Q

I gumantee the accurncy, coneclness and completeness of the lnfo,mation. CBRE does not accept 01 assume any responsibility Q
I liability, direct m

 consequential, Im the 
lnlQlmolion a, the recipient's reliance upon the lnfonnation. The recipient of the lnformulion should take such steps as the recipient may deem necessmy la verily the lnfmmatian prim ta placing ony rnliance upon the lnfmmalian. The lnfonnalian may change and uny property desnibed in the 
lnfom1alion moy be withdrawn from the mmkel al any lime withoul notice m

 obligulion to lhe rncipient from CBRE. CBRE onu the CBRE logo orn the se<Vice mo,ks al CBRE limiled and/or ils offilioleu OI reloled companies in other counl<ies. All other mmks displayed on this uocumenl are the 
pmperty of thei< respeclive owners. All Rights Reseived. M

opping Sou,ces: Canadian M
opping Services conodomopping@

cbrn.com; DMTI Spuliol, Envimnics Analytics, M
inosoft Bing, Google Emth 

(al:] ii]~
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 SALE 

D
e

ta
ils

 

O
w

n
e

r: 

Land S
ize: 

Z
o

n
in

g
 

List P
rice: 

P
rice per A

cre: 

P
roxim

ity to
 O

n
ta

rio
 C

o
u

rt o
f Justice: 

S
tatus: 

PIN: 

Listed W
ith: 

L
IST

IN
G

 C
O

M
M

E
N

T
S 

2
3

8
5

7
9

0
 O

n
ta

rio
 LTD

. 

4
5

 acres 

R
C

9 -
R

ural C
o

m
m

e
rcia

l 

$
3

,9
6

0
,0

0
0

 

$
8

8
,0

0
0

 

2
5

 m
inute drive 

A
vailable im

m
ediately 

0
4

5
3

7
0

8
5

3
 

S
ean D

ow
ney, R

oyal 
Lepage T

 earn R
ealty 

R
eady fo

r developm
ent, this parcel is next d

o
o

r to the Lee V
alley 

D
istribution C

entre. 

3
.5

 kilom
etres to

 H
W

Y
 4

1
7

 

R
ural servicing -

w
ell and septic, possible m

unicipal w
ater a

va
ila

b
le

 

This disclaimer shall apply la CBRE limited, Real Estate Agency, and to all other divisions of the Corporntion; lo include all employees and independeat conlrnctors ("CBRE"). The information set out herein, including, without limitation, any projections, images, opinions, assumptions and eslimoles 
obtained from thi1d pmlies (the "lnfonnation") hos nol been verified bv CBRE, and CBRE does not rnp1esenl, wananl 01 gumanlee the nccurncy, coneclness and completeness of the lnfo,molion. CBRE does not O((epl or assume onv rnsponsibilitv 01 liabilily, dirnct a, consequential, for the 
lnfa1mation or the rncipienfs reliance upon the Information. The rncipient of the Information should take such steps as the rncipient may deem necessary lo verify the lnfo,mation prio, to placing any ,elionce upon the lnfo,malion. The Information may change and any p1operly desC1ibed in the 
lnlormotion may be wilhdmwn from the mmkel al any lime without notice or obligation lo the recipient from CBRE. CBRE and the CBRE logo ore the service marks of CBRE limited and/01 its afliliated or related companies in other countries. All other marks displayed on this document are the 
p1opelly of their respective owners. All Rights Reserved. M

apping Sou"es: Canadian M
apping Services rnnadamopping@

cbrn.com; DMTI Spatial, Environics Analytics, MiC1osofi Bing, Google Earth 
(al:] ii]~
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FO

R
 SALE 

D
e

ta
ils

 

O
w

n
e

r: 

Land S
ize: 

Z
oning 

List P
rice: 

P
rice p

e
r A

cre: 

P
roxim

ity to O
n

ta
rio

 C
o

u
rt o

f Justice: 

S
tatus: 

P
IN

: 

Listed W
ith: 

L
IST

IN
G

 C
O

M
M

E
N

T
S 

A
ccess to highw

ay 4
1

7
. 

1
5

1
4

9
4

7
 

O
n

ta
rio

 Inc. 

1 0-1 0
0

 acres 

IP -
B

usiness P
ark 

$
1

,3
0

0
,0

0
0

 

$
1

3
0

,0
0

0
 

27 m
inute drive 

A
va

ila
b

le
 im

m
ediately 

0
4

5
3

8
0

9
1

4
 

A
ndy O

sw
a

ld
 &

 
S

ean D
ow

ney 
R

oyal Lepage R
ealty 

U
nique green field com

m
ercial developm

ent a
t a

irp
o

rt. 

C
hoose from

 2
-1

0
 acres parcels available now

, choose desired size o
f 

lot. 

R
ural servicing -

w
ell and septic, possible m

unicipal w
a

te
r available. 

This disclaimer shall apply ta CBRE limited, Reul Estate Agency, and to all other divisions of the Corporation; to include all employees and independent contractors ("CBRE"). The infonnotion set out herein, including, without limilalion, any projections, images, opinions, assumptions and estimates 
obtained from third parties (the "Information") hos not been verified by CBRE, and CBRE does not represent, wonant or guarantee the □ccurocy, rnrrectness and completeness of the Information. CBRE does not accept or assume any responsibility or liability, direct or consequential, for the 
Information or the recipient's reliance upon the Information. The re<ipient of the Information should toke such steps as the recipient may deem necessary to verify the Information prior to placing any relionrn upon the Information. The Information may change and any property described in the 
lnlormolion may be wilhorown lrom the market al any lime without notice or abligolian to the recipient lrorn CBRt. (BRE anu the (BR

[ logo ore tire servrce marks of (BRE limited anr\lar its aflilialed or related companies in other countries. All other marks displayed on this document are the 
property of their respective owners. All Rights Reserved. M

opping Sources: Canadian M
apping Services canadam

apping@
cbre.rnm

; DMTI Spatial, Environits Analytics, M
icrosah Bing, Google Earth 
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R
 SALE 

D
e

ta
ils

 

O
w

n
e

r: 

Land S
ize: 

Z
o

n
in

g
 

List P
rice: 

P
rice per A

cre: 

P
roxim

ity to
 O

n
ta

rio
 C

o
u

rt o
f Justice: 

S
tatus: 

PIN
: 

Listed W
ith: 

L
IST

IN
G

 C
O

M
M

E
N

T
S 

S
tuart B

lackburn, K
athryn 

B
lackburn 

5
2

.7
7

 acres 

R
U

-
R

ural C
ountryside 

Z
one 

$
3

,0
0

0
,0

0
0

 

$
5

6
,8

5
0

 

3
0

 m
inute drive 

C
o

n
d

itio
n

a
lly sold 

0
4

5
3

6
1

2
7

5
 

A
lison S

m
ith, E

xit R
ealty 

M
inutes aw

ay from
 C

a
n

a
d

ia
n

 T
ire C

entre, T
onger O

utlets. 
M

inutes aw
ay from

 the H
W

Y
 4

1
7

. 
Located betw

een R
ichardson S

ide R
oad a

n
d

 C
avanm

ore R
oad. 

1
0

-1
5

 m
inute w

a
lk to p

u
b

lic transportation 
W

e
ll and septic w

o
u

ld
 have to be installed 

H
ydro close by 

R
ural servicing -

w
ell and septic 

This disclaimer shall apply lo CBRE limited, Real Estate Agency, and to oil other divisions of the Corporation; to include all employees and independent contractors (''CBRE"). The information set out herein, including, without limitation, any projections, images, opinions, assumptions and estimates 
obtained from third parties (the "Information") has not been vmilied by CBRE, and CBRE does not represent, warrant or guarantee the accuracy, correctness and completeness of the Information. CBRE does not accept or assume any responsibility or liability, direct or consequential, for the 
Information or the recipient's reliance upon the Information. The recipient of the Information should toke such steps os the recipient may deem necessary to verily the Information prior to placing any reliance upon the Information. The Information may change and any property described in the 
lnlormolion rnoy be withdrawn from the market ot any lime without notice or obligulion to the recipient from CBRE. CBR! and the CBR! logo ore lhe service marks of (BRE limited ond/or ils oHiliatecl or related companies in other countries. All other marks displayed on this document are the 
property of their respective owners. All Rights Reserved. M

opping Sources, (onodion M
apping Services ronodomapping@

cbre.com; DMTI Spalial, Environics Analytics, Microsoft Bing, Google Earth 
~

=
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FO

R
 SALE 

D
e

ta
ils

 

O
w

ner: 

Land S
ize: 

Z
oning 

List P
rice: 

P
rice per A

cre: 

P
roxim

ity to
 O

n
ta

rio
 C

o
u

rt o
f Justice: 

S
tatus: 

P
IN

: 

Listed W
ith: 

L
IST

IN
G

 C
O

M
M

E
N

T
S 

N
e

a
r H

W
Y

 4
1

7
 and C

arp R
oad 

Land divided into separate parcels 

2
0

8
2

2
8

5
 O

n
ta

rio
 Inc. 

6
5

 acres 

R
G

 -
R

ural Industrial 

$
1

0
,4

0
0

,0
0

0
 

$
1

6
0

,0
0

0
 

2
2

 m
inute drive 

A
vailable im

m
ediately 

0
4

5
3

6
1

3
6

5
 

N
o

t listed 

C
an be rezoned fo

r specific uses and broken up into sm
aller parcels 

M
u

n
icip

a
l services available on C

a
rp

 R
oad. 

P
rivate S

ervicing -
W

ell and S
eptic. 

N
um

erous studies com
pleted to 

support Industrial/Institutional developm
ent available 

(H
ydrogeological, G

eotechnical, N
a

tu
ra

l E
nvironm

ent, S
ervicing and 

S
torm

w
ater). 

U
tilities available to the property (H

ydro, N
atural G

as, 
R

ogers, B
ell). 

-
The property is ideally situated southw

est o
f C

arp R
oad m

inutes from
 

the 4
1

7
 Interchange and approxim

ately 2
0

 km
 (20 m

in) from
 

P
arliam

ent H
ill. 

A
ccess via R

othbourne R
oad and W

allgreen R
oad. 

S
u

b
m

itted
 as p

e
r 

C
B

R
E

 P
u

b
lic R

eq
u

est 
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 SALE 

D
e

ta
ils

 

O
w

n
e

r: 

Land S
ize: 

Z
o

n
in

g
 

List P
rice: 

P
rice per A

cre: 

P
roxim

ity to O
n

ta
rio

 C
o

u
rt o

f Justice: 

S
tatus: 

P
IN

: 

Listed W
ith: 

L
IST

IN
G

 C
O

M
M

E
N

T
S 

2
4

9
0

3
4

8
 O

n
ta

rio
 Ltd. 

3
3

.8
6

 acres 

R
U

 -
R

ural C
ountryside 

$
1

,2
0

0
,0

0
0

 · 

$
3

5
,4

4
0

 

3
0

 m
inute drive 

C
o

n
d

itio
n

a
lly sold 

0
4

5
3

6
0

4
0

6
 

Laura H
ilary, R

oyal LeP
age 

C
lose proxim

ity to H
ighw

ay 41 7 @
 H

azeldean and C
arp R

oad exits 

F
arm

ing structures on property 

N
o

t fully serviced land (w
ell and septic) 

O
p

e
ra

tio
n

a
l equestrian farm

 

P
roperty fronts o

n
to

 R
othbourne R

oad 

W
ell and septic w

o
u

ld
 have to be installed 

This disclaimer shall apply to CBRE limited. Reul Estate Agency, and to oil other divisions of the (orporcrtion; to include ull employees and independent contructors ("CBRE"). Tire information set out herein, including, without limitution, any proieclions, images, opinions, assumptions and estimates 
obtained from third parties (the "lnforrnation") has not been verified by CBRE, and CBRE does not represent, worront or guarantee the a[[ur□cy, correctness and completeness af the Information. CBRE does not °'"Pt or assume any responsibility or liability, direct 01 rnnsequential, for tire 
Information or the recipient's relioorn upon tire Information. The recipient of the Information should take sud, steps os the recipient may deem necessary to verily the Information prior to placing any reliance upon the Information. The lnformotion moy change und any property described in the 
Information muy be withdrawn from the morket at any time without notice or obligation to tire recipient from CBRE. CBRE ond the CBRE logo ore the service morks of CBRE limited ond/01 its offiliated 01 related companies in other countries. All other marks displayed on this document ore the 
property of 1heir respective owners. All Rights Resecved. l.\appiog Sou"es: Caoodian I.lopping Services canadamopping@

cbte.com; DMTI Spatial, Envitonics Analytics, M
ittosoft Sing, Google Earth 
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R
 SALE 

D
e

ta
ils

 

O
w

n
e

r: 

Land S
ize: 

Z
oning 

List P
rice: 

P
rice per A

cre: 

P
roxim

ity to O
n

ta
rio

 C
o

u
rt o

f Justice: 

S
tatus: 

P
IN

: 

Listed W
ith

: 

L
IST

IN
G

 C
O

M
M

E
N

T
S 

M
io

n
 H

oldings 

8
0

 acres 

R
G

-
R

ural Industrial 

$30,000,000 

$375,000 

A
vailable im

m
ediately 

30 m
inute drive 

045351031 

Ian S
hackell, C

B
R

E
 

Located W
est o

f S
tittsville a

t H
W

Y
 7 and H

azeldean exchange 

O
w

n
e

r w
illing to d

o
 design build 

W
ell and septic w

o
u

ld
 have to be installed 

H
ydro close by 

R
ural servicing -

w
ell and septic 

This disdoime1 shall opµly lo CBRE limited, Real Estate Agen('{, and lo oil olhe1 divi~ons of the Co,pomlion; lo include oil employees and independenl conlmcto11 ("CBRE"). The info,motion set out herein, induding, wi1hou1 limilolion, any p1oieclions, images, opinions, ossump1ions and eslimoles 
ob1oined from third parties (the "Information") hos not been verified by CBRE, and CBRE does not represent, warrant or guarantee the occur□('{, co11ecl11ess and completeness ol the lnfo1mation. CBRE does not accept or assume any responsibilily or liability, direct or rnnsequenliol, for the 
Information 01 lire recipient's reliance upon the lnfo1molion. The recipient of the Information should toke such steps as the 1ecipient may deem necessary lo verify the Information prior lo placing any reliance upon the Information. The Information may change and any properly described in the 
lnlormalion may be wilhdrawn from lhe markel al ony lime withoul nolice or obligolion to lhe recipienl from CBRE. CBRE and lhe CBRE logo ore 1he service mmks ol CBRE limiled and/or ifs allilioled or reloled companies in olher rnunlries. All other marks displayed on this document ore the 
property ol their respective owners. All Rights Reseived. Mopping Sources, Canadian M

apping Seivices canodomopping@
cbre.com; DMTI Spatial, Environics Analytics, Microsoft Bing, Google Earth 
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FO

R
SA

LE 

D
etails 

O
w

n
e

r: 
Jam

es V
orobej, 

E
leonora V

orobej 

Land S
ize: 

Z
oning 

2
3

 l 
acres 

R
G

-R
ural G

e
n

e
ra

l Industrial &
 

E
P

3-
protected by province 

List P
rice: 

P
rice per A

cre: 

P
roxim

ity to
 O

n
ta

rio
 C

o
u

rt o
f Justice: 

S
tatus: 

P
IN

: 

Listed W
ith

: 

L
IST

IN
G

 C
O

M
M

EN
TS 

A
d

ja
ce

n
t to H

ighw
ay 7 and H

azeldean R
oad exit 

7 acres along Jinkinson R
oad has been rezoned to R

G
 zoning 

A
,B

 &
 C

 totalling 231 
acres 

$995,000 

$4,307 

2
5

 m
inute drive 

A
va

ila
b

le
 Im

m
ediately 

044461654 

D
erek P

arker, C
olliers 

M
a

jo
rity of land is zoned E

P
3-

w
hich is protected by the province 

This site has exposure to H
W

Y
 7 

R
ural servicing -

w
ell and septic w

ould have to be installed 
H

ydro close by 

This disclaimer shall apply to CBRE limited, Reul Estate Agency, and to all other divisions of the Corporation; to include ull employees and independent conllactars (''CBRE"). The information set out herein, including, without limilolion, uny projections, images, opinions, assumptions and estimates 
obtained from third parties (the "Information") hos not been verified by CBRE, and CBRE does not represent, warrant or guarantee the O((Uracy, correctness and completeness of the Information. CBRE does not accept or assume any responsibility or liability, direct or consequential, for the 
Information or the recipient's reliance upon the Information. The recipient of the Information should toke such steps as the recipient may deem necessary lo verify the Information prior to placing any reliance upon the Information. The Information may change and any property desuibed in the 
Information may be withdrawn from the market of any lime without notice or obligation to the recipient from CBRE. CBRE and the CBRE logo ore tire service marks of CBRE limited and/or its offilioted or related com ponies in other countries. All other marks displayed on this document ore tire 
property of their respective owners. All Rights Reserved. M

apping Sources: Canadian Mopping Services rnnadamopping@
cbre.com; DMTt Spatial, Environics Analytics, Microsoft Bing, Google Earth 
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O
w

n
e

r: 

Land S
ize: 

Z
oning 

List P
rice: 

P
rice per A

cre: 

P
roxim

ity to
 O

n
ta

rio
 C

o
u

rt o
f Justice: 

S
tatus: 

P
IN

: 

Listed W
ith: 

L
IST

IN
G
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O

M
M

E
N

T
S 

N
a

jib
 C

haudhry &
 

A
b

d
a

lla
h

 N
a

e
m

 

5
8

.7
 acres 

R
G

 -
R

ural G
eneral 

Industrial Land 

$1,050,000 

$
1

7
,8

8
8

 

31 
m

inute drive 

A
va

ila
b

le
 im

m
ediately 

044440020 

M
itch

 G
auzas, K

eller 
W

illia
m

s Integrity R
ealty 

H
ighw

ay access betw
een S

tittsville and C
arleton P

lace 

9
6

6
 feet frontage a

lo
n

g
 A

shton S
tation R

oad and 1
9

9
9

 feet depth. 
1

3
0

0
 feet w

idth at the E
astern p

o
in

t 

R
ural servicing -

w
ell and septic 

This disclaimer sholl ap~y la rnRE limited, Reul E1lale Agency, and lo all alhei di,dans of the Corpamlian; la include nil em
~ayees and independent cantm<lms ("CBRE"). The inloimalian sel oat heiein, incloding, wi1haa1 limilation, ony pmiection1, images, opinions, 01su01ptians and estimates 

obtained from third pmties (the "lnfonnation") has not been ve<ilied by CBRE, and CBRE does not mpmsent, wmmn1 m
 guarantee the occumcy, conectness ond completeness of the Information. CBRE does not occept 0< assume ony responsibility 0< liability, direct or consequential, for the 

Information or the recipient's reliance upon the Information. The recipient of the Information should take such steps os the recipient may deem necessary to verify the Information prior to placing any relionce upon the Information. The Information moy change and ony property demibed in the 
lnlormotion moy be wilhdrown from !he mmkel ol any lime wilhout nolice or obligolion to lhe recipient from CBRE. CBRE ond !he CBRE logo me lhe service mmks of CBRE limiled and/or ils oflilioled or reloled companies in olher counlries. All olher marks displayed on !his document ore the 
property of their respeclive owners. All Rights Reserved. M
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This disclC1irner shall apply to CBRE limited, Reul Estate Agency, onrl to all other rlivisions of the Corporation; to include oll employees ond independent contractors l"CBRE"). The information set out herein, including, without limitation, any projections, images, opinions, assumptions and estimates 

olrtuined from third parties (the "Information") hos not been verified by CBRE, ond CBRE does not represent, warrant or guornntee the accuracy, correctness ond completeness of the Information. CBRE does not occept or assume any responsibility or liability, direct or consequential, for the 

Information or the recipient's re\iunce upon the Information. The recipient of the Information should toke such steps os the recipient may deem necessmy to verify the Information prim to placing any reliance upon the Information. The Information may change and any property described in the 

lnlmmotion moy be withdrawn from the mmket at any time withoul notice or obligation to the recipient from CBRE. CBRE and the CBRE logo ore the service mmks of CBRE limited ond,/m its oflilioted or related companies in other countries. All other marks displayed on this document ore the 

property of their respective owners. All Rights ReseNed. Mopping Sources, Conndion M
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r: 

Land S
ize: 

Z
oning 

List P
rice: 

P
rice per A

cre: 

P
roxim

ity to
 O

n
ta

rio
 C

o
u

rt o
f Justice: 

S
tatus: 

P
IN

: 

Listed W
ith

: 

L
IST

IN
G
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O

M
M

E
N

T
S 

Located off the H
W

Y
 416 w

ith great exposure 

V
iola C

ureston 

8
7

 acres 

R
U

 -
R

ural C
ountryside 

$1,099,000 

$12,632 

40 m
inute drive 

C
o

n
d

itio
n

a
lly sold 

039150052 

N
ich

o
la

s C
ripps &

 B
ruce 

F
irestone, C

entury 21 

P
roperty is currently used as a sm

all engine re
p

a
ir shop 

S
outh end o

f rural O
tta

w
a

, close proxim
ity to K

em
ptville 

S
ignificate flo

o
d

 plain designation 

R
ural servicing -

w
ell and septic 

This tlisdoime1 shall opµ\y lo (B
R

[ limited, Reol [stole ~gency, and to oil othei di~isions ol lhe Coipomlion; to indude oil employees ontl independent conlmcto1s ("CBR£"). lhe info1mofon set out heiein, in,luding, wilhoul limilolion, uny pmieclions, imoges, opinions, assumptions ond eslimotes 
oblained from thi1d parties (the "lnfonnalion") hos not been veiified by CBR£, ond CBRE does not repiesent, wmront 01 gumanlee thea"um

cy, conetlness and completeness of the lnfa1matian. CBRE does not accept or assume any responsibility or liability, direcl or consequential, for the 
Information 01 the recipienfs reliance upon the lnfo1motion. The iecipient of the lnfo1motion should take such steps as the recipient may deem nernssmy to veiify the lnfo1motion p1ior to placing any reliance upon the lnfa1molion. The lnfa1motion may change and any p1ope1ty desuibed in the 
lnfmmolion may be withdrawn from the mmket al any lime without notice 01 obligation to the iecipienl from CBRE. CBRE and lhe CBRE logo me the se1vice marks of (BRE limited ond/01 its affiliated or related companies in other counllies. All other marks displayed on this document ore the 
pmperty of thei1 iespeclive owners. All Rights Reserued. M

opping Sou1Ces, (onadi□n M
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This disclaimer shall apply to CBRE limited, Real [stole Agency, and to oil other divisions of the Corporation; to include oil employees ond independent contractors ("CBRE"). The information set out herein, including, without limitation, any projections, images, opinions, assumptions and estimates 
obtained from third parties (the "Information") hos not been verified by CBRE, ond CBRE does not represent, v1mrant or guarantee the accuracy, rnrrectness and completeness of the Information. CBRE does not accept or assume any responsibility or liability, direct or consequential, for the 
Information or the recipient's reliance upon the Information. The recipient of the Information should take such steps as the recipient may deem necessary to verify the Information prior to placing any reliance upon the Information. The Information rnoy change and any property described in the 
Information may be withdrawn from the market al ony lime without notice or obligation to the recipient from CBRE. CBRE and the CBRE logo are the service mmks of CBRE limited and/or its ofliliated or related companies in other countries. All other marks displayed on this document ore the 
property of their respective owners. All Rights Reserved. M
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O
ttaw

a: Land A
cq

u
isitio

n
 S

tatus 
(co

n
t'd

) 

2 

I A
cquisition C

ost (approx.) 
I 

-$3.2M
 

$33K
 per acre 

Land Lease 
$300K

 per acre 
i 

Term
 and C

ost U
nknow

n 
legend 

D
istance from

 E
xisting Facility 

I 
60 KM

 
23.1 KM

 
18 KM

 
28.7 KM

 
50 M

inutes 
25 M

inutes 
23 M

inutes 
29 M

inutes 
(") 

Yes 

, Site M
eets C

orrectional D
esign C

riteria* 
e 

e 
e 

e 
0 

N
o 

P
roxim

ity to P
otential N

atural or 
e 

e 
e 

e 
M

anm
ade D

isaster 
e 

R
equires further research/investigation 

I Size (30 to 75 acres) 
(") 

(") 
(") 

e 
Severance Feasibility 

e 
e 

N
ot A

pplicable 
N

ot A
pplicable 

(for sites >100 acres) 

! R
oom

 for Expansion 
e 

e 
e 

e 
' Feasibility of Zoning 

e 
e 

e 
e 

A
irport O

perating lnffuence Zone 
I 

e
--- --------e -

e 
e 

A
jacent lands Im

peding O
perations 

I 
e 

e 
e 

e 
I ~e ~Iced ---

I 
e 

0 
-
~

-
(") 

Transit 
I 

e 
e 

(") 
(") 

! R
adius (proxim

ity to O
ttew

a City C
entre) j 

53.3 KM
 

21.6 KM
 

13.1 KM
 

20.4 KM 
54 M

inutes 
27 M

inutes 
20 M

inutes 
25 M

inutes 
"C

orrectional D
esign C

riteria includes Too (2) access points to the prope,rty is preferred, e-ven !f only on: one raadw
ay. T

he prope-rty is ab!Q
 to atcom

m
odate 100m

 setback and perim
eter. A

ccess to 
the facility shall be such that the slgnage c.n be observed 100 m

in e-ach direction. 

0
N

ot In proxim
ity to flood praln, nuchi.ar pow

er generator m
ajor hydro transm

ission line-/ transform
er sta!Jon; or oil or chem

ical (tox:lc or flarn?N
b!e) refh1ery 

• 
A

ccording to
 10, th

e
 ta

rg
e

te
d

 tim
e

lin
e

 to
 fu

lly acquire a n
e

w
 site is 16 m

o
n

th
s (i.e., 

securing an access agreem
ent, co

m
p

le
tin

g
 site due diligence activities and finalizing 

th
e

 purchase o
f sale). 

M
in

istry o
f th

e
 S

o
licito

r G
eneral 

Ontario I 
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O
ttaw

a: L
a

n
d

 A
cq

u
isitio

n
 S

ta
tu

s 

• 
C

BR
E, on b

e
h

a
lf o

f In
fra

stru
ctu

re
 O

n
ta

rio
 (10), released an a

d
ve

rtise
m

e
n

t in th
e

 
O

ttaw
a C

itizen (June 2019) and O
ttaw

a B
usiness Journal (July 2019) in

vitin
g

 
subm

issions o
f available land fo

r sale o
r lease to

 be used fo
r in

stitu
tio

n
a

l 
d

e
ve

lo
p

m
e

n
t to

 a
cco

m
m

o
d

a
te

 th
e

 n
e

w
 O

tta
w

a
 C

o
rre

ctio
n

a
l C

om
plex (C

C
). 

• 
O

ver 38 p
ro

p
e

rtie
s w

e
re

 assessed. 
S

om
e o

f these p
ro

p
e

rtie
s resulted fro

m
 th

e
 

issued a
d

ve
rtise

m
e

n
ts w

h
ile

 o
th

e
rs w

ere n
e

w
 listings on M

LS
. 

• 
F

our (4) p
ro

p
e

rtie
s have been sh

o
rtliste

d
 fo

r fu
rth

e
r in

ve
stig

a
tio

n
. T

he re
m

a
in

in
g

 
p

ro
p

e
rtie

s w
e

re
 n

o
t re

co
m

m
e

n
d

e
d

 fo
r fu

rth
e

r co
n

sid
e

ra
tio

n
 fo

r so
m

e
 o

f th
e

 
fo

llo
w

in
g

 reasons: 

o 
Inadequate size; 

o 
In

a
p

p
ro

p
ria

te
 site co

n
fig

u
ra

tio
n

; 
o 

Lack o
f m

unicipal servicing; 
o 

N
o access to

 tra
n

sit; 
o 

S
ignificant n

a
tu

ra
l heritage constraints. 

• 
S

ee th
e

 n
e

xt slide fo
r details regarding th

e
 p

o
te

n
tia

l sites. 

3 
M

in
istry o

f th
e

 S
olicitor G

eneral 

O
ntario I 
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► 
P

arcel A
 and n

o
rth

 p
o

rtio
n

 o
f P

arcel B
a

re
 w

ith
in

 th
e

 A
irp

o
rt O

p
e

ra
tin

g
 Influence Z

one, w
hich generally does n

o
t 

p
e

rm
it noise-sensitive uses. P

relim
inary co

n
su

lta
tio

n
 w

ith
 th

e
 A

irp
o

rt A
u

th
o

rity indicates th
a

t a co
rre

ctio
n

a
l 

fa
cility m

ay be p
e

rm
itte

d
 given th

a
t th

e
 residential co

m
p

o
n

e
n

t is te
m

p
o

ra
ry and noise im

pacts can largely be 
m

itig
a

te
d

, h
o

w
e

ve
r fu

rth
e

r discussion and review
 is required specific to

 th
is site. 

► 
P

arcel A
 has th

e
 highest d

e
ve

lo
p

m
e

n
t p

o
te

n
tia

l, h
o

w
e

ve
r to

ta
l available area is 4

0
 acres and m

ay be 
constrained by w

e
tla

n
d

s (unevaluated w
e

tla
n

d
s show

n on m
a

jo
rity o

f th
e

 parcel) and proposed LR
T sta

tio
n

. 
F

u
rth

e
r in

ve
stig

a
tio

n
 is required to

 u
n

d
e

rsta
n

d
 if th

e
 proposed fa

cility could be a
cco

m
m

o
d

a
te

d
. 

C
ity has sig

n
ifica

n
t concerns w

ith
 lo

ca
tin

g
 a co

rre
ctio

n
a

l ce
n

tre
 o

n
 lands th

a
t are m

e
a

n
t to

 be a 'g
a

te
w

a
y' to

 th
e

 city, w
h

e
n

 visitors arrive by 
a

ir and LR
T 

The lands w
o

u
ld

 be subleased by th
e

 A
irp

o
rt A

u
th

o
rity, w

h
o

 has a lease w
ith

 th
e

 N
C

C
. T

he N
C

C
 retains th

e
 right to

 re
vie

w
 th

e
 design o

f 
proposed n

e
w

 uses 

H
igh level te

st fit is re
co

m
m

e
n

d
e

d
 once o

p
p

o
rtu

n
itie

s/co
n

stra
in

ts are b
e

tte
r u

n
d

e
rsto

o
d

 

000150 



300

Pages 151 to/ a 152 

are withheld pursuant to section 

sont retenues en vertu de l'article 

13(1) 

of the Access to Information 

de la Loi sur l'acces a l'information 



301

P
IN

 0
4

3
2

8
0

1
5

8
 

D
es:uir.:,tkrn-pD

te:·1ti2:i h
n

d
 c.:s;;1::1•·1blv loc:=

itedjust ·vi•S
t 

o
f H

1,,,1y4J7, i::cic1,!e:s ;_~:: ~:_g .':le ~JCC fJ.C:rf-21 ;J•,;;:: isfr;r !e.c::::e: 

l:.3m
J. O

w
n

¼
r-

:'JC
C

, C
N

 
F:_;Jil, C!1V

 o
f 0

H
;~

w
3

, D
i~grr,:11:: 

A
cq

u
isitio

n
 C

o:,t---u:J::10v.rn 

R
 f.C

m
,t:M

f.N
C

:f:D
 kl'/ :·t:1":k: 

c.:,n.,_f:.i8•~:.k~n_, f;l:'t1(iin3 :_2;.;: f::. 

1!llllllll!lllllllllllli1 
:~q1i~illlllllilll~~? 

• 
f,f.e~:ts 

()P
::rtlzi!y

m
eet2

 
Q

 
O

,::ie:,not m
eet 

• () 

• • • • () 

6 
J,_pp-oxi :r,1tdvS

 krr: tJri1A
r:g u:stzr:c,.?tt, th~, e;.:: ::t:ng O

C
:J(. 

,A..s:'.c'• ,,:_,:..,, w
,J•.J!d tor;;;! ,1::ip:·(;;,::ri:01~.c~:v ,'! .J ,,,.-:cv;, i:T(c€,i.:lc1:·iv :chs1r-,~--~ 

N
C

C
 p

a reel has fro
n

ta
g

e
 o

n
 W

alkley to
 n

o
rth

 an
d

 H
a

w
th

o
rn

e
 to

 w
e

s
t. N

o
 c

u
rre

n
t access 

p
o

in
t. 

,_·r:~ ·:, '~ r; 1:·:t: :1 i,,: p,~: ,,,1:: 1U
, y ;, r:r_; v,:d,-:i-

·,,::v:,,,-:·,. JJ..s,1;_; i :;;[):ii iy ,:,. f:: tt": ;r::i:,.'.'·f:°f:'( f;,s) ii :)e-; 

;;_,q u: rt'S
 f u rt.h

t
0r i n·,'s•sti3;j:_;;_1r; 

1:!-:::~ pm
x:rn1v tr;, b:;:; r•:-&

-es. 

A
pf·:\·:c1: :; i:') b

e :"(:!,1t:'1t+,, t:(:U
;;1:,u2:::,:d 

R
e:;: der.tic:l 1_::,ec: to

 :-:or th. r,~unrr:erdai tc
 V

J".st,_ ~, :-:d cp(::r:spc;ce t;_1 so:;:_h.;: nd e
;; :;t 'vV:i::w--:-: 

t. H
a

y ce
n

tr,': i a
ca

te
d

 :,r_:.:_it:-:vN
st ..:if-:..he a,;cc p3 r,:ei. f :·ei;f'"1:. :·d :: 11.0''."✓ 2 b

u
ts -:.he I c; n,::: ; ta

 

th0 :,cuth (ttJ be: der/;rr:rr:is~:cn,,j ): ci,.-::::iv:: fJ,-1ssr:1·:f-t:r 1·0n R.<..l\N J b:f.:c; si-:::0 tc re,!:~\ 

L0:1<.~ ar~' 'c'•::1hi:1 ,~1<:' U
:-i_-,,::, 

".-::,:-y. :'-!C
C

,-!. ,-,~.,-11 i:: rj::':,:$:<c1i.,~(--: Ci'.-::-:~-,1-,~: 
sea 0 

?:;,:rrJ ,:,r,:r,:;i :,,~h,•d lJ:c~• 
R

ezoning vvou Id be required h
o

w
e

ve
r no m

a
jo

r p
o

licy 
co

n
stra

in
ts. R

em
aining parcels are designated U

rban E
m

p
lo

ym
e

n
t and zoned 

co
m

b
in

a
tio

n
 o

f O
pen S

pace and In
d

u
stria

l. 

000153 



302

► 
N

C
C

 parcel is available and p
u

b
licly listed fo

r lease; C
BR

E has been in discussions w
ith

 su
rro

u
n

d
in

g
 land o

w
n

e
rs 

and believes a
p

p
ro

xim
a

te
ly4

0
 acres is available 

► 
F

reight rail sp
u

r R
O

W
 th

a
t bisects th

e
 site

 is d
e

co
m

m
issio

n
e

d
 and available fo

r sale. R
ail R

O
W

 a
lo

n
g

 so
u

th
 

p
e

rim
e

te
r o

f th
e

 site is expected to
 be fu

lly d
e

co
m

m
issio

n
e

d
 by 2

0
2

0
 and w

ill also be available. A
 passenger 

tra
in

 R
O

W
 a

b
u

ts th
e

 site to
 th

e
 east and w

ill re
m

a
in

 active. 

► 
P

roposed assem
bly is irre

g
u

la
r in shape 

H
igh level te

st fit is u
n

d
e

rw
a

y to
 d

e
te

rm
in

e
 if fa

cility could be a
cco

m
m

o
d

a
te

d
 given site co

n
fig

u
ra

tio
n

; setback (30m
) and noise m

itig
a

tio
n

 
requirem

ents fro
m

 the a
ctive

 rail line to
 th

e
 east 

► 
P

roposed assem
bly involves m

u
ltip

le
 o

w
n

e
rs w

h
o

 have in
d

ica
te

d
 a desire to

 sell; th
e

 P
rovince w

ill have to
 m

ove 
q

u
ickly to

 secure th
e

 site
 w

h
ile

 still u
n

d
e

rta
kin

g
 th

e
 necessary d

u
e

 diligence 

000154 



303

Pages 155 to/ a 156 

are withheld pursuant to section 

sont retenues en vertu de l'article 

13(1) 

of the Access to Information 

de la Loi sur l'acces a l'information 



 

 

Exhibit “G” 

Referred to in the affidavit of  

Lisa Gallant 

affirmed December 15, 2022 

 

___________________________________________ 

Commissioner for Taking Affidavits (or as may be) 

 

304



 

 

Ministry of the Solicitor General 
 
Freedom of Information and 
Protection of Privacy Services 
200 First Avenue West 
North Bay ON  P1B 3B9 
 
Telephone  (705) 494-3080 
Toll Free    1-855-273-3080 
Facsimile   (705) 494-3082 
Email: foi.solgen@ontario.ca 

ministère du Solliciteur général 
 
Services d’accès à l’information et de la 
Protection de la vie privée 
200 First Avenue West 
North Bay ON  P1B 3B9 
 
Téléphone   (705) 494-3080 
Sans Frais   1-855-273-3080 
Télécopieur (705) 494-3082 
courriel: foi.solgen@ontario.ca 

 

 
 

SUPPLEMENTAL DECISION LETTER 
 
October 5, 2022 
 
Lisa Gallant 
145 Raina Way 
Kemptville, Ontario K0G 1J0 
 
Dear Lisa Gallant: 
 
SUBJECT:   REQUEST NUMBER SOLGEN-A-2020-04716 
  APPEAL NUMBER PA21-00346 

 
This letter is in response to your request submitted to the Ministry of the Solicitor General 
(the Ministry) under the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act (the Act) and 
your subsequent appeal to the Information and Privacy Commission of Ontario (IPC). 
 
During the course of mediation, you advised that correspondence regarding the new 
Ontario correctional facility to be located in Kemptville was not provided.  Please note that 
the Ministry conducted an additional search for responsive records and are now in 
possession of the requested correspondence.  Please be advised that access to the 
requested records is denied. 
 
Access to the responsive information is denied in accordance with section(s) 12(1), 
13(1), 17(1) of the Act as follows: 
 
12(1) 
A ministry shall refuse to disclose a record where the disclosure would reveal the 
substance of deliberations of the Executive Council or its committees. 
 
13(1) 
A ministry may refuse to disclose a record where the disclosure would reveal advice or 
recommendations of a public servant, any other person employed in the service of an 
institution or a consultant retained by an institution.   
 
 
 

…/2 
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Lisa Gallant 
Page two  
 
17(1) 
A ministry shall refuse to disclose a record that reveals a trade secret or scientific, 
technical, commercial, financial or labour relations information, supplied in confidence 
implicitly or explicitly, where the disclosure could reasonably be expected to 
 
a) prejudice significantly the competitive position or interfere significantly with the 
contractual or other negotiations of a person, 
 
b) result in similar information no longer being supplied to the institution where it is in 
the public interest that similar information continue to be so supplied; or 
 
c) result in undue loss or gain to any person, group, committee or financial institution or 
agency; 
 
This access decision was made by the undersigned.  You are entitled to appeal this 
decision within 30 days to:  
  
  Information and Privacy Commissioner/Ontario (IPC)  
  2 Bloor Street East, Suite 1400  
  Toronto, ON M4W 1A8  
  (416) 326-3333 / Toll Free: 1-800-387-0073 

  Online: www.ipc.on.ca 

 
Should you decide to file an appeal, please provide the IPC with the following 
information: 
 

1) a copy of this decision letter; 
2) a copy of your original request for access to information; 
3) the mandatory appeal fee of $25.00 in the form of a cheque or money 

order payable to the Minister of Finance. 
 
If you have any questions regarding your request, please contact, Kate Franklin, 
Mediator, Information and Privacy Commissioner/Ontario (IPC), at 437-241-5429 or 
Tracy.Buttigieg@ontario.ca. 
 
Sincerely,  

 
Noel Kent 
Senior Manager 
Freedom of Information and  
Protection of Privacy Services 
 
cc: Kate Franklin, Mediator, IPC 
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Court File No. DC 22-2731 
 

ONTARIO 
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE 

(DIVISIONAL COURT) 
 
BETWEEN: 
 

VICTOR LACHANCE and 
KIRK ALBERT 

Applicants 
– and – 

 
SOLICITOR GENERAL OF ONTARIO and  

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF ONTARIO 
Respondents 

 
 

AFFIDAVIT OF LISETTE MAJOR 
(Affirmed December 15, 2022) 

 
 

I, Lisette Major, of the Municipality of North Grenville, in the Province of Ontario, SOLEMNLY 

AFFIRM AS FOLLOWS: 

1. I am a member of the unincorporated, grassroots community group known as the Coalition 

Against the Proposed Prison (CAPP) and have been since October 2020. 

2. I am primarily responsible for managing CAPP’s website, which I created and launched on 

December 1, 2020. 

3. The purpose of the website has been to provide information to residents about the proposed 

jail so that they could make informed decisions about the province’s proposed plan. 

4. I have also been involved in producing content for the website, notably videos with 

messages about the proposed jail, since December 20, 2020. To date, I have produced 76 videos, 
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ranging from informational clips about the proposed jail to interviews with local residents and 

advocacy messages in opposition to the proposed jail project. A complete list of the videos I 

produced can be found at Exhibit A of this affidavit. 

5. Under the auspices of CAPP, I created CAPP-branded YouTube and Twitter accounts in 

December 2020. The Instagram account was created in May 2021 and the TikTok account in 

September 2021. CAPP has received some submissions from guest producers, but for the most 

part, I create the videos and descriptions on these platforms. 

6. In addition to these activities, after the November 17, 2021, engagement session hosted by 

the Ministry of the Solicitor General (SolGen), where no answers were provided to our questions 

(the list of questions I send by email in advance of this session can be found at Exhibit B), I acted 

as the coordinator of the 14 various Freedom of Information (FOI) requests made by 10 different 

residents, including myself, in search of information and answers from SolGen and Infrastructure 

Ontario (IO) about the proposed jail. I produced and maintained a record of all the FOI requests 

known to me. The spreadsheet (chart) of these FOIs, with their status as of the time of this affidavit, 

is attached as Exhibit C. 

7. To date, trying to get meaningful responses from the Province to the FOIs has taken 

substantial time, and has produced little in the way of information or answers to specific questions 

about the proposed jail. Responses, most often, cite “third-party interest” or “no records 

found”.  For example, in the case of an applicant who was looking for due diligence records on 

archeological investigations of the proposed jail site – which were explicitly referenced in the 

Province’s Nov 2020 and Nov 2021 “Due Diligence” PowerPoint slides – SolGen sent a notice 
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that no records were found. Infrastructure Ontario, in tum, also claimed that no records were found. 

The slides used on November 17, 2021, also stated that "Field investigations are complete" . 

. 8. When the same resident then applied to the Ministry of Agriculture, he was told that no 

records were found there and that "the Ministry of the Solicitor General is doing all investigations 

and assessments currently being done on the property, and they retain jurisdiction over the records 

produced." 

AFFIRMED remotely by Lisette Major stated as ) 
being located in the Municipality of North ) 
Grenville, in the Province of Ontario, before me ) 
at the City of Ottawa in the Province of Ontario, ) 
on December 15, 2022 in accordance with 0. ) 
Reg 431/20, Administering Oath or Declaration ) 

Remotely. % <:t-a l 
Commissioner of Oaths ( or as may be) ) LISETTE MAJOR 

3 



 

 

Exhibit “A” 

Referred to in the affidavit of  

Lisette Major 

affirmed December 15, 2022 

 

___________________________________________ 

Commissioner for Taking Affidavits (or as may be) 
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DATE YOUTUBE VIDEO TITLE
1 Dec 20, 2020 Paul Cormier, M.A., M.Ed., RANA Development Inc., Agritech Alliance Canada, CAPP event, Dec 8, 2020
2 Dec 20, 2020 Justin Piché, PhD, Associate Professor of Criminology, University of Ottawa, CAPP event, Dec 8, 2020
3 Dec 20, 2020 Kirk Albert, Jail Opposition Group and local Kemptville resident
4 Dec 20, 2020 Marie-Thérèse Voutsinos, B.Sc. Biol., Agr., M.Sc. Agr and local resident, CAPP event, Dec 8, 2020
5 Dec 20, 2020 Vice-Chief Beaudin of the Congress of Aboriginal Peoples, CAPP event, Dec 8, 2020
6 Dec 20, 2020 Bryonie Baxter, Former Executive Director, Elizabeth Fry Society and local resident, Dec 8, 2020
7 Dec 20, 2020 Professor Aaron Doyle, Ph.D., Professor of Sociology, Carleton University, CAPP event, Dec 8, 2020
8 Feb 7, 2021 Colleen Lynas' introduction to CAPP's Feb 2nd event
9 Feb 7, 2021 Janjala Chirakijja, Ph.D, Lecturer, Monash University, CAPP event, Feb 2nd, 2021

10 Feb 7, 2021 Are there any impacts on housing prices in small town when a prison is built? CAPP Forum Feb 2, 2021
11 Feb 7, 2021 Cathy Robinson and Lydia Dobson, CAPP Information and Discussion forum, Feb 2, 2021
12 Feb 7, 2021 Is it possible there are some economic conflicts of interest? CAPP Public forum Feb 2, 2021
13 Feb 7, 2021 Where is municipal council on this issue? CAPP Public Forum Feb 2, 2021
14 Feb 7, 2021 Vanessa, CAPP Pubic Information and Discussion forum, Feb 2, 2021
15 Feb 7, 2021 This is not a done deal! CAPP Public Forum Feb 2, 2021
16 Feb 7, 2021 Laura Beach, Ph.D.(c), CAPP Public Information and Discussion forum, Feb 2nd, 2021
17 Feb 7, 2021 Aaron Doyle, Ph.D., Assoc. Prof., Carleton Uni., CAPP Information and Discussion forum, Feb 2, 2021
18 May 2, 2021 WHY THE FORD CLARK PRISON IS A BAD IDEA
19 Sep 11, 2021 THE VOICES OF KEMPTVILLE - RESIDENTS SPEAK OUT: STOP THE KEMPTVILLE PRISON!
20 Oct 25, 2021 CFRC radio interview with Colleen Lynas (CAPP) and Justin Piché (CPEP)
21 Oct 26, 2021 Kirk Albert, Brockville NO PRISON Rally October 15th, 2021
22 Nov 4, 2021 No prison rally, Brockville, Ontario Oct 15 2021
23 Nov 22, 2021 November 17, 2021 Engagement Session: Colleen Lynas calls out MPP Clark
24 Nov 24, 2021 Eastern Ontario Correctional Complex Public Engagement ON Solicitor General 17 November 2021
25 Nov 24, 2021 Sol Gen Nov 17 2021 Q&A
26 Nov 24, 2021 Victor Lachance lists questions not yet answered at Sol Gen's "Engagement" session on Nov 17 2021
27 Nov 24, 2021 Kirk Albert: Sol Gen's "Engagement" session Nov 17, 2021 on the proposed prison in Kemptville
28 Nov 24, 2021 CAPP's Colleen Lynas calls out MPP Steve Clark
29 Jan 7, 2022 "This is a disaster" Part 2: the current conditions in Canadian jails with the spread of COVID 19
30 Jan 8, 2022 Colleen Lynas opening remarks: Kemptville NO PRISON rally, Nov 13, 2021
31 Jan 8, 2022 Chris Wilson: Kemptville NO PRISON rally, Nov 13, 2021
32 Jan 8, 2022 Sarah Bowie: Kemptville NO PRISON rally, Nov 13, 2021
33 Jan 8, 2022 Don Sherritt: Kemptville NO PRISON rally, Nov 13, 2021
34 Jan 8, 2022 Kirk Albert: Kemptville NO PRISON rally, Nov 13, 2021
35 Jan 8, 2022 Victor Lachance: Kemptville NO PRISON rally, Nov 13, 2021
36 Jan 8, 2022 Colleen Lynas on Truth and Transparency: NO PRISON RALLY Nov 13 2021
37 Jan 13, 2022 "This is a disaster" Part 1: The terrible COVID 19 situation in Canadian prisons
38 Jan 13, 2022 Kemptville Prison Engagement Session Q&A 26 November 2020
39 Jan 13, 2022 Nov 17 2021 Public "Engagement" session with Sol Gen
40 Jan 14, 2022 Colleen Lynas opening remarks: Brockville NO PRISON rally, Oct 15, 2021
41 Feb 10, 2022 Arguments against Doug Ford's Ontario prison plan (CFRC radio interview)
42 Feb 17, 2022 Don't be gaslighted by the province - taxpayers WILL pay for policing costs for prison
43 Mar 9, 2022 NORTH GRENVILLE STRATEGIC PLAN: IGNORE PROPOSED PRISON
44 Mar 17, 2022 MISSING: MPP CLARK
45 Mar 24, 2022 TRANSPARENCY: FAIL
46 Mar 29, 2022 MYTH-BUSTING ON THE PROPOSED KEMPTVILLE PRISON
47 Mar 30, 2022 RESPECT: APPARENTLY NOT FOR THE RESIDENTS OF KEMPTVILLE
48 Apr 11, 2022 KEMPTVILLE COUNCIL TRIES TO SELL STEVE CLARK AND DOUG FORD'S PRISON VISION
49 Apr 26, 2022 DOUG FORD'S PRISON PLAN IS A PROBLEM (Reasons might shock you)
50 May 17, 2022 SIX MONTH AND STILL WAITING FOR STEVE CLARK
51 May 20, 2022 Save the Farmland rally April 12, 2022 - Introduction
52 May 22, 2022 Save the farmland says Marie-Thérèse Voutsinos
53 May 23, 2022 Freedom of information requests: what is the Ford government hiding and why?
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https://youtu.be/gSyQ-JaM2Jc
https://youtu.be/jvgPm_7xOFU
https://youtu.be/JPgNB9Qb3aI
https://youtu.be/OJderJUv-Mk
https://youtu.be/7FvKhb-fCGs
https://youtu.be/njgbOJ5D-Y0
https://youtu.be/D9j2H55VndI
https://youtu.be/HaCSi8E2p6s
https://youtu.be/YisvtpdYDEM
https://youtu.be/9LtXyvGnEWA
https://youtu.be/xRzBDyyw2e8
https://youtu.be/eaLMWeHnr_U
https://youtu.be/UH5Rj7N3Usc
https://youtu.be/c25VxrIEdlQ
https://youtu.be/kinWXldABl0t
https://youtu.be/p-ribiJ7U18iJ7U18/edit
https://youtu.be/hA5kJAMitMg
https://youtu.be/hA5kJAMitMg
https://youtu.be/5WXsiNCbgdgdg/edit
https://youtu.be/4-A_26Pb_AI/edit
https://youtu.be/WSTpDDqdkiYDDqdkiY/edit
https://youtu.be/bZkyQQd5G6YyQQd5G6Y/edit
https://youtu.be/zMokvrTHxtEHxtE/edit
https://youtu.be/6wWsfXsTy6M
https://youtu.be/1zfFTdNQvYEdNQvYE/edit
https://youtu.be/2lulhvO7Wksks/edit
https://youtu.be/EDfbgydlR088/edit
https://youtu.be/6vnPwY7-wXYnPwY7-wXY/edit
https://youtu.be/S4uBQYza53Q
https://youtu.be/8ra7Q55Vfk8
https://youtu.be/UyQ6JRCROCc
https://youtu.be/UyQ6JRCROCc4-6S49ns/edit
https://youtu.be/U1D3muaD6ZMM/edit
https://youtu.be/dv3nbXtMVn0n0/edit
https://youtu.be/esEoadJ4mmIsEoadJ4mmI/edit
https://youtu.be/HKmVO1YbQWwKmVO1YbQWw/edit
https://youtu.be/wIBYEyX8rDwYEyX8rDw/edit
https://youtu.be/jZSGouWGk0oit
https://youtu.be/jZSGouWGk0oGk0o/edit
https://youtu.be/lJRytDz8ZAQtDz8ZAQ/edit
https://youtu.be/QyCm2rT3hKoo/edit
https://youtu.be/wcM6OryqGhAedit
https://youtu.be/vJculOgCTPQJculOgCTPQ/edit
https://youtu.be/wH9P4iz3Yg89P4iz3Yg8/edit
https://youtu.be/PNDmbomAytMAytM/edit
https://youtu.be/CUn9IgazY8sY8s/edit
https://youtu.be/pagFRKr9FeogFRKr9Feo/edit
https://youtu.be/vzpeCbUVDJIDJI/edit
https://youtu.be/yxxP-YG4QXMdit
https://youtu.be/V5JvlT-QmiM
https://youtu.be/Egw0BXmX-tIBXmX-tI/edit
https://youtu.be/lK3v44FB6dI
https://youtu.be/ZAVmgK8dQyggK8dQyg/edit


54 May 23, 2022 Save the Farmland rally April 12, 2022: John Gagnon
55 May 24, 2022 Josh Bennett, Liberal candidate, speaks at Save the Farmland rally
56 May 24, 2022 Chris Wilson, NDP candidate, speaks at Save the Farmland rally Apr 12 2022
57 May 25, 2022 PRESERVE OUR FARMLAND AND STOP THE PROPOSED KEMPTVILLE PRISON
58 May 26, 2022 Green groups who have joined the call
59 May 26, 2022 Victor Lachance and Ralph Raina, April 12th SAVE THE FARMLAND Rally
60 May 28, 2022 Proposed Kemptville prison: Costs to be borne by local North Grenville taxpayers
61 Jun 1, 2022 TIME TRAVEL BACK TO 2014! What happened to Steve Clark?
62 Jun 22, 2022 Bill Dobson, Reeve of Montague township, farmer
63 Jun 24, 2022 A MESSAGE FOR DOUG FORD
64 Jun 27, 2022 Save the Farmland Rally: Amanda Wilson, Associate Professor at St Paul University
65 Jul 2, 2022 Kirk Albert, Save the Farmland rally, June 4, 2022
66 Aug 4, 2022 LEGACY
67 Aug 6, 2022 ONE MOTHER'S STORY
68 Aug 15, 2022 WHAT THE DOES DOES (OPEN LETTER TO DOUG FORD - Bo Burnham Parody)
69 Aug 17, 2022 Press Conference - Full version - “Proposed provincial prison in Kemptville is illegal”
70 Aug 22, 2022 CAPP AND JOG August 15th Press Conference
71 Sep 5, 2022 REALITY CHECK: Distance to Ottawa courthouse
72 Sep 7, 2022 Prisoners' Justice Day Vigil 2022: COLLEEN LYNAS
73 Sep 17, 2022 TEN MONTH AND COUNTING - STILL WAITING FOR STEVE CLARK
74 Sep 22, 2022 Bill Dobson, Reeve of Montague township: interview on Heritage Valley Radio
75 Sep 27, 2022 IMAGINE
76 Nov 17, 2022 A SHAMEFUL ANNIVERSARY (ONE YEAR AND STILL WAITING) - MPP STEVE CLARK FAIL

CAPP YOUTUBE LINK:
https://www.youtube.com/@cappkemptville
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https://youtu.be/eihPdaIyos8aIyos8/edit
https://youtu.be/MYqmaZdGEQ8maZdGEQ8/edit
https://youtu.be/gGKJ1U8vKlsvKls/edit
https://youtube.com/shorts/qhqFUGozzFQ?feature=share
https://youtu.be/6_Y-5-ucibI
https://youtu.be/yJY7elG5uTkTk/edit
https://youtu.be/KuSg813DzFkSg813DzFk/edit
https://youtu.be/3UZICLPDzPkPk/edit
https://youtu.be/qsT2m-bkIjQqqmr5WQ/edit
https://youtu.be/EjIrF1oqdG8qdG8/edit
https://youtu.be/1OZiQYnrbd8bd8/edit
https://youtu.be/QiHr1H3vKiQ
https://youtu.be/G_1bChICUKM11M50/edit
https://youtu.be/kmRxjUOqEk8
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-6lP7y9eu5w1zNKmi9Msw/edit
https://youtu.be/hpIqNFiqhEUU/edit
https://youtu.be/nGhMOiqFpw44/edit
https://youtu.be/Gu0AjUzmfssfss/edit
https://youtu.be/dWH0vh96E7Qvh96E7Q/edit
https://youtu.be/RjLeWP8WXAEXAE/edit
https://youtu.be/3ELstxFEuW0FEuW0/edit
https://youtu.be/6iEj9MH0Yekj9MH0Yek/edit
https://youtu.be/hFj9zGDdH3Q
https://www.youtube.com/@cappkemptville
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EXHIBIT B 

1.       Why did the Ministry not want to consult or engage the community before going ahead with your 
plans for a prison? 

2.       The Ministry of the Solicitor General apparently looked at 100 other potential sites for the 
proposed prison. Can you tell us which ones these were and why each one was rejected? 

3.       What research are you relying on to support your claims of economic benefits to the community? 

4.       Do you intend to preserve the buildings that are on the proposed prison site?  

5.       The Ontario Government has recently proposed a weakening of the way environmental 
assessments will be carried out. Will the government use these watered-down environmental 
protections or the existing ones? 

6.       I’ve heard that the old Burritt’s Rapids prison had a big impact Kemptville hospital. Won’t this new 
prison do the same, or worse? 

7.       How will prisoners of all ages and their families have access to support services in Kemptville? 

8.       Aren’t prison jobs offered to existing provincial government employees anywhere in the province 
before hiring any local people? 

9.       Will Kemptville have to increase its policing services?  

10.   Will the Ministry undertake an agreement with the Municipality that if this proposed prison goes 
ahead, it will not be expanded beyond its proposed number of beds? 

11.   How will the Ministry ensure that this proposed prison won’t become overcrowded? What will you 
do if it does get overcrowded?  

12.  Isn’t it a better use of our taxes to prevent people from going into prison in the first place?     
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2022-01-03  U
pon 

review
 of the responsive 

record located, it is 
apparent that disclosure 
of the records m

ay 
affect the
interest of third

 
p

arties.
T

he third parties w
hose 

interests m
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interest of third

 p
arties.

T
he third parties w

hose 
interests m

ay be affected m
ust 

be given the opportunity to 
m

ake representations
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pon review

 of 
the responsive record located, it 
is apparent that disclosure of 
the records m

ay affect the
interest of third

 p
arties.

T
he third parties w

hose 
interests m

ay be affected m
ust 

be given the opportunity to 
m

ake representations
about the release of the records 
affecting their interests. A

s a 
result, notification under 
section 28 of F

IP
P

A
has been carried out.

A
cknow

ledgem
ent and 

im
m

ediate transfer to 
S

olG
en. N

o further 
correpsondence from

 
IO

.

2022-03-14 ....a th
ird

 
p

arty w
h

o
se in

terests 
m

ay b
e affected

 b
y th

e 
release o

f a reco
rd

 
m

u
st b

e g
iven

 th
e 

o
p

p
o

rtu
n

ity to
 m

ake 
rep

resen
tatio

n
s to the 

head of an institution 
concerning disclosure 
of the records. In this 
case, w

e believe that 
your request m

ay affect 
the interests of a third 
party and w

e are 
providing them

 w
ith 

notice pursuant to s. 21 
of the A

ct. P
ursuant to 

s. 21, th
e th

ird
 p

arty 
h

as tw
en

ty d
ays to

 
m

ake rep
resen

tatio
n

s 
A

m
o

u
n

t an
d

 d
ate o

f req
u

est 
p

ro
cessin

g
 fee estim

ate:
2022-02-17  IO

 has com
pleted 

its record search and req
uires 

ad
d

itional tim
e to com

ply 
w

ith the request,

N
atu

re an
d

 d
ate o

f 
clarificatio

n
 req

u
est (if 

ap
p

licab
le):

R
evised

 sco
p

e o
f req

u
est (if 

ap
p

licab
le):

L
en

g
th

 an
d

 d
ate o

f 
exten

sio
n

 req
u

est (if 
ap

p
licab

le):

2022-02-08 IO
 has 

com
pleted its record 

search and requires 
ad

d
itional tim

e to 
com

ply w
ith the request, 

pursuant to subsections 
27(1)(b) of F

IP
P

A
. A

s a 
result, an additional 
thirty (30) days is 
required to com

ply w
ith 

your request...an access 
d

ecision is due on 

2022-02-18  IO
 has com

pleted 
its record search and requires 
ad

d
itional tim

e to com
ply w

ith 
the request, 
pursuant to subsections 
27(1)(b) of F

IP
P

A
. A

s a result, 
an additional thirty (30) days is 
required to com

ply 
w

ith your request...an access 
d

ecision is due on M
arch 21, 

2022. 
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D
ate o

f reco
rd

 
d

isclo
su

re/co
m

p
letio

n
:

2022-05-02
 F

IN
A

L 
A

C
C

E
S

S
 D

E
C

IS
IO

N
      

IO
 is denying access to 

the responsive record 
pursuant to section 17 
(T

hird P
arty 

Inform
ation)  and 

section 18 (E
conom

ic 
interests of O

ntario) of 
F

IP
P

A
. E

nclosed, for 
ease of reference,  
please find a copy of 
these exem

ptions. 
  N

ote:  called on 
M

ay16th to see if they 
received the appeal I 
m

ailed on M
ay 2nd, 

2022.  W
ill call back.  

Joshua W
ebster called 

on M
ay 20.  H

e said 
they still have not 
received the letter but 
the process has started 
w

ith the em
ail docs that 

w
ere sent in.  H

e said 
after the receive the 
cheque (w

hich last sent 2022-03-09  FIN
A

L
 

A
C

C
E

S
S

 D
E

C
ISIO

N
  

A
fter conducting a 

thorough and 
m

eaningful records 
search, IO

 identified 
four (4) record 
responsive to your 
request.  IO

 is denying 
access to the 
responsive record 
pursuant to section 17 
(T

hird P
arty 

Inform
ation)  and 

section 18 (E
conom

ic 
interests of O

ntario) of 
F

IP
P

A
. 

2022-03-21  A
fter 

conducting a thorough 
and m

eaningful records 
search, IO

 identified 
tw

o (2) records 
responsive to your 
request. 
IO

 is denying access to 
the responsive records 
pursuant to section 17 
(T

hird P
arty 

Inform
ation)  and 

section 18 (E
conom

ic 
interests of O

ntario) of 
F

IP
P

A
. E

nclosed, for 
ease of reference,  
please find a copy of 
these exem

ptions

2022-03-21 F
IN

A
L

 A
C

C
E

S
S 

D
E

C
IS

IO
N

  A
fter conducting a 

thorough and m
eaningful 

records search, IO
 identified 

one (1) record  responsive to 
your request.   T

hey claim
 

disclosure of the records w
ith 

cause econom
ic or financial 

harm
 to the province 

IO
 is denying access to the 

responsive record
 pursuant to 

section 17 (T
hird P

arty 
Inform

ation)  and section 18 
(E

conom
ic interests of O

ntario) 
of F

IP
P

A
. E

nclosed, for ease of 
reference,  please find a copy of 
these exem

ptions. T
hey claim

 
disclosure of the records w

ill 
cause econom

ic or financial 
harm

 to the province 

2022-02-09  FIN
A

L
 A

C
C

E
S

S
 

D
E

C
IS

IO
N

 
IO

 cond
ucted

 a records 
search and

 w
e have no 

responsive records.

2022-03-21 FIN
A

L
 A

C
C

E
S

S
 

D
E

C
IS

IO
N

   A
fter conducting 

a thorough and m
eaningful 

records search, IO
 identified 

one (1) record responsive to 
your request.
IO

 is denying access to the 
responsive record pursuant to 
section 17 (T

hird P
arty 

Inform
ation) and section 18 

(E
conom

ic interests of O
ntario) 

of F
IP

P
A

. E
nclosed, for ease of 

reference, please find a copy of 
these exem

ptions.
In m

aking its access decision, 
IO

 review
ed the inform

ation 
contained in the responsive 
record, the response from

 
affected m

inistries, the 
applicable sections of F

IP
P

A
 

2022-03-31 F
IN

A
L

 A
C

C
E

S
S 

D
E

C
IS

IO
N

 A
 records search 

has been conducted and no 
responsive records w

ere 
located for this request

C
atholic School B

oard 
response:  3rd party 
refusal, from

 an unnam
ed 

m
inistry. O

nly sent the 
P

P
T

 presentation to school 
boards, w

ith one redaction 
at page 35, F

acility profile. 
W

e should com
pare the 

presentations w
ith the 

one(s) used for the 
engagem

ent session(s).

"N
o correspondence of 

any kind released
.T

his 
inform

ation is subject to 
exem

ption from
 disclosure 

in accordance w
ith 

section(s) 13(1), 14(1)(e), 
14(1)(i), 14(1)(j), 14(1)(k), 
14(1)(l) and 18(1)(g) of 
the Freedom

 of 
Inform

ation and  
P

rotection of Privacy A
ct 

(the A
ct). A

ccess to part of 
the responsive inform

ation 
is denied in accordance 

Ju
stificatio

n
s fo

r w
ith

h
eld

 
reco

rd
s (if ap

p
licab

le):
T

hird party interest.  
T

hird party interest
T

hird party interest
T

hird party interest
N

o responsive records
T

hird party interest
"T

he C
F

 services 
plan

ning
 

m
eetings have 

not com
m

e
nced 

as o
f the

 w
riting

 
of this 
m

essag
e..."A

pril 
1st IO

 A
p

p
eal to

 In
fo

rm
atio

n
 

an
d

 P
rivacy C

o
m

m
isio

n
 

(IP
C

)

2022-03-24 $25
2022-05-04  $25

5/2/2022  $25
4/29/2022   $25

2021-07-21
2022-04001  $25

M
ar 3

1 20
20   $25

A
ppea

led A
pr 27

 
$25

D
ate th

at IP
C

/o
th

er 
ackn

o
w

led
g

ed
 receip

t:
M

ay 27, 2022
M

ar 24, 2022
M

ay 2, 2022
A

p
r 21, 2022

2021-07-22
2022-04-14

S
u

b
m

issio
n

 ID
#:

P
A

22-00197
P

A
22-00120

P
A

22-00153
P

A
22-00165

P
A

21-00346
M

A
22-00218

P
A

11
-0018

3

A
m

o
u

n
t an

d
 d

ate o
f req

u
est 

p
ro

cessin
g

 fee estim
ate:

na

N
atu

re an
d

 d
ate o

f 
clarificatio

n
 req

u
est (if 

ap
p

licab
le):

M
ediator A

ssigned N
ov 

2 2021

R
evised

 sco
p

e o
f req

u
est (if 

ap
p

licab
le):

D
ec 5, 2022  IP

C
 

em
ail: A

s per our 
discussion, here is 
som

e inform
ation on 

section 18 and the 
public interest. I w

ill 
w

ork on the 
m

ediator’s report to 
m

ove your file to the 
next stage of the 
process. I should 
have that to you 
shortly.D

uring our 
conversation, you 
confirm

ed that that 
you w

ish to add the 

A
llow

 for the redaction 
of proper nam

es from
 

correspondence

D
ate o

f reco
rd

 
d

isclo
su

re/co
m

p
letio

n
:

2022-04-25

Ju
stificatio

n
s fo

r w
ith

h
eld

 
reco

rd
s (if ap

p
licab

le):
S

ec 12(1) and 13(1)

D
ate release p

ackag
e 

received
A

pril 25,2022
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2n
d

 A
p

p
eal to

 In
fo

rm
atio

n
 

an
d

 P
rivacy C

o
m

m
isio

n
: 

C
o

n
firm

atio
n

 D
ate

D
ecem

b
er 6 2022:  

T
anya K

ienapple (IP
C

) 
confirm

ed that IO
 is 

relying on section 17 
and 18(1)(a)(c)(d)(e) 
and (g) to continue to 
deny access to the 
records. M

ediator’s 
report confirm

ing that 
your file is m

oving to 
adjudication, the next 
stage of the appeal 
proces... should have 
that m

ediator’s report 
out to  som

e tim
e later 

next w
eek. M

oving to 
adjudication

.

D
ec 1, 20

22
 N

ote
 from

 
T

anya K
ienap

ple (IP
C

) 
Infrastructure O

nta
rio 

(IO
) h

as con
firm

ed that 
the

y are no longe
r 

relying
 on

 section
 17 to 

den
y you access to the 

D
esign

ated
 S

ubstances 
and

 H
azardous M

ate
rials 

S
urvey. H

ow
ever, they 

are m
aintainin

g the
ir 

decision to de
ny yo

u 
access to the survey 
und

er section
 18. T

hey 
have con

firm
ed

 the 
follow

ing
 subsection

s: 
18(1)(a)(c)(d)(e) and

 (g).

S
ep

 27, 2022   N
o

tice o
f 

M
ed

iatio
n

: T
h

e M
ed

iato
r 

w
h

o
 w

ill b
e d

ealin
g

 w
ith

 
yo

u
r file is T

an
ya 

K
ien

ap
p

le, w
h

o
 can

 b
e 

reach
ed

 at 437-249-7423 
o

r b
y em

ail at 
T

an
ya.K

ien
ap

p
le@

ip
c.o

n
.

ca . If yo
u

 are callin
g

 fro
m

 
o

u
tsid

e T
o

ro
n

to
, th

e to
ll 

free n
u

m
b

er is 1-800-387-
0073. T

h
e M

ed
iato

r w
ill b

e 
co

n
tactin

g
 yo

u
 to

 d
iscu

ss 
th

is ap
p

eal w
ith

 yo
u

.

Ju
ly 19 2022

(Lisa) 
spoke to K

ate F
ranklin 

again this m
orning. 

T
his is now

 m
oving to 

adjudication. S
he w

ill 
prepare a m

ediator 
report and send to m

e 
for review

, then it gets 
sent to adjudication. I 
believe S

O
LG

en has a 
w

eek to respond to that 
report.  Ju

ly 20, 2022 
S

O
LG

en has now
 said 

that they have another 
release (m

aybe) of 100 
pages of com

m
s 

betw
een IO

 and 
them

selves.T
here is 

also som
e confusion 

about w
hy this request 

w
as transferred from

 
IO

 in the first place. 
T

hey are the "holders" 
of m

ost of the 
docum

ents involved.

I've been told a m
id to 

D
ate o

f reco
rd

 
d

isclo
su

re/co
m

p
letio

n
:

L
etter re: m

ed
iatio

n
 

rep
o

rt an
d

 
M

ed
iatio

n
 rep

o
rt
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R
eq

u
est trackin

g
M

in
istry o

f 
A

g
ricu

ltu
re, F

o
o

d
 &

 
R

u
ral A

ffairs

M
in

istry o
f 

A
g

ricu
ltu

re, F
o

o
d

 &
 

R
u

ral A
ffairs

M
in

istry o
f 

A
g

ricu
ltu

re, F
o

o
d

 &
 

R
u

ral A
ffairs

M
in

istry o
f A

g
ricu

ltu
re, 

F
o

o
d

 &
 R

u
ral A

ffairs
M

in
istry o

f A
g

ricu
ltu

re, 
F

o
o

d
 &

 R
u

ral A
ffairs

M
in

istry o
f A

g
ricu

ltu
re, 

F
o

o
d

 &
 R

u
ral A

ffairs
M

in
istry o

f A
g

ricu
ltu

re, 
F

o
o

d
 &

 R
u

ral A
ffairs

M
in

istry o
f 

A
g

ricu
ltu

re, F
o

o
d

 &
 

R
u

ral A
ffairs

D
ate o

f req
u

est +
 $5 

ap
p

licatio
n

 fee su
b

m
issio

n
:

2022-02-16

D
ate th

at S
o

lG
en

/o
th

er 
ackn

o
w

led
g

ed
 receip

t:
R

eq
u

est N
u

m
b

er:
R

equest #22-04

S
u

b
m

issio
n

 ID
#:

A
m

o
u

n
t an

d
 d

ate o
f req

u
est 

p
ro

cessin
g

 fee estim
ate:

D
ate o

f first p
aym

en
t an

d
 

am
o

u
n

t:
D

ate o
f  seco

n
d

 p
aym

en
t 

an
d

 am
o

u
n

t: 
N

atu
re an

d
 d

ate o
f 

clarificatio
n

 req
u

est (if 
ap

p
licab

le):
R

evised
 sco

p
e o

f req
u

est (if 
ap

p
licab

le):
L

en
g

th
 an

d
 d

ate o
f 

exten
sio

n
 req

u
est (if 

ap
p

licab
le):

D
ate o

f reco
rd

 
d

isclo
su

re/co
m

p
letio

n
:

2022-03-14 S
taff in the 

M
inistry conducted a search 

for records based on the 
w

ording and tim
efram

e of your 
request. A

s a result of that 
search, no records w

ere 
found

 to b
e responsive to 

your request.A
ll 

investigations and
 

assessm
ents currently  being 

d
one on the p

rop
erty are 

b
eing done b

y the M
inistry 

of the S
olicitor G

eneral, and 
they  retain jurisd

iction over 

O
ct 5

 P
lease no

te 
tha

t the
 M

inistry 
cond

ucted
 an 

add
itiona

l sea
rch for 

respo
nsive records 

and
 are now

 in 
possession

 of the 
requ

ested
 

correspon
dence.  

P
lease b

e ad
vised 

tha
t access to the 

requ
ested

 records is 
den

ied.
Ju

stificatio
n

s fo
r w

ith
h

eld
 

reco
rd

s (if ap
p

licab
le):

 no records w
ere found to be 

responsive to your request.

T
B

D

D
O

C
U

M
E

N
T

S
 R

E
C

E
IV

E
D

L
isette

C
o

lin
C

h
ris

L
arry

R
o

d
g

er
S

u
zan

n
e

Jo
h

n
L

isa
V

icto
r

V
ictor

V
ictor

Larry
C

ollee
n

D
on

A
cknow

ledgem
ent 

S
olG

en
A

cknow
ledgem

ent 
S

olG
en

A
cknow

ledgem
ent 

S
olG

en
A

cknow
ledgem

ent S
olG

en
A

cknow
ledgem

ent S
ol G

en
A

cknow
ledgem

ent S
olG

en
F

O
I requ

est
A

cknow
ledg

e
m

ent
N

otice of 3rd party
S

olG
en partial trans 

to IO
S

olG
en F

ee estim
ate

N
otice of T

im
e E

xtension 
S

olG
en

C
E

P
E

O
 F

O
I fee

U
C

D
S

B
 F

O
I fe

e
K

D
H

 respo
nse to 

F
O

I
F

eb 15 2022 N
o 

records located @
 

S
olG

en

N
o record located @

 
S

olG
en

N
o records located @

 
S

olG
en

June 2 2022 N
o records 

located @
 S

olG
en

1st release pkg 10 
pages (view

 in P
D

F
 

form
at)

C
D

S
B

E
O

 N
otice of 3rd 

party
U

C
D

S
B

 T
otal fee

 
disclosed

June 2, 2022 R
elease 

package (N
ov 17,2021 

slides)

F
inal A

ccess D
enied

June 2, 2022 letter
A

cknow
ledgem

ent IO
A

cknow
ledgem

ent IO
A

cknow
ledgem

ent IO
A

cknow
ledgem

ent IO
A

cknow
ledgem

ent IO
A

cknow
ledgem

ent IO
A

cknow
ledgem

ent IO
N

otice of 3rd party IO
N

otice of 3rd party IO
N

otice of 3rd party IO
N

otice of 3rd party IO
N

otice of T
im

e 
E

xtension IO
N

otice of T
im

e E
xtension IO

N
otice of T

im
e E

xtension 
IO

F
inal A

ccess D
ecision 

IO
F

inal A
ccess 

D
ecision

 IO
F

inal A
ccess 

D
ecision IO

F
inal A

ccess D
ecision IO

F
inal A

ccess D
ecision IO

F
inal A

ccess D
ecision

 IO
F

inal A
ccess D

ecision
 IO

A
ppeal A

cknow
ledgem

ent
Letter - notice of appeal

A
cknow

ledg
em

en
t A

gri
F

inal A
ccess D

ecision 

S
O

L
G

E
N

 1st (IP
C

) 
In

fo
rm

atio
n

 an
d

 P
rivac

y 
C

o
m

m
iss

io
n

er A
P

P
E

A
L

F
irst release 

package
 (S

O
LG

E
N

)
2nd

 relea
se p

ackage
 

93 pag
es (view

 in 
P

D
F

 form
at)
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Letter w
ith release 

pkg (S
O

LG
E

N
)

S
O

L
G

E
N

 2n
d

 (IP
C

) 
A

P
P

E
A

L
N

otice of a
ppea

l 
(S

O
LG

E
N

) 
confirm

atio
n

N
otice of A

ppe
al 

(S
O

LG
E

N
) confirm

ation
S

upp
lem

en
tal 

D
ecision

IN
F

R
A

S
T

R
U

C
T

U
R

E
 

O
N

T
A

R
IO

 1s
t  

In
fo

rm
atio

n
 an

d
 P

rivac
y 

C
o

m
m

iss
io

n
er (IP

C
 

)A
P

P
E

A
L

A
ppe

al (IO
) 

confirm
atio

n
A

ppe
al (IO

) 
ackno

w
ledg

em
en

t
A

ppe
al (IO

) 
ackno

w
ledg

em
en

t
A

ppe
al (IO

) confirm
atio

n
A

ppe
al (IO

) 
confirm

atio
n 

A
ppe

al confirm
ation

A
ppe

al 
confirm

atio
n

E
m

ail re: A
ppe

al - 
den

y access to 
records

R
equ

est fo
r add

itiona
l 

info
rm

ation

IN
F

R
A

S
T

R
U

T
U

R
E

 
O

N
T

A
R

IO
 IP

C
 N

o
tice

 o
f 

M
ed

ia
tio

n
 

N
otice of M

ediation
 

(IO
) S

ep 20, 202
2

N
otice of M

ediation
 (IO

) 
S

ep 27, 202
2

N
otice of M

ediation
 (IO

) 
S

ep 28, 202
2 

N
otice of M

edication
 

(C
D

S
B

O
) S

ep
 27, 

202
2

M
ediation

 overview
IP

C
 E

m
ail (IO

) D
ec 

5 2
022
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C
ourt F

ile N
o:    D

C
 22-2731  

V
IC

T
O

R
 L

A
C

H
A

N
C

E
 an

d
 K

IR
K

 A
L

B
E

R
T

  
and  

S
O

L
IC

IT
O

R
 

G
E

N
E

R
A

L
 

O
F

 
O

N
T

A
R

IO
 

an
d

 
A

T
T

O
R

N
E

Y
 

G
E

N
E

R
A

L
 O

F
 O

N
T

A
R

IO
 

A
pplicants                                         
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Court File No. DC 22-2731 

ONTARIO 
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE 

(DIVISIONAL COURT) 

BETWEEN: 

VICTOR LACHANCE and 
KIRK ALBERT 

Applicants 
 and 

SOLICITOR GENERAL OF ONTARIO and 
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF ONTARIO 

Respondents 

AFFIDAVIT OF JUSTIN PICHÉ 
(Affirmed February 16, 2023) 

I, Justin Piché, of the City of Ottawa, in the Province of Ontario, SOLEMNLY AFFIRM AS 

FOLLOWS: 

Backdrop 

1. I am an Associate Professor in the Department of Criminology and Director of the Carceral

Studies Research Collective at the University of Ottawa. Among my academic endeavours relevant 

to this Motion, I am a founding member of the Criminalization and Punishment Education Project 

(CPEP), which launched the #NOPE / No On Prison Expansion initiative tracking prison 

construction across Canada that later became the #NOPE / No Ottawa Prison Expansion campaign 

in May 2017. I have been a member of the Coalition Against the Proposed Prison (CAPP) since 

CPEP joined it in the fall of 2020. I am also the Co-Editor of the Journal of Prisoners on Prisons 
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(JPP) published by the University of Ottawa Press, which features peer-reviewed articles written 

by current and former prisoners. Lastly, I am a member of the editorial boards of Champ pénal / 

Penal Field, the Annual Review of Interdisciplinary Justice Research, and Decolonization of 

Criminology and Justice, as well as part of the administration committee of the scholarly journal 

Criminologie. 

Involvement in the campaign to oppose the replacement of the Ottawa-Carleton Detention 
Centre with a larger facility 

2. Because of my research on prison construction since 2006, as well as advocacy as a

founding member of CPEP which has aimed to reduce the use and harms of imprisonment since 

2012, I have been actively involved in following events at the Ottawa-Carleton Detention Centre 

(OCDC) for several years. I co-authored a peer-reviewed paper on a proposed new facility and the 

campaign to oppose it which can be found at Exhibit A. 

3. In 2016, after a series of media stories on conditions at the OCDC, the Province created

the OCDC Task Force that published an Action Plan, which did not include a recommendation for 

building a new facility. Indeed, then Minister of Community Safety and Correctional Services 

(MCSCS), Yaser Naqvi, seemed to take the same position by declaring that building a new facility 

4. However, in May 2017, Minister Marie-France Lalonde, who had recently been appointed

to replace Minister Naqvi, announced the construction of a new, 725-bed facility to replace the 

existing OCDC.  (OCC), as it was dubbed, had an estimated 

cost of up to $1 billion to design, build, finance, and maintain the facility during a 30-year public-

private-partnership (P3) agreement. 
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that the Province had, in fact, been planning the new facility since 2016, even as Minister Naqvi 

was making statements to the contrary. 

5. I, along with colleagues and students, immediately began the local #NOPE campaign to

oppose the construction of the new facility. Attached as Exhibit B is a chronological list of key 

activities of this campaign which illustrates the network of support for the campaign among Ottawa 

community organizations. For the sake of brevity, Exhibit B does not include news media coverage 

generated by the campaign. 

6. Among the key events organized under the banner of the #NOPE / No Ottawa Prison

Expansion campaign, we find a community roundtable attended by representatives from local 

service providers and organizations in March 2018. We also held a demonstration in April 2018, 

demanding consultation on ways in which the budget of up to $1 billion earmarked for the 30-year 

OCC public-private partnership could instead be spent in the community to enhance our collective 

well-being and safety. 

7. After

part of our #got99solutions drive. In this drive, we encouraged Ottawa and 

Ontario residents to contact Premier Ford and other members of his government to say #YESS / 

Yes to Education and Social Services instead of building a larger site of human caging. Spanning 

the previous and current provincial governments, we have also written several op-eds demanding 

that the government #BuildCommunitiesNotCages. 

8. Not long after the May 2017 announcement, I and other members of #NOPE learned that

the MCSCS (which was later renamed the Ministry of the Solicitor General following the 2018 

election of the Ford government) had not consulted the municipality or the residents of Ottawa 
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prior to announcing the construction of the new 725-bed provincial jail. From my assessment of 

other prison projects in Ontario, unless construction is to take place on the grounds of an existing 

site of confinement -  as was the case for the Toronto 

South Detention Centre project that was built on the grounds of the now closed Mimico 

Correctional Centre  the preferred approach is one described in prison scholarship as 

, an approach that was specifically critiqued by the #NOPE 

campaign. 

9. Given the apparent speed at which the Province seemed to want to proceed with the OCC,

#NOPE also called for a moratorium on the project and for public consultations to determine how 

to enhance community well-being and safety. Just as was the case for the 27 August 2020 

Kemptville prison announcement, we learned, over time, that calls and commitments for 

meaningful dialogue in the context of the Ottawa facility would be ignored or abandoned. 

10. For example, just ahead of 7 June 2018 provincial election, a small stakeholder session was

organized by MCSCS at the OCDC on 20 April 2018, to which I was invited. MCSCS essentially 

tried to convince participants of the merits of the project, hoping to neutralize our opposition and 

silence our voices prior to the elections. 

11. A larger community engagement session at a downtown hotel had been planned by

Minister Lalonde and her team for 27 April 2018. It was ultimately cancelled after I sent an email 

with a list of dozens of community organizations the MCSCS organizers had not invited, and who 

wanted to voice their views on the proposed OCC. That was essentially the extent of the dialogue 

with the Ottawa community. 
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12. The day following the election of a Conservative Government of Ontario on 7 June 2018,

our campaign shifted its focus to new Premier Doug Ford, spending each of the next 99 days 

sharing concrete ways the new administration could enhance community well-being and safety 

without building a new and bigger jail in Ottawa through our #got99solutions

one drive. 

13. It is around this time that a notice for another information session on the new Ottawa

Correctional Complex disappeared from the Ministry of Community Safety and Correctional 

our city. 

14. A transition document prepared for the new Solicitor General, Sylvia Jones (who had just

replaced Michael Tibollo who had only been in the position from 29 June 2018 to 5 November 

2018), and dated November 2018, was obtained by 

#NOPE through a Freedom of Information request. The release package, as we received it, is found 

at Exhibit C. 

(see pages 7 and 13), we find: 

a. As of November 2018, the plan to build the 725-bed Ottawa Correctional Complex

was still a Ministry priority. 

b. A preferred site had been identified.

c. acquisition/lease

ate holdings. 
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15. A public information session about the OCC never took place and there was little mention

of the project for months. In fact, the provincial budget released in April 2019 made no mention 

of the OCC. In May 2019, the #NOPE campaign obtained an index and records through a Freedom 

of Information request that identified scena

Russell Road in Ottawa (see page 5 of Exhibit D). Yet, as of early 2020, there had been little 

movement on the new jail plans publicly, other than information from Infrastructure Ontario to the 

effect that the OCC was coming at some point down the road. 

16. It is important to note that there was never a clear press release from the Ministry indicating

that the Province was walking away from its OCC plans. Our campaign members only later 

Spring 2020 Market Update released on 18 June 2020 (see Exhibit E) 

signalled that the OCC plans were abandoned once the 27 August 2020 announcement of the 

which included the proposed Kemptville 

facility. 

17. Furthermore, provincial officials have never shared why the OCC project was shelved and

the strategy rebooted. Was this the result of local opposition like #NOPE, a political desire to have 

a facility or several smaller facilities placed in different ridings following the election of a new 

government and/or other considerations? Information obtained to date through FOI requests has 

not revealed on what grounds or for what reasons the shift in strategy occurred. 

18. What the #NOPE campaign and subsequent abandonment of the OCC in favour of the

Eastern Region Strategy  that includes the proposed 235-bed Eastern Ontario Correctional 

Complex in Kemptville, as well as other builds in Brockville and Napanee  shows is that 
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community organizing can help affect prison infrastructure plans 

see pages 7 and 13 of Exhibit C). This is why JOG and CAPP members (the latter of which 

included CPEP members, including myself, involved in the #NOPE campaign) tried various tactics 

to affect change and obtain fulsome disclosure of information. Given  botched 

 local opposition, repeated bad press for the 

government, the land transfer of the Kemptville Agricultural College farmside lands that was still 

in play until the end of March 2022, and the outcome of due diligence activities not yet known to 

the public because of FOI request stonewalling, JOG and CAPP members tried everything they 

reasonably could to duplicate the outcome in Ottawa before having to resort to costly legal action. 

19. The significant change of plans from the Ottawa Correctional Complex (under Premier

Wynne) to the Eastern Region Strategy (under Premier Ford), despite the Province having already 

invested years of effort (see pages 4 and 10 of Exhibit C) and incurred expenses associated with 

the planned OCC (see pages 2-4 of Exhibit D), had already demonstrated how the outcome of a 

provincial election could significantly affect prison infrastructure plans. As someone supporting 

the activities of JOG and involved in CAPP, it was entirely reasonable to focus on the June 2022 

provincial election as an opportunity to have the Kemptville facility revisited and, therefore, not 

explore and pursue legal action until after the outcome of the election was determined, especially 

given that all opposition parties had expressed their opposition to the Kemptville project. 

20. In its affidavit in support of the Motion, the Province sets out several costs in support of its

claim of hardship resulting from the timing of the Application for Judicial Review. While I am not 
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an expert in this field, as part of my academic work, I have extensively studied the sums required 

to build and maintain facilities of this type  often to prepare arguments on better, alternate 

investments for these funds. With this knowledge, I have included the publicly available budget 

figures for other recent jail projects undertaken by the Government of Ontario in Exhibit E. These 

figures reflect the 30-year lifecycle costs for completed facilities where this amount was available. 

21. It is important to point out that no detailed financial information has been provided by the

Province regarding the Kemptville proposal. 

There is no urgency as the Province itself has revised the project timelines 

22. Exhibit E shows that the timelines for the proposed Kemptville facility have already been

revised  publicly at least  three times. The latest update, in November 2022, extended all the key 

deadlines. For example, the RFQ (Request for Qualifications) stage, originally scheduled to be 

launched in Winter 2022, has been pushed back to April-June 2024. The selection of successful 

Request for Proposals (RFP) bidders has also been deferred to April-June 2026. 

23. This type of revision has also occurred in the context of other recent construction projects

involving provincial prisons, as demonstrated in the comparative table attached as Exhibit E. The 

Thunder Bay facility, announced in 2017, is now looking like a 11-year project completion 

timeframe, with construction slated to be completed by Fall 2026 with additional work required to 

bring the facility online to follow. 

24. Considering the most recent revisions to the Kemptville timelines, a construction

completion date approximately 9 years after the August 2020 announcement seems like the most 

realistic objective if the project moves forward. 
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AFFIRMED remotely by Justin Piché stated as 
being located in the City of Ottawa, in the 
Province of Ontario, before me at the City of 
Ottawa in the Province of Ontario, on February 
16, 2023 in accordance with O. Reg 431/20, 
Administering Oath or Declaration Remotely. 

______________________________________ 
Commissioner of Oaths (or as may be) 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

_____________________________ 
JUSTIN PICHÉ 
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Referred to in the affidavit of 

Justin Piché 

affirmed February ___, 2023 
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19 
THE STRUGGLE OVER THE 
OTTAWA-CARLETON 
DETENTION CENTRE 

Challenging neutralization techniques, 
fighting state inertia 

Aaron Doyle, Justin Piche, and Kelsey Sutton 

Introduction 

The Ottawa-Carleton Detention Centre (OCDC) was envisioned as a progres­
sive "rehabilitation unit" when opened in 1972 (Oliver, 1985, p. 188). Instead, 
the jail became notorious for its inhumane conditions and the focus of intensive 
media scrutiny, a series of coroner's inquests into deaths in custody, numerous 
legal actions, and a government task force on crowding and poor conditions of 
confinement. Since 2012, the Criminalization and Punishment Education Pro­
ject (CPEP) - a group of professors and university students, current and former 
prisoners, and their loved ones and other community members - has been actively 
advancing ways to lessen the use and harms ofimprisonment at OCDC. Officials 
and politicians have attempted to deflect our critiques and co-opt alternatives we 
present. This chapter examines the tactics used by these proponents ofincarcera­
tion to reproduce the status quo. We begin by reviewing the history of Ottawa's 
three jails,1 the problems plaguing each, and the governmental response -
in each case, building a bigger and 'better' jail. Next, we locate our work within 
the abolitionist tradition. We then explore CPEP's efforts to challenge problems 
at our local jail and examine the neutralization techniques (Mathiesen, 1990) 
used by government officials to stifle our efforts. We conclude with a brief dis­
cussion of factors that have helped CPEP continue to persist in the face of gov­
ernment tactics and other factors that might thwart change. 

The more things change ... 

Before Canada was born as a white settler-colonial country in 1867, it was nec­
essary to build a courthouse and a jail to obtain formal county status in On­
tario, which was then the province of Upper Canada (Brown, 2006). This drove 
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construction of Ottawa's first jail in the basement of the courthouse in 1842. 
For the next 20 years, the courthouse jail became synonymous with unhygienic 
conditions, with one observer noting that its cells were "damp, dark and un­
wholesome" (Meredith, 1861, as cited in Oliver, 1998, p. 350). By the late 1850s, 
crowding had become a fixture in Ottawa's first jail, as authorities responded 
to a perceived upsurge in 'crime', mostly sex work, drug use, and vagrancy. 
Government inspectors defined the place as "wretched and poisonous" and "the 
most abominable jail in the entire province" (Ottawa Citizen, 1862). The jail 
was subsequently deemed inadequate and a new one was constructed next to the 
courthouse (Ottawa Citizen, 1862). 

Opening in 1862, the new Carleton County Gaol (CCG) was initially praised 
by local officials and the press. In their 1863 report, inspectors regarded the new 
jail as a significant upgrade and "probably the best in Canada" (Oliver, 1998, 
p. 351). However, the CCG soon became known for dehumanizing treatment of 
prisoners, and deprivations ofbasic necessities like food (Carleton County Gaol, 
1880) and health care (Carleton County Gaol, 1885). Many prisoners became 
ill (Carleton County Gaol, n.d.) and some died (Ottawa Journal, 1896, 1908; 
Ottawa Citizen, 1944) in numbers well beyond those of the state executions on 
its grounds (Ottawa Journal, 1972). By the 1930s, there were calls to replace the 
jail (Ottawa Journal, 1937). One journalist remarked the jail was "built about 
75 years ago to meet the needs of a much smaller population than it serves 
today . . . It is just not adequate for the Ottawa and Carleton of these times" 
(OttawaJournal, 1937). 

Such calls were acted on decades later when Alan Grossman was Ontario's 
Minister of Reform Institutions from 1963 to 1968. The provincial government 
enacted sweeping reforms, including taking over county jails and replacing many 
with bigger institutions. The CCG - "overcrowded", lacking "plumbing, recrea­
tional facilities" and characterized as "a depressing atmosphere" (Ottawa Journal, 
1969) -was among the first replaced by Grossman, who believed "new detention 
centres" would "allow the ministry to institute rehabilitation programs and pro­
vide inmates with something to do with their time" (Oliver, 1985, p. 188). 

In 1972, the Ottawa-Carleton Detention Centre (OCDC) opened as part of 
this wave of new "rehabilitation units". It was seen by the provincial govern­
ment as creating "broad horizons for the introduction of intelligent and humane 
methods of meeting the needs of those who enter its door" (Oliver, 1985, p. 188). 
Praise from media across Canada ensued. A Brandon Sun newspaper article, en­
titled "Inmates may want to call this jail home", stated: "Officials at the new 
[OCDC] are hoping their $4-million jail with its country-club setting, colour 
coordinated dormitories, lounges and library will be the kind of place prisoners 
won't mind calling home" (Brandon Sun, 1972). Locally, news coverage pro­
jected certainty that OCDC would result in meaningful change. An Ottawa 

Journal story remarked: "Nestled among the trees ... [OCDC] resembles a high 
school in design ... it will afford its projected 164 inmates a remarkable degree of 
freedom, respect and privacy" (Makow, 1972). 
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Yet, in the following decades, OCDC, and other provincial jails built of the 
period, have fallen dramatically short of that progressive vision (see Benslimane 
et al., 2020). Today, the jail is very crowded, chaotic, freezing in winter and boiling 
in summer, and marked by pervasive filth such as blood, urine, and faeces on the 
walls, poor air quality, flooding in cells, inadequate laundry, lack of personal hy­
giene products, and the spread of terrible infections. Around two-thirds of the pris­
oners in the 585-bed capacity jail on any given day are on remand awaiting court 
dates, mostly for non-violent offences, due to a massive explosion in the remand 
population in Ontario in recent decades (Doyle and McKendy, 2019). A quarter to 
a half of prisoners are living with mental health issues like schizophrenia or bipolar 
disorder. Prisoners entering the jail are often poor or homeless and/or racialized. 
As with American prisons, which are part of a broader racialized apparatus of con­
trol (Davis, 2003), in Canada prisons are settler-colonial institutions that extend 
the historic spatialized control, notably oflndigenous peoples through reserves and 
residential schools (Martel et al., 2011), along with Black people who were histori­
cally subject to slavery, segregation and criminalization (Maynard, 2017). 

OCDC prisoners often tell us they are treated like dogs. Lack of access to 
proper medical, mental health and dental care, programming, educational and 
recreational opportunities, and re-entry supports are consistently cited (Speight 
et al., 2019a). This situation persists despite a 2004 court ruling that OCDC's 
conditions did not meet United Nations minimum standards, with Judge Denis 
Power arguing that the jail brought the administration of justice into disrepute 
and awarding a prisoner three days credit for each day served there (O'Neill, 
2004). Among recent high-profile OCDC atrocities: Christina Jahn - living 
with mental health issues and diagnosed with cancer - spent over 200 days in 
solitary, leading to a human rights settlement Uahn v. Ontario, 2013); Julie Bilotta 
gave birth to her son Gionni Lee on the floor of a segregation cell in September 
2012 without proper medical attention as her pleas for help were ignored - a baby 
that died a year later from respiratory problems that began in the first days of his 
life (Fiander, 2016); the brutal beating of Jean Paul Rheaume - who had a de­
velopmental disability - as he was "handcuffed, shackled and pinned face down 
on the concrete floor" as "one or more guards stomped on his head until he lay 
in a pool of blood", which was subsequently covered up by staff (Ontario Om­
budsperson, 2013); media revelations that prisoners were being forced to sleep in 
shower areas due to crowding; and a series of deaths by suicide, including those of 
Cleve "Cas" Geddes, Justin St. Amour, and Yousef Hussein within a ten-month 
period in 2016 and 2017 (Seymour, 2017). 

It is in this context that authorities announced, in May 2017, that they were 
again going to address persistent problems by replacing the existing 585-bed jail 
with an "innovative" new and bigger 725-bedjail. Ifbuilt, the "Ottawa Correc­
tional Complex" will cost up to $1 billion to design, build, finance, and maintain 
during a 30-year public-private-partnership (Piche and Doyle, 2018). Reviewing 
this history can create a sense of pessimism and inevitability, but other outcomes 
are possible. 

Christine
Highlight
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Theorizing change and inertia 

Modern prisons are perpetually subject to reform (Foucault, 1977). They have 
proved intractable and attained a deep hegemony. However, although the prison 
may be stone, its future is not written in stone - instead, incarceration and its 
edifices are shaped by diverse competing forces and may be targets of struggle 
(Goodman et al., 2015). The idea of the prison is entrenched in our lives from 
birth and the notion that human caging is the right response to 'crime' is com­
mon sense for many (Davis, 2003). However, given its human and financial costs, 
and richly documented failures, the reproduction of the prison idea takes ideo­
logical work. Prison abolitionists thus face an ideological struggle, not only with 
imprisonment's place in common sense, but also with those who respond to our 
challenges by actively defending incarceration (Piche, 2014). 

Defenders of the prison exist within and outside the state. The state itself 
is far from monolithic Q essop, 1990) and is instead a collection of relatively 
autonomous institutions and actors, with competing political parties trading 
power, and often-fraught relationships between politicians, civil servants, and 
community-based organizations. This can open-up opportunities to advance 
radical alternatives in rare instances or result in further consolidation of penal 
power in others. Even so, the prison in general remains a formidable bulwark of 
the state, which remains the master and arch-defender of confinement. 

Thomas Mathiesen (1974) helped found and sustain the Norwegian Associ­
ation of Penal Reform (known as the KROM in Norway), which has worked 
towards prison abolition for decades. From this experience, Mathiesen (1990) 
produced an account of the "neutralization techniques" used by defenders of the 
prison to combat challengers. For Mathiesen (1990, p. 137), these "techniques 
vary from the more or less open dismissal of ideas which are in conflict with 
prevailing system interests to techniques which more subtly and unnoticeably 
deleted them from the agenda". Mathiesen (1980, p. 288) also suggested that the 
state may "define in" more co-operative actors that might upset the status quo, 
while "defining out" more threatening actors. As we will discuss, "defining in" 
and "defining out" presents a particular challenge to abolitionist organizations, 
as it may fracture alliances with more moderate organizations aimed at shared 
short-term goals to reduce the use and pains of imprisonment. 

Examining the dynamic interplay between the neutralization techniques de­
scribed by Mathiesen and responses by activist organizations to counter them, 
Carlton and Russell (2015, p. 5) suggest the former "are not a one-way process" 
as "prison authorities do not merely suppress or 'strangle' activist strategies". 
Facing what Myra Marx Ferree (2004, p. 141) would call "soft repression" -
understood as "the collective mobilization of power, albeit in nonviolent forms 
and often highly informal ways, to limit and exclude ideas and identities from 
the public forum" - Carlton and Russell (2015, p. 5) note that "activists adapt 
and respond to changing conditions", which "can actually produce new forms 
of resistance". 
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While overturning common sense beliefs that support the prison is certainly 
part of the work abolitionists necessarily engage in, the contemporary world is 
replete with the persistence of situations in the absence of persuasive ideological 
support for them. This means to impact change, other barriers beyond those 
that are simply ideological must also be considered. Some barriers to change are 
"built in" to the situation, ranging from massive institutional and bureaucratic 
inertia, to toothless accountability mechanisms that maintain a sheen of demo­
cratic responsiveness, but limit substantial policy reversals. Other neutralizing 
factors include constraints faced by community groups like CPEP, who lack re­
sources available to the state and experience personal costs of volunteer activism 
such as burnout and turnover in campaigns sometimes lasting years. With these 
broad points in mind, we turn to a specific account of our organizing efforts and 
some of the challenges we have encountered. 

Encounters with neutralization techniques and factors 

With a long-term goal of abolition by attrition (Knopp et al., 1976), CPEP works 
to document the brutalities of incarceration, and push towards reducing impris­
onment and diminishing the pains of human caging as interim goals, with a focus 
on OCDC. Since 2012, we have proposed diversion (e.g. bail reforms, transform­
ative justice, etc.) and decarceration measures (e.g. temporary absences, etc.) to 
shrink the jail population as steps towards abolition (Doyle et al., 2016a). We have 
also battled to improve jail conditions through "non-reformist reforms" (Doyle 
et al., 2016b) compatible with the long-term goal of abolition (Mathiesen, 1974). 
These included an on-site kitchen to replace the privatized system whereby fro­
zen meals prepared off-site are reheated, referred to by prisoners as "dog bowls" 
(CPEP, 2016). CPEP has also pushed for things like a new free phone system and 
alternatives to imprisonment to keep prisoners connected to, and in, their com­
munities to the extent presently possible (Benslimane et al., 2019). 

Over eight years, we have tried many approaches. We have had many pub­
lic and private meetings with prisoners and their loved ones, community al­
lies, OCDC and jail system officials, politicians, and other actors. We have put 
on numerous public panels and organized three large public forums, each with 
hundreds in attendance, along with a series of community arts events and film 
screenings promoting prisoner justice. We have staged numerous demonstrations 
and vigils, filed many Freedom of Information requests, made short videos and 
distributed them on social media, published many newspaper opinion pieces, and 
done dozens of media interviews. In December 2018, we established a hotline 
operating on weekday afternoons that prisoners can call to address issues at the 
jail and make connections to facilitate community re-entry. In our first year, the 
hotline took 3,402 calls (Benslimane et al., 2020). 

We have also worked with many community groups, for example, Mothers 
Offering Mutual Support (a group of mothers of prisoners), the Canadian So­
mali Mothers Association, the Elizabeth Fry Society, and the Defence Counsel 
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Association and other lawyers. In trying to bring about social change, one learns 
a lot about the forces and techniques that work to reproduce the status quo. We 
focus on a few examples below. 2 

Being "defined in" and "defined out" 

Our first major initiative was a lengthy public forum in autumn 2013. Over 250 
people attended and former prisoners detailed the horrors of OCDC as television 
news cameras rolled, beginning an extensive set of negative media coverage of 
the jail's conditions (e.g. Ottawa Citizen, 2013). Shortly afterwards the provincial 
government established Community Advisory Boards (CABs) for OCDC and nine 
other provincial jails. These were positioned as "independent bodies (that would) 
strengthen links between the community and provincial institutions" and "increase 
transparency and accountability" (MCSCS, 2014). OCDC's CAB consists of volun­
teer community members appointed by the province who can enter and inspect the 
jail any time, meet with management monthly, and produce annual reports. While 
efforts to establish CABs were already underway when we began organizing, their 
creation served as one response by the province to public demands for action. 

The CAB has produced critical annual reports consistent with our obser­
vations of problems at the jail (e.g. OCDC CAB, 2017) and has successfully 
lobbied to resolve individual cases of prisoner mistreatment. However, the CAB 
remains constrained. One problem is that CAB members have to take oaths of 
confidentiality, which limits their ability to make problems at the jail public. 
CAB members are thus "defined in". CAB members are volunteers with limited 
time as nearly all have full-time paid employment elsewhere. The ministry also 
controls if and when the CAB's annual reports are made public. The last annual 
report made public was based on observations from 2016 and was released after 
a delay of more than six months. None of their annual reports have been made 
public by the government since. The limitations of the CAB are revealed by the 
situation in which CPEP members have been tempted to volunteer for it, partly 
because it would give us the authority to go into the jail and meet with prisoners 
at will. However, we have declined because the oath of confidentiality would 
stifle our efforts to push for change. 

The creation of the CABs also meant that, in early 2019, when we raised is­
sues from callers to our hotline with government officials, a letter from the jail's 
superintendent brushed us off, stating: 

The OCDC maintains positive relationships with the community through 
its work with the Community Advisory Board (CAB) ... Members of the 
CAB can tour the institution and speak to inmates. Any concerns identi­
fied through these discussions are brought forward to my attention . . . I 
trust the above information, which outlines the various processes that are 
available for inmates, addresses your concerns. 

(Speight et al., 2019b, pp. 21-23) 
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The implication was that, unlike the CAB, we were not an approved official 
process and thus could be ignored. Essentially, we had been what Mathiesen 
(1980) calls "defined out", made possible through the creation of the CAB, the 
provincial government's preferred, official version of "community input". Other 
efforts to "define-out" CPEP's work following the launch of the JAIL hotline 
were made by several OCDC staff and members of their union who claimed on 
Twitter that our reports and related op-eds were based on false information pro­
vided by manipulative prisoners. Others went as far as to harass and dox some of 
us as a means of discrediting CPEP's work. 

The OCDC task force and defining-in 

While we succeeded in raising public awareness in our first four years of organ -
izing, the current and former prisoners we heard from reported few changes 
within the jail itsel£ The inertia had us feeling at the time that we would be 
very pleased if we could just move the needle even slightly, with short-term aims 
like just getting the jail to wash prisoners' blankets once a month and sterilize 
shared nail clippers. However, after we spent years working on OCDC issues, 
what brought things to a public crisis finally were accounts emerging in spring 
2016 that the jail was so crowded that prisoners were sleeping in a shower area. 
The provincial government was heavily criticized and in a rapid chain of events 
the jail superintendent was fired. Even then-Premier Kathleen Wynne, Ontario's 
political head, was called to account by the media and stated that things had to 
change. Then-Minister Naqvi, touted by many as leadership material, faced a 
political future suddenly in peril. 

The ministry adopted another behind-the-scenes tactic at this time to de­
fuse criticisms of crowding at the jail by quickly and quietly transferring large 
numbers of OCDC prisoners to other jails in different parts of the province 
outside the media spotlight. Naqvi's more highly public response, however, was 
creation of a task force on OCDC that was "to develop an action plan to ad­
dress overcrowding and capacity issues . . . and to identify long-term solutions 
to improve the health and safety of all inmates and staff'' (OCDC Task Force, 
2016). A representative of MOMS, with whom CPEP had been working closely 
for years, was asked to join the task force. We continued to consult frequently 
with her, warning of the perils of collaborating with the state, even lending her 
Mathiesen's (1990) book. CPEP also made two written submissions to the task 
force (Doyle et al., 2016a, b) knowing she would actively put our recommenda­
tions on the agenda. 

This task force led to some basic improvements we had pushed for, such as 
more regular access to yard time, more recreational opportunities and equip­
ment, access by more community volunteers, and the introduction of more bail 
beds as an alternative to pre-trial detention. However, many of the more serious 
changes recommended by task force were defined as "long term goals" and thus 
not acted on. The ministry had to report a year later on progress towards the task 
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forces' goals, but "long term goals" had timelines beyond the reporting period, 
so were pushed into the indefinite future, outside the scope of accountability 
mechanisms - a good example of "postponement" (Mathiesen, 1990, p. 38). 

Agreement and inaction 

While we have navigated being "defined in" and "defined out" over the years, 
we also noticed other communications tactics. For instance, as if echoing our 
calls for the decriminalization of drug use and of people living with mental 
health issues, former 'corrections' minister Naqvi would make assertions very 
consistent with our positions. For instance, in one media interview he stated, "If 
someone has serious mental health or addiction challenges, is sending them to a 
correctional institution, is that the right place?" (Seymour, 2016). However, in 
practice, little action was connected with such statements. Mathiesen (1990, p. 
38) referred to this as puncturing, "whereby the practical significance of the new 
idea is diminished, while a front of understanding, interest, and perhaps even 
enthusiasm for the idea is maintained" (ibid). 

The announcement of a new, bigger jail and the fallout 

When the 2016 task force action plan was released, we were hopeful about the 
prospect of change given Minister Naqvi's rhetoric, including a statement that 
building a new jail would "fail taxpayers" and 

by building more jails, you are essentially building more capacity, and five 
years from now you'll be at square one. You haven't really addressed the 
real problem. What we need to focus on is to reduce the demand for jails ... 
That's where real transformation takes place. 

(Seymour, 2016) 

Indeed, no one on the task force recommended building a new facility. How­
ever, there was an unexpected turn in May 2017 when Marie-France Lalonde -
the newly appointed 'corrections' minister - announced that the government 
would be replacing the 585-bed OCDC with a new and bigger 725-bed jail. In 
the process, the province took the idea of putting in place "alternatives" to con­
finement like bail beds and said they would continue with those "alternatives", 
while also building a bigger jail. This exercise in "net-widening" (Cohen 1985) -
that is, bringing more people under state control, whether behind or beyond 
bars - illustrates Mathiesen's technique of "puncturing", whereby a proposed 
measure is supported, but subverted in practice and gutted of meaningful change. 
Mathiesen (1990) also described the technique of making reference "to instruc­
tions, orders, [and] demands from the outside in general" (ibid, p. 37) to justify 
the intensification of existing arrangements. In this case, the provincial govern­
ment cited projected population growth in Eastern Ontario and anticipated the 
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need for more jail beds if current criminalization trends hold (e.g. Lalonde, 2018). 
We later learnt from material on an architectural firm's website that plans for a 
new jail were already underway a year earlier (Parkin, 2016), even as Naqvi was 
telling the public when he was 'corrections' minister that, "I think we are failing 
our taxpayers, if that's the solution we think is appropriate" (Seymour, 2016). 

The announcement of the new and bigger jail led to considerable tensions in 
our close working relationship with the MOMS group, which had been "defined 
in" for the OCDC Task Force. They came out publicly in favour of the new jail, 
albeit one that they argued should not be any bigger than the existing jail. The 
MOMS cited the decaying physical infrastructure and bought-in to promises of 
new services that would allegedly be made possible by a new jail. 

The provincial government also absorbed our critiques of the privatized jail 
food system to justify building a new and bigger jail. In a video we distributed 
on social media, we argued the food system was inadequate, wasteful, expensive, 
and represented a threat to security for prisoners and staff (CPEP, 2016). The 
provincial government turned around and argued we needed a new jail to add 
an on-site kitchen that would provide nutritious meals to prisoners, which they 
argued was not possible at the current jail due to space restrictions, as if dimin­
ishing OCDC's population and repurposing existingjail space was impossible. 

The provincial government also used this issue to neutralize Larry Seguin, 
one key critic, by defining him in. Having written critical opinion pieces about 
the jail from inside it, recounting how the site was so crowded he had been forced 
to sleep in a shower area, Seguin was contacted by Minister Lalonde to setup a 
meeting and media photo opportunity. At that mediatized meeting, the formerly 
critical prisoner came out in favour of the new jail, swayed in part by the promise 
on an on-site kitchen (Seguin, 2017). The fact that the current jail itselfhad once 
had an onsite kitchen, which could have been restored, was not discussed. 

Other critics have also been "defined in". For example, a long-time reporter 
who wrote the most damning stories about the jail in recent years was named 
a justice of the peace in 2017. As a result, he switched occupations, taking on 
tasks including overseeing bail hearings, and was off the jail news beat for good. 
Today, a variety of journalists without specialized knowledge on imprisonment 
cover the jail. Two other important allies who worked for community organi­
zations and were critical of the government also later took up staff positions in 
the government. We have no evidence that any of these moves were deliberate 
government efforts to stifle criticism, but they certainly had that effect. 

Inertia through ministerial shuffling 

There are numerous other factors that have created inertia where OCDC is 
concerned. One is repeated turnover of key political players. Over the last eight 
years, CPEP has dealt with four provincial 'corrections' ministers under the 
Liberals and two more ministers under the Conservatives. Thus, controversies 
attached to previous ministers blow over and new ministers require time "to 
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get up to speed" before taking action. Ministers are often shuffled out before 
any meaningful or sustainable changes are put in place. Changes in the ruling 
party create further "postponement" (Mathiesen, 1990), partly due to changes 
in policy direction. More broadly and simply than this, our jail and the appa­
ratus that surround it have a massive amount of bureaucratic and institutional 
inertia that places the onus constantly on a challenger group such as ourselves 
to force change. 

Epilogue and conclusion 

CPEP's community organizing to reduce the use and harms of imprisonment 
in the short-term, while working towards abolition in the long-term, continues 
as does our fight against the new jail. The day following the election of a Con­
servative Government of Ontario in June 2018, our campaign shifted its focus 
to new Premier Doug Ford, spending each of the next 99 days sharing concrete 
ways the new administration could enhance community well-being and safety 
without building a new and bigger jail in Ottawa (CPEP, 2018). It is around 
this time that a notice for an information session on the new Ottawa jail dis­
appeared from the Ministry of Community Safety and Correctional Services' 
website and things went quiet about any further steps towards building a bigger 
jail in our city. 

As deep cuts to education and social services were being rolled out in year one 
of the new provincial government's mandate, we used an extended Facebook 
and Twitter campaign and further op-ed writing to question how upwards of 
$1 billion slated for a new jail could be better spent and criticizing the idea that 
an alleged cost-conscious government was moving forward with a billion-dollar 
boondoggle (Piche, 2018). A public information session about the project never 
took place and there was little mention of the project for months. In fact, the 
provincial budget released in April 2019 made no mention of it (Ministry of Fi­
nance, 2019). As of February 2020, there has been little movement on the new jail 
plans other than to say it is coming at some point down the road (Infrastructure 
Ontario, 2019). 

What are we to make of this? Our best guess is that some combination of 
financial austerity concerns and fear of local political fallout, partly generated 
by groups like us, has pushed the timeline for the project well into the future, 
leaving this public fight over the future of (alternatives to) imprisonment for an­
other day. However, we remain vigilant as we wait and see. Research on social 
movements suggests that success is often difficult to assess, especially in the short­
term (Meyer, 2003). Even if we have been temporarily successful in helping stave 
off a new and bigger jail, looking at the cyclical history of Ottawa jails suggests 
it is only a matter of time before the idea actively resurfaces. Our experience 
also shows us that Mathiesen's (1990) analysis of techniques of neutralization 
remains very apt, and that abolitionist groups need to be alive to the problems 
of "defining in" and "defining out", but also that we can work through these 
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problems. The ideology of imprisonment is a key source of inertia, but not the 
only source. 

Through our long struggle, CPEP has also run-up against constraints at the 
organizational level. Over the eight years we have operated, we have had many 
dedicated members, a number of who gave a great deal individually for a year or 
two and then moved on, due to a combination of other developments in their 
lives, burnout, or, in some cases, re-incarceration. Until recently, where we se­
cured some external and university funding to help operate the JAIL hotline (see 
Benslimane et al., 2020), we have mostly operated on a minimal funding model 
with limited expenses, receiving small donations from key organizers and limited 
sums for particular items we could cover as institutional expenses. One key to 
sustained capacity for our small organization is the involvement of university pro­
fessors and a stream of young, idealistic, and energetic students. Teaching classes 
with experiential learning components has dovetailed with CPEP's work, as has 
supervision of many graduate students involved in the group. We have also been 
able to access some university resources, such as space for meetings. Another cen­
tral component has been a core of passionately committed members with lived ex­
perience of incarceration or of having loved ones incarcerated. Some of those with 
lived experience are now students pursuing undergraduate or graduate degrees. 
Our group composition including current and former prisoners, researchers, and 
others with expertise on prison issues, helps facilitate regular news media access. 

A university-based group like ours has some capacity advantages in the long 
struggle we face, but building greater and deeper relationships with people work­
ing for social justice where areas of mutual concern exist is key to deliver mean­
ingful change (Piche, 2016). For instance, CPEP's recent work with other groups 
to shrink the use of imprisonment through attrition on campaigns, including 
"Contain COVID-19, Not People" with the Toronto Prisoners' Rights Project 
(HRT, 2020), have translated into diversion and decarceration proposals gaining 
serious traction. This is evident in OCDC's population having lowered to 400 
prisoners, well below its capacity of 585 beds, only a few weeks into the public 
health crisis taking hold in Ontario (Helmer, 2020). Thus, when facing neutral­
ization techniques and dead-ends, abolitionists must persevere and continue to 
organize so that they are positioned to capitalize on "turning points" when they 
emerge (Mathiesen, 2008, p. 62) and increase demands for social change when 
the impossible suddenly becomes possible. 

Notes 
1 We would like to acknowledge the assistance of Aislinn Gallivan with the historical 

research that supports this chapter. 
2 See Maadarani (2020) for a more detailed account of neutralization techniques de­

ployed to maintain the status quo at the Ottawa-Carleton Detention Centre that goes 
beyond conditions of confinement CPEP has campaigned on that we briefly address 
in this paper by also exploring access to justice issues, inadequate mental and physical 
health care, and the continued use of solitary confinement. 
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EXHIBIT B 

#NOPE | No Ottawa Prison Expansion 
Campaign Timeline – April 2016 to July 2020 

Justin Piché, PhD 
Associate Professor, Department of Criminology, University of Ottawa 

Member, Coalition Against the Proposed Prison 

December 2022 

5 April 2016 (pre-campaign op-ed by former Ontario Ombudsman calling for new jail in 
Ottawa): 
Ottawa-Carleton Detention Centre – Show you care, minister – Ottawa Citizen. 
https://ottawacitizen.com/opinion/columnists/marin-ottawa-carleton-detention-centre-show-you-
care-minister  

10 April 2016 (pre-campaign op-ed responding to call for new jail): 
Here’s how to really address problems at the Ottawa-Carleton Detention Centre – Ottawa 
Citizen. 
https://ottawacitizen.com/opinion/columnists/piche-heres-how-to-really-address-problems-at-
the-ottawa-carleton-detention-centre  

25 April 2016 (#NOPE | No On Prison Expansion initiative op-ed calling for nationwide prison 
construction moratorium): 
Build communities, not more prisons – The Hill Times. 
https://www.hilltimes.com/story/2016/04/25/build-communities-not-more-prisons/258617/  

6 February 2017 (pre-campaign op-ed in response to OPSEU call for new jail): 
The solution to jail violence isn’t to build more and bigger jails – Ottawa Citizen. 
https://ottawacitizen.com/opinion/columnists/marin-ottawa-carleton-detention-centre-show-you-
care-minister  

3 May 2017 (#NOPE | No On Prison Expansion initiative report and presentation to Senate 
Standing Committee on Human Rights): 
Carceral Expansion in Canada’s Provinces and Territories: An Opportunity for Prison 
Divestment and Justice Reinvestment 
Report: http://uottawacrm.ca/news-and-events/2017/4/6/nope-initiative-submits-report-on-
carceral-expansion-to-the-senate-standing-committee-on-human-rights  

4 May 2017 (provincial government announcement of new jails in Ottawa and Thunder Bay: 
Wynne government announces replacement of 585-bed OCDC with new 725-bed complex – 
Government of Ontario 
https://news.ontario.ca/en/release/44567/ontario-taking-action-to-reform-correctional-system 
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*** #NOPE | No On Prison Expansion initiative tracking prison construction across 
Canada launched in April 2016 becomes the No Ottawa Prison Expansion campaign in 
May 2017 following the announcement of the new Ottawa Correctional Complex *** 

7 May 2017 (campaign op-ed): 
The new Ottawa jail will become just another hellhole: Don’t build it – Ottawa Citizen. 
https://ottawacitizen.com/opinion/columnists/piche-the-new-ottawa-jail-will-just-become-
another-hellhole-dont-build-it  

25 May 2017 (campaign blog post): 
Questions about 'correctional transformation' in Ontario as new bail residence for women opens 
today in Ottawa 
http://tpcp-canada.blogspot.com/2017/05/questions-about-correctional.html  

30 June 2017 (campaign endorsement video): 
Senator Pate says #NOPE  
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=rmXtUE_Yh3A  

1 July 2017 (campaign submission of petition for nationwide prison construction moratorium): 
Canadian Prison Construction Moratorium 
Petition: https://www.change.org/p/justin-trudeau-canadian-prison-construction-moratorium  
Blog post: http://tpcp-canada.blogspot.com/2017/07/more-than-500-canadians-endorse.html    

10 July 2017 (campaign op-ed): 
Why a new Ottawa jail won’t necessarily make things better – Ottawa Citizen. 
https://ottawacitizen.com/opinion/columnists/piche-the-new-ottawa-jail-will-just-become-
another-hellhole-dont-build-it  

26 September 2017 (campaign uOttawa campus teach-in event): 
A New Jail in Ottawa? How We Got Here, What May Come and What We Can Do to Stop the 
Construction of More Human Cages  
https://www.facebook.com/events/231322870727217  

28 September 2017 (campaign Carleton University campus teach-in event): 
A New Jail in Ottawa? How We Got Here, What May Come and What We Can Do to Stop the 
Construction of More Human Cages  
https://www.facebook.com/events/345495912568095  

25 October 2017 (campaign public presentation): 
Colonialism and Carceral Expansion: Reflections on the Construction of a New and Bigger Jail 
on Algonquin Territory 
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1516162648496690  

9 November 2017 (campaign op-ed following announcement of bail reforms): 
Here’s why we should stop planning for a new jail – Ottawa Citizen. 
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https://ottawacitizen.com/opinion/columnists/piche-heres-why-we-should-stop-planning-for-a-
new-jail  

27 November 2018 (campaign public awareness event): 
A Bigger Jail for Ottawa or Community Alternatives 
https://www.facebook.com/events/1748054578555537  

28 November 2017 (campaign blog post): 
Top Ten Reasons to Stop the New and Bigger Jail in Ottawa and Demand Community-based 
Alternatives 
http://tpcp-canada.blogspot.com/2017/11/top-ten-reasons-to-stop-new-and-bigger.html  

29 November 2017 (campaign uOttawa campus teach-in event): 
Lessons Learned from Past Campaigns Against Carceral Expansion 
https://www.facebook.com/events/133258310726982  

Pictures – #Our500Million: 
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1555027381276883  
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1555033441276277  
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1555035487942739  
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1555037514609203  
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1555039361275685  
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1555042044608750  
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1555044241275197  
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1555046077941680  

5 December 2017 (campaign uOttawa campus teach-in event): 
Perspectives on Carceral Expansion / Alternatives to Imprisonment 
https://www.facebook.com/events/1953517141591981  

7 December 2017 (campaign op-ed): 
Ottawa jail project needs more transparency – Ottawa Sun. 
https://ottawasun.com/opinion/columnists/doyle-and-piche-ottawa-jail-project-needs-more-
transparency  

6-15 December 2017 (campaign memes):
#NOPE 
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1563021613810793  
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1563099623802992  
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1563100437136244  
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1563101273802827  
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1563102760469345  
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1563103357135952  
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1563104093802545  
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1563105403802414  
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1564872253625729  
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https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1564879916958296  
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1564892836957004  
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1566193770160244  
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1568135519966069  
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1571799156266372  
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1572864112826543  

22 December 2017 (campaign infographic): 
Would you rather build cages… or build communities? 
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1579972532115701   

6 February 2018 (campaign infographic): 
Invest in Our Multi-Purpose Communities in Eastern Ontario, Not a New ‘Multi-Purpose’ Jail 
That Will Only Expand Human Caging 
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1630188497094104  

13 March 2018 (campaign community roundtable to brainstorm alternatives to jail building): 
Private session involving 30 community organizations in the criminal justice, education, health, 
mental health, and social housing sectors to discuss how they would spend $500M to $1B 
earmarked for a new and bigger jail in Ottawa to enhance community well-being and safety  

10 April 2018 (campaign workshop with former prisoners): 
Workshop & Discussion – Does Ottawa Need a Bigger Jail? 
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1702181803228106  

20 April 2018 (small stakeholder meeting about the Ottawa Correctional Complex including 
CPEP hosted by Minister Lalonde at OCDC): 
No documentation 

20 April 2018 (campaign notes in response to letter from Minister Lalonde to small stakeholder 
meeting participants): 
Notes  
https://www.scribd.com/document/377592838/Minister-Lalonde-New-and-Bigger-Jail-
Justifications-26-April-2018-notes-JP  

26 April 2018 (campaign blog post): 
Top Ten Reasons to Stop the New and Bigger Jail in Ottawa and Demand Community-based 
Alternatives – revised ahead of 7 June 2018 provincial election 
http://tpcp-canada.blogspot.com/2018/04/more-community-based-alternatives.html  

Meme: https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1719929011453385  

27 April 2018 (cancelled community engagement session / protest held at cancelled session site): 
Build Communities Not Bigger Jails 
https://www.facebook.com/events/350807332107680  
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Sample News Coverage: https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/ottawa/ottawa-jail-detention-centre-
protest-1.4638300  

Meme: https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1720813101364976  

Event photos: 
- https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1720795651366721
- https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1720795171366769
- https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1720795138033439
- https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1720795034700116
- https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1720795024700117
- https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1720795208033432
- https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1720794938033459
- https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1720794718033481

5 May 2018 (campaign op-ed): 
There are many alternatives to a bigger jail in Ottawa – Ottawa Citizen. 
https://ottawacitizen.com/opinion/columnists/piche-and-doyle-there-are-many-alternatives-to-a-
bigger-jail-in-ottawa  

* Featuring quotes from some of the 13 March 2018 private session involving 30 community
organizations in the criminal justice, education, health, mental health, and social housing sectors
to discuss how they would spend $500M to $1B earmarked for a new and bigger jail in Ottawa to
enhance community well-being and safety

17 May 2018 (campaign mobilization to Ottawa-Centre all candidates meeting): 
Build Communities Not a Bigger Jail 
https://www.facebook.com/events/225968814842331  

8 June to 14 September 2018 (campaign meme series): 
Got 99 Solutions, Build a New and Bigger Jail Ain’t One 
http://tpcp-canada.blogspot.com/2018/09/we-got99solutions-to-enhance-safety-in.html  

29 June 2018 (campaign phone zap following appointment of Michael Tibollo as SolGen): 
Call the Minister of Corrections Today! Take 2 minutes to tell the new Minister of Corrections 
we need support for communities, not a bigger jail! 
https://www.facebook.com/events/963872697113827  

18 September 2018 (campaign infographic + phone and email zap): 
‘Small’ Government in Ontario Under Premier Doug Ford’s Watch – A Few Numbers 
http://tpcp-canada.blogspot.com/2018/09/small-government-in-ontario-under.html  

19 September 2018 (campaign phone and email zap): 
Summary of “99 solutions” shared on social media during Ford’s first 99 days in office from 
http://tpcp-canada.blogspot.com/2018/09/we-got99solutions-to-enhance-safety-in.html  
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19 September 2018 (campaign op-ed): 
Premier’s support for new jail costly, ineffective – Ottawa Citizen 
https://ottawacitizen.com/opinion/columnists/piche-doug-fords-support-for-a-new-ottawa-jail-
will-be-costly-and-ineffective  

5 November 2018  
(campaign infographic coinciding with appointment of Sylvia Jones as SolGen): 
The Revolving Door of Ottawa Jail Expansion 
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1991436317635985  

5 November 2018  
(campaign infographic coinciding with appointment of Sylvia Jones as SolGen): 
Laying the Groundwork for New and Bigger Jails in Ottawa 
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1991441024302181  

8 November 2018 (campaign social media post in response to removal of information session for 
Ottawa Correctional Complex from SolGen website): 
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/1995551123891171  

1 February 2019 (campaign infographics series): 
Do We Really Want a Bigger Jail in Ottawa? 
Part 1: https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/2118892511557031  
Part 2: https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/2118892398223709  

7 February 2019 (campaign infographics series): 
#NOPE | No Ottawa Prison Expansion, #YESS | Yes to Education and Social Services 
Alternatives: https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/2127625330683749  
Health: https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/2126180184161597  
Jobs: https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/2124627660983516  
Housing: https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/2123160191130263  
Families & Youth: https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/2121879124591703  
Education: https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/2120147264764889  

4 April 2019 (campaign op-ed): 
Ontario’s kids need more education today, not more cages tomorrow – Rabble. 
https://rabble.ca/education/ontarios-kids-need-more-education-today-not-more-cages-tomorrow/  

3 October 2019 (campaign march): 
Demand Prison Profiteers Build Communities, Not Cages 
https://www.facebook.com/events/2330133193982929  

13 January 2020 (campaign meme): 
Education, Not Incarceration 
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/2770217593091183  
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28 January 2020 (campaign meme): 
Ottawa – A City Open for Business, For Sale to Corporations, What Could Go Wrong? 
https://www.facebook.com/CPEPgroup/photos/2801603603285915  

14 July 2020 (campaign joint press release with Toronto Prisoners’ Rights Project): 
Campaign Demands Ontario Invest More in Communities, Not Jails – 500 Possibilities 
http://tpcp-canada.blogspot.com/2020/07/campaign-demands-ontario-invest-more-in.html  
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FOI-2O19-06 - Record Oi

.{-v-

Lr Ontario
lnfrartructure Ontario

DRAFT _ CONFIDENTIAL AND COMIVIERCIALLY SENSITIVE ADVICE TO GOVERNMENT

The RFQ may need to be reissued.

Would create unceftainty in the Ontario construction/infrastructure market as the
government changes course and until a new and clear direction is established.

Oder of magnitude cost implication of change - A change in approach could reduce
shrlrt{erm costs by possibly removing some financing costs but in doing so increase
the probability of later delivery.

Schedule implications of change - There will be a material delay in the RFP release
date if design needs to be 100% complete. Stakeholders may be concerned that a delay
could turn into a cancellation of the project. Without interest penalties associated with
late delivery there is a higher probability the construction period could take longer than
expected. Delays during a volatile construction market where prices are increasing will
place pressure on the budget.

Option 3 - Revise Projecl Scope

Description of Change - A shift in MCSCS's vision of correctional service delivery.

Conseguences of change - A shift in vision of how MCSCS is required to deliver their
services will mean that the "Correctional Services and Reintegration Act, 2018" will
potentially need to be amended along with the facility Functional Program.

Order of magnitude cost implication of change - Cost of the works will fluctuate

depending on the revised scope. In addition, redesign fees may be incurred

Sc,hedule implications of change - Given the potential amendment to the
"Ciorrectional Services and Reintegration Act, 2018" it's difficult to predict the
sc'hedute overall schedule. However, the current target date to have the Facility in
operations in 2023 will be in jeopardy.

Recommendation:
This may be left blank as we may need direction on how to proceed on the above options
based on revised government policy

3"

376

jp
Highlight

jp
Highlight

jp
Highlight



coEIroo-Eo-a

-ccoEooEo-a

EoEoEo.!e
;l=aal 

^
E

I(']l 
<

-1 
E

rr 
o:

arl : 
o

c4l r=
 Y

ol q6

ol o-(.

tl

-c,

oEo6dgo-a

;lic'-b! F
 

-.1

0, o!

:l : 
o

dl :aJ
r,l ; 

0J

fl 
r!6

, "11 >
 o

;:)

mcru

tt

coJo",
o 

9 - 
9;

'; 
),'1 t{ 

),'1 lD

qr6o-U
o-X

8.7 a3 e;

EoEooEca.
_ccoEro.Ea

crl

aJila

(E(,

a

oz6zo

S
 

c 
o, 

or -,
.e 

'i 3s 3,(
F

 
g p,5 P

;
dgtoo-6ci
fi 

6: 
S

8 H
3

&
3

.9 
3or

q.2 q 
0-6

.=
vrl-q)

rr<
 

ca co

.2.}ruc:cl:)c)
l:c)
U

)
+

rc:Oa'C
J

fC
)

!--
o-o_trz1cfl5cE.9:lL)C

J

-_U)X-91O
-

(-

LJ
u)

a-a1

+
):.-

(JcJ>
s-!_ 

:,<
,..,{

Li-
nt 

":-.
B

 
-;.-

rU
 

\l.tt".
)-) 

Jl;;,j-
1^l 

':ri+
.;ii

i,ih:::

377

jp
Highlight

jp
Highlight



oL.(ocoA
ooEot,ogr0og|oNoE

oEo0q
ct\
'6G
E

.t

;groo
c.o
l! 

'n
\ro
'5E
00p
!foctt 

, r-
'i;Fo(o
o3&

g
lJ- 

+
.t

-(,O\J
'c 

u)
O

\J
EO

o
E

:
fo!, 

'-

Y
H

- 
D

.t=
 

C
E

g
sd

xoC
L

Eo\JIEco+
.IJol-LoUfu= fE*t+
,

o

378



N
(|)
o!oo(lEo0ooNoE

o:uetrt,(uoPtat

*-orgU
I

fP(t'
PutP(Jodr-o-(o= rI,
PPo

uEo!-E
o- 

.=
t+

 
aJ

S
o

L'.9tr
E

M
90

\-/
f|JO

ro
l-Lc
!'6= rv 

I

olo
-(J
.=

c{,
rJ 

u)
c:o
16.=

u
.E

+
9

LLE
o-

tu=
=

'-m
LL

6Lm
E

A
'o

o'60-
(U

LL

ot-rI,
Pcoo!-fPlJft-P(,(g!-

$Ecoo)
d

379



(a
G

,
oEol,oE(oo

I
ooNoIL

(J
l-

-(u
=

(^
oo(-,P
Y/-\ 

't--

P
(u

(uP
-+
)=

E
3

tro-
un(ro
.=

P
t- 

t-
roro
tso-
o.'
..14 ui'
ri., 

(U

o 
.tJ

_ca'! 
L

-J 
(n

 

!(U!-(Jc(u

qJE
N

f
Y

.=
P

-!--u
J-) qJ i
i- 

E
 

+
-r

oog
11 

(U

vrP
'-

P
 

r..r .9
rt' (U

=
-c 

>
 

-l-l
P

'-)
Ln rD

 
L.-

(U
 ':-: !+

-
,!., 

. - 
L.,

>
.=

 u
^r 

(n 
-t

tnyro
\t- 

l-
oY

u
o --c
C

D
C

+
J

A
crn

!-
O

F
oroa
\r, 

t- 
!_

's E
e

doa
l

c
=

tJ
-.Lr c
'(/l 

rg
--oco-(u
ut .-
(u:
\- 

!-
P

ro
9 P

.9
=

u(t
F

-1,
L(uro
LJIts=
etA

.=
O

 Y
';

t_ 
.-

fo C
').Y

P
ror-

-oP
E

(u c.1
P

 
O

I-=
(-

o.=
 

o
>

*lJ 
l

e'- 
ro

E
7

-r 
L 

trL,
\rr 

/1
<

.;n
A

aoGcooJof@(oc

380



\t
P

-T
\

(- 
=

 
- 

-?-t

P
=

3 
:E

F
=

\-\,/'e
E

hrc 
U

'x."
b-o-F

 
H

qE
>

 
! 

v 
.^ 

,, 
Y

 
ar

gggs.l 
=

=
r

e E
 E

 - 
E

 as-*
E

:3[g 
E

 t 
s a

f; P
E

E
r sE

e-6
ri E

iE
E

 
E

 ?,aB
? 

-ts n -i 
? 

c-o 
9

-it b=
uH

 
; 

E
>

h
cE

 =
# 

S
 o 

q 
arl 

o
-pLJP

-J.-\v
ro X

 c P
 

F
 \+

v1\+
J

ttalY
(n\,tP

'i

$s;' 
E

:I
E

 p; 
*u 

o
(U

 r/) :=
 

=
i 

rO

E
; H

 
'n"=

>
 p*

F
'

o!oIJotr(ooooNoIL

O
l

\J 
:" 

t_
i-J 

L 
'-

JJV
\)

a1 
rJ-

LL.l1.-
u- 

a) .-
# 

g 
tri 

14
ur:ocF
P

t-P
a\:

u 
o 9.=

 
y

6l 
':.: 

q., 
i 

F
';rE

lH
a

E
 

F
.=

 
t^ o

o- qE
 F

 
o,

Y
'l 

i: 
>

O
 

y 
A

{- 
0J

g -oE
.ei

9=
E

Y
E

F
 

'' 
r-., (U

 
fO

=
 

ar - 
c -:-

C
.9or=

6
o 

>
 tr ts'=

tJro=
oy

rslLJt
(^(U

rn
e>

-
\J 

r-, ::
t 

clrg
O

 
C

., r0
l- 

a- 
ts

u#q'J
l.-

r
LJ 

.-
rD

i

-u ,?t 
.-

.U
Y

F
lv

ur trF
l{ 

ou",
o:ig\.,, +

- 
r-

O
'c4<

r-t\rJ'^
IL ;.i 

H
L-C

C
O

-
-Lryu0J
is'-::g
=

 
6.; -o 

+
-

2 
!- 

-'t

!-J_ 
fO

(o:*
U

r1 :
.r-, ao
..<

 =
\.{J

ao.c)r-c)a.9o

381



ro

EcG
'

O
)

.=
P

rJc
C

(U
rotr
- 

-
.=

(u
LL=
aJ6
.Z

o
l-) 

l-
ro O

-
cl-(uP

382



o

PoE-r.\
,-c(ua)

P'F
 

(n
ar 

L)

=
b

c:ouU
O

E
l^

LJ:(U
(U

ru
.N

ts 
E

P
0 

-.,
roA

Ol-l

-tnA
)

=
cP

jj 
fo 

'a
urE

(/|
(U

\J=
(U

P
ruo-u
\arC

,
(U

--'F
;.=

 
Y

?6C
 

o_
lJ 

? 
\.,

-P
\t,

x9u
lr- 

=
 

qJ
o .Il +

, 'A
-

-atcI
*';(U

O
-

(U
Y

tr-
.,€ ilq 

F
rJ.iJ,-,{ir!
C

 
u 

X
i X

P
F

E
 F

[E
=

 x a: 
.(,'

C
]*-vut

'F
LnY

|J1crl, 
.{-,

qur.N
{JU

rr_y'l E
X

r^
E

 U
 E

e.=
"-t 

re
\..

t- 
!- 

C
=

 
C

E
O

-.o(':
o-L 6.=

 
&

.
u+
-C

<
...
 

cC
}

LJ
P-.g]
(./!
l-oI-(UcoJu.t
t-L,'f
I-(UulCro1-
Pr.9-3(tl
E'o-rocc=La?#(u-(I'
!--
Lrot,!-oPu()LPr.o

o(Ulfo

(u9-
Lr-

(0(n
\tso
oP
U!- 

\J
oo-l-

.t-)
(uC
(tl 

qy
gFrotr
-(u
P

:

€E
E

.
oo'o
E

 
b_ fE

.s : 
E

6
O

=
f(n

P
,etnc

c 
y 

cu
'6 

b 
:3-

6 
9.9-S

U
9-U

U
(^

f lrE
;

E
, 

,ts\oE
r *s H

b
Lo,:+

(u
.E

 ln gf
X

 T
E

 F
S

; 
[s iE

tt- 
-o _o .li -

s : f rH
'E

 
.e=

o- g y
E

 ft F
 f F

o

of(Jfvtoccn
.gutf!,oo.zoEo.ct

'=xoC
L

EoIJ|EcoIooUo= oo= oco-cF

o-tLcoEofOoo_Ec(Uo)c'oc(scT
Lo$Co

('o!0(,{,Eoo('|oNolr383



t-

/u\
1r.:i"

tr,
IIIIIT

I
--r
-;M
I'!I--
Ir:I'T

G
-L\LJ

-E
*

--- Iil--

fo+
)

qr9
JJ 

fo 
-C

. -
- 

';-': 
P

 -o
=

\''-a-
y 

c 
t;

)- 
'=

 
a't

: 
a 

Y
g.l

F
 

Y
 

..F
=

- 
Ilt

(/)
:Y

 
l-r. 

ar 
\/ 

p

ofl;c.,
o) 

I 
U

'; 
d

t- 
!- 

O
, 

l-
qJ 

: 
i-; 

o
- 

\,,

H
 

O
 

E
E

 
-C

\.,r:.-O
+

)
et1 

;u 
(u

alt 
!J

E
 3r'': 

i. 
P

B
i'-o 

qrP
 

c
=

;qJ 
J- 

.o
bn 

=
 

oP
 

E
.=

 
- 

(Jl 
u1 

i.,1

E
g s 

9€ 
.e

id, 
,E

 
'9.t : 

U
\J 

(t,
!- 

l-
E

 9 -o 
Y

ir 
6

na\R
U

g=
 

vE
' 

.g
(-=
'=

i 
t,t 

65 
+

.,
:-g 

U
 

=
u 

c

^i 
O

 
-oi 

.G
r

\<
 

P
 

'- 
(,'-

>
-n I 

ue 
;

\-/ i: 
o- 

>
.fi 

P
E

ts -s 
:.8 

;
L,, 

\J 
t1' 

P
F

. oE
 

E
X

 
=

U
-=

<
r-L

P
F

 
t 

Y
 qi 

.+
.=

 u) 
t/r 

o- -c 
-c

in (u 
(U

 
o- +

- 
Ltt

^a-!-
i:.=

=
 

::F
 

or
E

 
tr 

E
 

Y
.=

 
C

c t 
fi 

6ts- 
E

tsgt 
f,93.3-

>
*

r- 
!- 

'=
 

+
J

r-l 
* 

+
-l 

9 
g! 

!/)
(n!l(rxo.r+

,+
-.9'c
<

.: 
-.: 

s.t'-=
=

z.1!c.9.i=
yn

uc(uc<
zo-Y

r.-
F

trF
tr..

c0)Ec.9,
aaGOo'do-
LtL

ooEot)oc(ooooNjoE384



€

F
\

c{O
J

_oEdo.o

::€€E
-o_o3_oll
.+

rl(O
@

O
f

m
 

0O
 O

) r-- (n
O

,tnC
nf-m

r{rrLl
{A

 
{t} 

tt} 
rtt 

|'

3 F
 3 sE

C
C

(uro
(U

-c
r)p
(^9
(-

f-(-
'i- 

(-
rofa

!-(u(-
o(u

P
P

I-! 
l- 

t-
I(uo_
i^ 

F
 

l-
H

E
U

O
{:io=

o)
oJufc
-9 

v:G
=

yo-af
\., 

lJ
(.lr-o-F

!-- 
l-,

-ty

U
- 

,.f
\-\ 

...|
:'11l-
(J--- 

=
i/'\ 

L, 
\,,

N
\I./_

=
 

'=
 

^,'\
tn|.orA

(eo!og(,E(9oooNjoE

a$a(Jooo-
o_LL

385



o

\oa{rlrn

z^c
.li>

h
^cJ\l

-. 
x 

>
 

o
(JU

)'=
LJ

.H
=

.\=

iir 
E

I 
I 

.:- -
r(ncF.o

9f.oP
t]-l

g.rx
-t- 

F
 

\..,
tl

U
I

.9
gn-
ti5.91 rn
o'Y
iE

 t
L\J 

N
lL-
<

E
C

L
ot.,

(.)
oEoIJoc(ooooNjolr

c.Eji>
c., E

- .5
'I=

^

-F
l-

I 
t 

-.:Eo_
(nCFrc

0., 
H

(o 
\.,

(J 
LU

*,cx
l!

o
€EF

fr
o-5
o- L'
Ll- 

-
<

.=
oo
3Etro;EZ

Eot,,

aoa(oaoo'do-
o.tL

386



o

oEol-(u
l-- oo

crtt
P.=rtt
T

-

{-
I

(uIJcr('
cLLI

ET
-:)

m
t

cO
)

.I(no(f

387



-E

E

^ -tai
F

5E
r':lrtE

o

oP.;P
ui 

d('
.P

a

U
 :E

i' 
E

s
EP

^f
U

 :>
o'oro
r- 

ul '-
o- 

cF
E

 
8_g 

:

5 | 
8_E

E
 

U
:E

F
 g0 5

tr 
o-E

 
Lr

E
 :.8€

=
 

etr 
<

u

; 
3 dE

.q 
LP

,o
O

 F
f 

E
J^ 

-o 
d

6 
g 3..'h

E
-E

q#
E

 .qE
f

o 
;i 

ro'=
! 

=
te

E
 

6 g.;
=

 
'trY

 o
E

 E
 8!

O
 

F
rotr

.e 3€ 
n

g sE
€

A
 

aoo'do-(u
.=o-(0C

)

ooGoo-o-G(UcoE$t-F

ooEot,ou|ooooNjoE388



N

aa"'r"t'Ja*.

'J s' 
E

 F
.'","

E
 "-Il;S

a 
'.

::E
*_:s'..

S
i;4ggi

-3qF
 ..''"

'"1"'
"tiit';
'ffi"
ffiffi'i.lY

'r1'l 
tzU

O
us

fs ilE
*s

uF7

(n-oPrt,
(J

'.oo_(n(,r-ornco_tnt
qi-r

!rE
.= (UUCfo

El-(JUro>EL.'
(t,

3(uco+
)

'(oP'6t-LJ
crtt
oU('c

E
d

l-a.t';
t_ 

5
P

 cr 
,--

LO
=

o)
E

fr 9{
S

E
 g e

;q 
e'U

c9 
0-

E
I 

;-+
:-s a g
€g 

5 E
P

o 
LJ 

=
F

s 
fi 

*
E

9 
E

.F
3-€ E

 e
F

; ; i
tfi 

E
 

m

H
E

 E
 3

f i i E
 b

o-(u h 
u 

E
y 6; 

g 
5

F
S

: 
o 

F
-'89.9 

g
E

 
C

: 
C

 
C

P
 8-3 n I
tr-fo(U

(o

I sp ; !
2- H

E
 F

 g
A

iH
 

E
 

U

E
 E

* B
 g

I 
L-o 

t 
o-

o:oocGc(gIooc(ucLLI

= fm
Ic.9)
aoo

(r)
oEoo(,EI(ooooNoIr389



o

--.-!2
EoU

'

o-
lUf.9.9tkIJIt

'(!(.)oln=
.

rt

o'to

a

.9
.u,o{,at)o..E

o-

o 
oE r., o
o.;
E

E
c, L 

rt

()
Eo'$'$

I

oC
)

$irI

= Jc0I

.?aC
I

o

(oo?oooc(oo(')oNoL390



$

(/')
(rs
o3u^g
o?l- 

.9
O

-E

LL 
.=

m
E

n5o-:
LL5

391



u)

U
ts

o.=
'98
o- .9
G

-C

=
r-

gt
olz

UU'itn-(:r6

.!=foI(uUErot-

ir-I

r.:)00I(:

.g)
(nUc)(o()(n(U(nru

A
.

392



(o

3€

aE:3dEtEI6

€E

g

l€le
:

iEiej3e

dEsE2E

rE;*t-:s!F

3

*
E

5
&

t-

;-lsl
Ee

Eil!
t

r:l

irf
cg

g
*-.l

3l

qA

€tF
.t

ilE

c&$
s\

&

;-
56

.x

^7-

E

= E
I

5,
3

E
-3

€; E
E

e5 !B

Ea
sa€

\e./
:E

: n€
83

e

;E

_E
E

E
E

LA
t

(

E
(

F
O

-E
,3

E
fE

=
d-Bt-I

F
.ie'

d 
o:

E
d

cF
i

Ia
Es

a;

,(

uaE
r0i

aaz2

3g

L-t_al- RLlE
jJ

_t3qd

o-gC.o
,=oo_LLxt0
9xo_d

(eooIJoc€oo|roNolr

c)a(g

0_oc)$aC$Fq)

0-

393



F

Uoo-
cr9
u--
X

rnF
rr

(n::C
5'-

C
) 

-=
H

 
E

9
- 

or.-
o_ 

gtr
o- c,

.E
 

.Fa- 
\t)

ii 
6_c

-o 
{=

h
'o 

r.L g
.lo 

cJ ''
: 

€=?61

'; 
fl>

>
Y

(u
\t, 

L
9't 

'd o
l- 

]- 
a'l\

iE
 

o- i'
H

 
x9

; 
oJy

(./)-:!-

:ti 
J 

=
t.9. cP
U

E
 

F
E

ts 9''g i 
5

C
.=

roy,-i
ftr E

:o- 
g 

X
F

i'.'h,o 
6or.:

5'A
E

 Y
 =

 U
^- 

c.=
 

S
 o 

!,4

ru hU
 

E
.=

z
C

 
X

 
!- 

6 
-zr -o

l--'-,-.-
: ax 

e E
 .

u 9n 
n iiE

c=
:.,| 

xe10
f,'-.Y

 
,:=

9?
LL 

4 
E

+
J

l

o(u(tl
rI'
P(nP(,/l
!-
iF(l,

Pirtt
.Ll=

.9 c
vlo

-
E

E
!- 

'-
cD

 :)
oC

t
i(L,
o_ !-

9ul
.e3
u-o
-(,
59
LL ..E
qrE
i.ooro
c 

ctl
.o .=
P

-C
(ou)
L,-
(I,;
+

(It
g)P
l- 

l./)
(L4)
 

c|oE0(,oEI(9oooNoE

oa(!o-cooGac$t-F
Io(L

394



o

o-LLtC
I

o-I

q)a$o-coC
)

$ac(g

F

395



o

(u('l.qo-

(oq,

ingr

o*ou

\J;

-o- .!

Lll

Pl.Yc(tr

.9 
;-

-.-r 
I

.r 
):

\,-
c-r-n 

a.\
'6!
q'J 

cJ
(^-O

O
-

FC
-,;P

t- 
v 

v_. 
a'

aJ .ro Y
l .=

L+
Y

!,
'=

E
X

-
=

- 
rr 

Y
!/-::x
yr';*=
|. 

:: 
'n 

\J
-o E

lZ
'9.

=
v!-\.F

rur-rE

O
(g!^=

P
X

(Jtrl
Y

cJel-
r.u^dr=
'=

vtlti-F
/-l 

.^ 
b 

-.\

(-/-\.-:i

'66ooJ
';9lo: 

E
l.r;\U

-;'i(^,=

ur'=
P

d 
-u

i;v 
(u

vo_X
;i

a'll 
,^}1* 

(/|
F

i',-Y
c--

a 
. 

^ro 
o

(n-(Ll
s) E

 6-o 
h

P
Lrr--:

a 
a.r 

I r'i 
L 

14
U

 dd-Y
,q ut

h 
u 9--. 9

v I 
(Jl 

.t_
C

 
P

 
)=

h P
 eE

 P
92.=

.=
E

F
:. 

t 
69 

(o

Y
.=

.!=
u.'

^=
!v

Lfo9i
C

J

F
lll

\J
.14 

'E
.3-.c

o
U

 
.IJ

E
3

;U
)

'=tr 
>

- -o
.;€ 

E
.E

o d 
=

i.-
;g 

,gg
.g g 

q.1 F
P

(U
l-6t

.U
 ; 

*E
r!-_|-

H
g €s

uro'=
*

,P
 

P
furtno
a\ 

a- 
t- 

JJ
q 

b 
*qr

;, 
or 

il 
.L

r!,, 
p 

Lr 
1

e=
 

inH
-

+
,u-qJI
E

X
 

p>
-

d!->
(U

"..: 
?t

,-r 
:.

t" .9 E
 

o- 
r.^

:E
E

 
6E

V
 H

 6 
5P

oX
m

;c
rs 

ii 
^ 

F
 

(U

.=
 3: 

9'=
3!t 

E
o-

O
:H

 
dE

€ --6 
;E

o A
F

 
cg

v 
a'\ 

\J 
!-

I 
Y

i 
{=

o
-q.,x(^uc'l
E

Y
: 

E
E

d.O
''U

 E
P

o- U
E

 
ts5

LL -o 
: 

>
-a

q r 
.Y

 9=
E

 i N
 ;H

O
- 

.(J 
l'1 

rn \F
X

'--
q 

p Y
 

oF
i6o-O

ro
?"ug 3g
\*- 

9q
A

 I I 
tr+

ooEo(,(,&(ooooNjoE

T
L

T
L
toT

LI

oaoo-co(JoQc$F

396



oN

Eo!-q)
o_coo-
oo-LLu

I

oa$o-o(J(6ac$F

397



N

tnt-Pc-t-(o{J}
4J(o

3foU'o-

P-olllott)o-o_

'(no-o-cPc'l
t-'-(oo-C

J

o-(JroC
)

-opcooc;.9o'trq,)

c(uo-

tC
J

-cF

.-4.,
UtsqJ

r- 
F

\

-aq.,

:=loano.u

-oqJ(n(oo(u

,9LLg.4)
-c

f9oEoIJoE|ooooNoE

coo(Lcoo-
o&IIt

I

C
I

U
)

$o-coC
)

$ac(u

F

398



NN

.l

(nc'a{/}
(u
m

n
V

I
u 

ll
ro 

ll
a) 

tl
E

 
tl

cr ll
aJ tl
LL 1I
"7-'\ 

L 
I

tl
c 

ll
.o ll
p 

1l
o ll
'E

 
lol

n 
l9l

E
 

IF
I

;|fi
t1r 

10. 
I

^ 
lol

(' 
l(l

o) ll
'ur ll
a)ll
r\ 

tltl
u-1l

(n 
;^' 

I

(n 
; 

ll
u 

n 
tl

u 
c 

ll
/\tl
ti 

5 tl
or- -- ll

\ 
ll

\- 

^ 

r----l

() 
:rr

;l 
; 

ll
fo 

: 
l1

+
J 

ro 
l!'t

(J 
ltt=

-J 
19

(n 
=

=
l

(=
 

+
-) 

H
l

/-\ 
q,, 

E
 

I
\-/ 

]_ 
^l

tJ 
ro 

lE
l

t- 
I 

ll
l-ll
t-\(ljll
\J' 

- 
| 

I

(n 
t-

U
 

c€
.., 

g 
a9

.Ei 
d 

'i9
!.: 

: 
i:6o

af; u,,'igi
d i 

,u;f : E
;3

iur

=
! 

aE

I i 
P

*

F
I sgi

399



!,tN

q,oUE-ci.I

q)a(0

o-c)aoC
)$,5c(0cLLoa)@oC
)

o-tLE
-

400



\tN

P
9E

E
 

tF
g sF
li 

ua
r 

g<
r-IJ",P

P
ro _c c 

t
u1 'P

O
o

p 5 r'0-
l.\.:-_

; 
B

 oO
-

iqJF
] 

I
P

 
U

:J- 
j

t'=
-6 .-- E

E
tg:3il

E
 pb U

o
fr€E

 gE
_cro=

ro!
:E

sE
H

O
 

O
l +

, 
C

l j

E
 s pt-

ur-o-^,>
m

(o c.Y
',(I'n

6 
ro-c -c =

\JCro\r, 
,

(n
fo(u
oEon -\
!'-(U

 ;'i
-o .=

(U
 

3-c
T

U
P

rg 
-o.h

(, 
\-,

\t,,

-
o 

=
o

g 
gE

v;
'F

 
ro :r 

?'i
--f- 

d 
I

=
 

r-r'- >
 

o_
.1 

tr(uLn
(,/ ) 

'=
 

rO
o 

i 
5;

.=
 

o) (^ 'i:
m

 
cc=

o!-,Y
(I'

rJU
T

tr o 0G

({'
oEotoc(ooooNoE

oa(s

o-oaoO(o
'6c$cLLooaoOo-T

L
tr

401



(tN

o$_,
GtuI

q)aoOT
L

tLg.

402



(9N

f-"1
tllzl
tol
tF

l
t<

t
INtJl
t<

l
lZ

l
1tr1
lzl
tol
t6l
lal=

tol
l(''l
tzl
t(,l
l(,,
lur
lol
tlL]

o$EcoOco)
'aC

I
o

I

q)aoC
)

o_IIv,

ooot)octooooNolt
r\--vA

-
(J

tr- 
c 

.6
I 

E
', ;€5

6E
 

sE
B

t! 
:ia

pr* 
"ai F

S
 c 

9E
=

e

c.P
 6;,!

i 
o 

q!E
o. o 

5d:

403



N

LoC
)

-)acoOq)aG-co-go$oEC
I

o-E

404



€N

PUH-cUlnPo'ao-.t(/'l
-'+,(u
-or^ulclL,,

=
c!

c.et
{/l 

n-
(u-4t-{no-LUu)(/l

-oeot,
.tn|1'

(ULtnC
'

(nool
u2(U

d
F

tf.

F
'

oEoo(,E(ooooNjoE

coO=acoOoa$o_co(ocoEoo-E

405



oN

+V+\rJ

q€+€+<
r+€

\o^7\ocrocC
J

Eo_A
J

crl.'
'6clrloaLfl

foC'a.9E335qL 
vl

{Jtrc
:l 

qrx
C

 
F

\n
X

'{c

(J 
9P

L- 
tt

0, 

LoOaoOq)a(u
.Co-o$C

)

Eoo-E

ooEo(,(,c(ooooNoE

tol
Itrl
lfii
tJl
t<

l
tzl
l"- 

|

tE
l

[!|t=
l

tol
tol
lol
tzl
toi
IF

]
IO

i
ttltE

l
tF

t
tol
l2t
tol
lol
lct I
l{)l
tF

l
tol
I trl I

406



oo

(Ju- .>
C

O
 (nca

(U
P

.-X

B
E

.98
o5U

O
:;.voc 

lr'1

-!l 
c

ut 
(o

F
r-

cLr
o) 

q,r

orY
,rJ 

C
J

5 
o]

'; 
c,

} E
E

.i(oiu
&

 
H

*
cv

s 8_3
cLnaJ
ts ui

-\., 
_c 

vr
E

F
<

ll 

(')oEotoG(ooc'cNjoIl

oa$T
LcoNcoEoo-E

407



o.=- ocl-
'tr

(ucoP(/l
gvrJo'al-o-rt'

= r('
HPo

408



No

step
*-iqc9
.;6F
E

E
d

""5 -5

'qE
X

P
o.,

"t 
*

:6E
,qE

_l

s9:' o-
x\

- 
orq
o.o
9!

leI

,-)

F

l0F;'Fao-
c{:
O

 
(,

o6n| 
'i'i

;.icfocLLcoo

oO
l

N'-(n-c;0,l.14

o_d

a6F-c;q.,
fl4a'I

U
-

g.

{\t

-o-ciC
J

aoolcLUcao
:)cUUoo-

F
\

rltg

-ci€./

cccqJao-

t\f{t,fo=dqJo-Eo)c-E.oC
'l

o_

= .E

F
,

oEot,oIlooooNjoE

C
I

coEtrC
I

coag

I

(Jooo-$= $o

409



(l)(9
('o!ou(,tr(ooooNjolt

ro

'cE
C

.^b'r
-=

C
j

<
i 

E
l

/'.\ 
U

 
fJ

\, 
-i 

=
l

:iEo# 
>

*€ t'-:3=3

orS

oc)

tbt
|:,:tlGg

oO
Il-fo+
,rLr

^o
.4,

dA

410



toEou(,c(oooNo

411



(tl
.9.to'-o-

rlo!o(,(,E('oooN0
\J)
+

)tno!*ot^
(u

l- 
Lt

>
n

!-oH
vl

PE
{i+

-cuo
n 

E
 

3y
U

fro!-c
.E

..sil 
eod

€E
t 

E
&

p 
9P

 - 
ji 

od.=
b E

 ta 
E

E
(u

q E
d =

 
E

*=
! 

t 
5 E

 c E
 -9

99E
F

b9G
E

F
=

-s-qF
:

odE
H

cdE
-.9

H
F

:E
=

;E
8H

3=
.bE

E
eP

0E
3e'5

S
LIo-i!oo-O

c)

t. 
- 

I

"oct 
:.);::

s-lN
cnstLntoF

ro
Ec(ubo

412



.nb
C

C
ho

^ 
\L,

.Y
: 

3.E
E

. .c
t8- E

 .E
ss f

og 
6 

U
';." 

'=

*fl 
E

 ;E
F

 
;

=
# =

-s' q#E
 t

:ry; ; 3!5 
3

=
E

 
fr 

9oE
 

o
P

-e s E
E

=
 

E

:-: E
 q5! 

g
e- 

d 
fr oK

 
=

qe * s;[ :,
E

; E
 a,;E

 gI
o-o 

bo g
;P

' H
 ;:S

 
E

E
E

E
 :2 f E

E
 E

P
E

fi fi H
ng E

g
r-(u 

xd 
E

 
;=

 
LLf

E
-E

 pg9;g i;
F

E
 E

tE
E

;" ;I
E

ig E
; E

 gE
 E

g
n"U

E
H

E
qE

t€t-g
i E

B
; E

E
 E

 5i f;;E
b-5
O

-i 
c.i cd+

 
O

 -i

cOEOoo(oboCLU

O
C

::

rtq)

e,d,)

No

413



:.

A
Jts

:P
E

}1- 
'=

 
,tt 

C
J

xE
: I 

E
5

xsa : 
3 e

F
F

F
 f 

E
:

F
6$ B

 
=

F
l.-'E

 
(u 

6 
bo

S
€s 0 

E
E

ilS
-=

 e iE
U

$F
 

e 
o-i!

F
ts E

 -s: 
E

nl .-O
 

r!' 
c 

?o 
C

J

r, G
r!? 

(IJ 
E

 
- 

C
.)

c=
)l 

g 
3 

aJ 
ttl

se: 
g 

o +
-, s

sssil E
e;i 

g

#B
E

E
 bE

iB
 

-9

F
;E

S
 g;:E

 
E

;E
sl- E

g iE
 ;

* iit8 €€ E
 E

. $
fi t =

 l€ sE
 n E

E
 e

s ssin !E
 E

 F
s r

co.||-,
o-
'c(JV

)
Oo(JC

J

ot-o_

c

o{:l

{Ea)
coNo

414



q)q)

lN
,5

"oct;

c

s-

-""t$

^'"s

:b\:$

^t\

\9
C

J
cC

J

E'tr(J(uo1-
o-

I E
 

L___
t3l
lsl
It

l6l

tsl
t''l
tcl
l-lll

415



.F(E
z4rtn.=u-t_=O

J
bo(Db!O

J

E(E.+
r

(I,
PFC

J
po:zEEoz

c-a
o!\Y

(JO
.l

v' 
g'o'

-+
, 

l-
.Y

 
O

rr
(J;i

(o oY
;-r 

c/! I

ca

vl
+

)oot-(J!-N(J3o.(D
'

L)

+
)

EO
J

O
F

.11
((':

\4
Ln 

(ui
v(-)'=
€Jct
=

 
(oc

:?=
O

rr 
rJ.. +

,

=
 

C
 

(U

i:'o-vo
.n 

\J 
tn

/fi 
v)

i:E
(o

.F
 cc

: 
(o';
l-P

-.&
E

0th=
:9x

tn rJ 
994

olir-E
.o H

'-o
d 

Y
 ro.

V
,A

O
.

(!co(J(u!-o(JEc(o(u(o
v).Ecf,EEo(Jot-.(h
.=iio,tlcoo-
rn+

,(Joot-o-a

Ero
g(JOot-o_

0)ct
if 

-. 
,.

'ocr i;>{ii

{ooIoEooooNo

416



tf,i

(o
LN

st
rn

N :# 
$?

(o(F

E
 i i 

e #i
al|l

F
"*: i 

E
a

..G
. 

(o
E

--c 
(o 

I 
P

_=
f 

(J 
c 

-c 
14 

=
-(,

g6-: -e S
 fi€

7l7t 
-

=
i 

3 
;'i 

Y
 

6stn

s;r E
 g fip

*q# e -6 se
ooi.e i 

F
^ ge

i:E
F

 u 
oE

es;
i-g* *&

 E
tF

.;
E

.€. 
E

 
.9P

€=

;F
E

i;r E
f W

4 
;E

 :=
 *5:E

 ff*
g 

;fr F
E

 4 qE
.E

I

F
 

$ 3h E
a:; it ;e

E
 :3=

snfibfg'=
E

: 
+

E
;gt i#::38

€usS
 ffi ti r* s; E

;
rsrE

 # !u ie gi:E
,5-o.S

E
$fi!E

=
ge:

C.o0v)Oot-o(nC.oruOpv)CoU

rfo(,N0lt

rl

417



b!
'b,o

E=Ev)obai 
-c+Jt-

vl9l 
u:

.Y
 

r-
+

r!o=
d- 

o
boE
C

(!,+
--; 

F
o 

o
.9.099 

E
'-H

.o- 
P

;:.=
9t,tr

..Y
E

 k =
 

g
(o=

tt'E
O

c 
H

; 
(J 

=
.9u5E

e 
7,

pt=
!_(utn=

9o-.8!3&
5F

3*ttH
H

{ 5 P
f if

)-/tr
E

trf.{".9.=
+

S
s ilE

E
 3o*E

H
.1rY

l.-C
O

JbO

;;,F
.E

E
sri

e H
 I I E

=
 3 5

-:Z
!F

(E
roc)(o=

1)
<

.lilro-oqco(!
<

&
.tttw

l<
ttnZ.ci-i^i

r/) 
(o 

F
 

0O
 O

l 
r''l 

F
l 

F
'l

c,o-3o)

:eotht-G
'

P(I'

(I'
t-bo
No)

+
.obo-

-c(J
t,'1(o
E

O!- 
+

r
(o=

b9
oot^!
(oo
ots
c>

.
o=C

IA
;, 

bo
-o'=
6E

 
H

igs
5v'g
:(I,.\
!- 

':- 
.=

(o oJ .=
U

H
H

f<
.i:

V
l 

1-

^i d;+

ob!(ubI)

(!
r+oa)ttrot^E(I'L+

)ot-+
)

(Jri

ttoo|JoE(oo6|oNoE

c.9p(n(u
oo(ncoFro(u
E.V

,

coU o0)

ti -.. 
{

ii 
,-r.rt i.1

"o-t 
i1:>i:,.::

418



v)(u

:>(J

too(,oEt9oooNoE

(J(uol- 
tn

o- 
.g

c:L 
5

H
r qJ 

E
. 

Y
:- 

o
';:!A

 
I

lliu 
q 

oo

','JC
 

6 
.=

C
 

E
 

E
F

(D
 

E
 

b"
C

,^:P
E

P
-

O
 

5 H
 

? F
 9

E
 s=

**sF
-E

.Y
f|-(oO

O
b 

E
-b'f s g 6

E
 sE

qF
;s

ar E
.F

 =
.9 =

'e-
(-, E

E
t=

g^P
=

d
t6

O
-rlN

C
nstLn

419



{o?o(,(,E(ooooNo

420



Exhibit “E” 
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Justin Piché 

affirmed February ___, 2023 
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1 

EXHIBIT E 

Ontario Ministry of the Solicitor General (formerly Ministry of Community Safety and Correctional Services) 

Recently Completed and On-going New Builds (additions to existing facilities excluded) 

Justin Piché, PhD 

Associate Professor, Department of Criminology, University of Ottawa 

Member, Coalition Against the Proposed Prison 

December 2022 

Project 

P3 Contract 

Type and 

Value 

Beds 

(cost per bed) 

Functional 

Planning 

and 

Facility 

Planning 

Study 

Initiated 

Cabinet and 

Treasury 

Board 

Approval 

Site 

Selection 

----- 

Approach 

Project 

Announcement 

Planning and 

Design 

Compliance / 

Consultant 

Procurement and 

Selection 

Request for 

Qualifications 

Short-list Bidders 

Selected 

Request for 

Proposals 

Winning Bidder 

Selected / 

Financial Close 

Construction 

Begins 

Construction 

Ends 

Official 

Opening 

Project 

Length 

South West 
Detention 

Centre 
(Windsor) 

---- 

30-year DBFM
at $336M 

---- 

315 beds 
($1.07M/bed) 

Unknown Unknown Unknown 
date 

----- 

Closed siting 

26 September 
2008 

* Also see
“Milestones” 

Unknown 6 August 2009 18 December 2009 4 March 2010 11 April 2011 11 April 2011 30 August 2013 14 July 2014 5 years 
9 months 
18 days 
(post-

announcement) 

Toronto South 
Detention 

Centre 
(Toronto) 

----- 

30-year DBFM
at $1.1B 

----- 

1,650 beds 
($667k/bed) 

Unknown Unknown Unknown 
date 

----- 

Pre-
designation 

9 May 2008 

* Also see
“Milestones” 

Unknown 3 June 2008 9 September 2008 16 October 2008 28 October 2009 28 October 2009 28 September 
2012 

29 January 2014 5 years 
8 months 
20 days 
(post-

announcement) 

Thunder Bay 
Correctional 

Complex 
(Thunder Bay) 

1 March 
2016 

Unknown Unknown 
date 
---- 

4 May 2017 Unknown Original timeline 
as of November 

2017 Market 

Original timeline 
as of November 

2017 Market 

6 years 
9 months 

0 days 
(as of 1 December 

422

https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/Winning-bidder-named-South-West-Detention-Centre/
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/Winning-bidder-named-South-West-Detention-Centre/
https://news.ontario.ca/en/release/467/proposed-site-of-new-detention-centre-announced
https://news.ontario.ca/en/release/467/proposed-site-of-new-detention-centre-announced
https://web.archive.org/web/20110826200223/http:/www.mcscs.jus.gov.on.ca/english/corr_serv/ProposedSouthWestDetentionCentre/FutureMilestones/swdc_milestones_pub.html
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/South-West-Detention-Centre/
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/South-West-Detention-Centre/
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/South-West-Detention-Centre/
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/South-West-Detention-Centre/
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/South-West-Detention-Centre/
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/South-West-Detention-Centre/
https://news.ontario.ca/en/release/30026/south-west-detention-centre-officially-opens
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/Winning-Bidder-Named-Toronto-South-Detention-Centre/
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/Winning-Bidder-Named-Toronto-South-Detention-Centre/
https://web.archive.org/web/20140308085522/http:/www.mcscs.jus.gov.on.ca/english/corr_serv/ProposedTorontoSouthDetentionCentre/Toronto_South_DC_main.html
https://web.archive.org/web/20110826183604/http:/www.mcscs.jus.gov.on.ca/english/corr_serv/ProposedTorontoSouthDetentionCentre/FutureMilestones/Toronto_South_milestones.html
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/Toronto-South-Detention-Centre/
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/Toronto-South-Detention-Centre/
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/Toronto-South-Detention-Centre/
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/Toronto-South-Detention-Centre/
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/Toronto-South-Detention-Centre/
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/Toronto-South-Detention-Centre/
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/Toronto-South-Detention-Centre/
https://news.ontario.ca/en/release/28298/toronto-south-detention-centre-opens-its-doors
https://www.parkin.ca/2016/03/parkin-awarded-functional-program-for-adult-detention-centres/
https://www.parkin.ca/2016/03/parkin-awarded-functional-program-for-adult-detention-centres/
https://news.ontario.ca/en/release/44567/ontario-taking-action-to-reform-correctional-system


2 

----- 

30-year DBFM
at $200M-

$499M 
(original term 

noted in 
November 

2017 Market 
Update) 

30-year DBFM
at $500M-$1B 
(revised term 

as of 
September 

2020 Market 
Update) 

30-year DBFM
at $1.2B 

(revised term 
as of 3 

November 
2022 contract 

announcement) 

----- 

345 beds 
($3.48M/bed) 

Pre-
designation 

Update: 
Winter 2018 

Actual timeline: 
26 March 2018 

Actual timeline: 
31 March 2021 

Update: 
Summer 2019 

Revised timeline 
as of June 2020 
Market Update: 

Winter 2021 

Actual timeline 
31 March 2021 

Actual timeline: 
22 April 2022 

Actual timeline: 
3 November 2022 

Projected 
timeline: 
Fall 2026 

2022 with 1 
March 2016 start 

date)  

Ottawa 
Correctional 

Complex 
(Ottawa) 

----- 

30-year DBFM
at $500M-$1B 

----- 

725 beds 
(possible range 
was $690k to 
$1.38M/bed) 

1 March 
2016 

“Acquisition 
of 4055 

Russel Rd” 
was noted as 

“Scenario 
#1” for “Site 
Acquisition”, 

alongside 
two other 

scenarios in 
the “Ottawa 
Correctional 
Complex Site 
Acquisition 

and AFP 
Procurement 

Schedule 
Analysis” 

This site was 
considered at 

an early 
stage for the 

smaller 
EOCC (see 
Lisa Gallant 

FOI site 
selection 

4 May 2017 26 January 2018 Timeline as of 
November 2017 
Market Update =  

Winter 2018 

Revised timeline 
as of September 

2019 Market 
Update =  

TBD 

* Note:
The transition 

binder for 
Solicitor General 
Michael Tibollo 

who was 
appointed to the 
role in June 2018 

(see Exhibit C, 
page 4) refers to 

the Ottawa project 
as a “New multi-
purpose 725-bed 

correctional 
facility in third 

year of seven year 

Timeline as of 
November 2017 
Market Update =  

Summer 2019 

Revised timeline 
as of September 

2019 Market 
Update =  

TBD 

3 years 
5 months 

8 days 

(with 1 March 
2016 start date 
and 9 August 

2019 considered 
to be the end date 
where SolGen had 
to issue decision 
on placing a hold 
on the Kemtpville 

site for the 
smaller EOCC)  

423

https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update%20Fall%202017%20-%20CHART.PDF
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update%20Fall%202017%20-%20CHART.PDF
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update%20Fall%202017%20-%20CHART.PDF
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Sept.%202020%20P3%20Market%20Update.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Sept.%202020%20P3%20Market%20Update.pdf
https://news.ontario.ca/en/release/1002444/ontario-transforming-corrections-in-the-north
https://news.ontario.ca/en/release/1002444/ontario-transforming-corrections-in-the-north
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update%20Fall%202017%20-%20CHART.PDF
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/Thunder-Bay-Correctional-Complex/
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/Thunder-Bay-Correctional-Complex/
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update%20Fall%202017%20-%20CHART.PDF
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Spring-2020-P3-Market-Update.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/Thunder-Bay-Correctional-Complex/
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/Thunder-Bay-Correctional-Complex/
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/Thunder-Bay-Correctional-Complex/
https://news.ontario.ca/en/release/1002444/ontario-transforming-corrections-in-the-north
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update%20Fall%202017%20-%20CHART.PDF
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update%20Fall%202017%20-%20CHART.PDF
https://www.parkin.ca/2016/03/parkin-awarded-functional-program-for-adult-detention-centres/
https://www.parkin.ca/2016/03/parkin-awarded-functional-program-for-adult-detention-centres/
https://news.ontario.ca/en/release/44567/ontario-taking-action-to-reform-correctional-system
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update%20Fall%202017%20-%20CHART.PDF
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/2019-Market-Update.PDF
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update%20Fall%202017%20-%20CHART.PDF
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/2019-Market-Update.PDF


3 

package, 
slide 13) 

* Note:
Location
listed as
“Ottawa-

Carleton” in 
November 

2017 Market 
Update and 
“Ottawa” in 
September 

2019 + 
January 2020 

market 
updates. Plan 
to build 725-
bed complex 

to replace 
OCDC 

abandoned in 
favour of 

“Correctional 
Eastern 
Capital 

Strategy” 
located in the 

“Greater 
Ottawa 

Area” with 
“TBD” 

milestones 
by the June 

2020 
Market 
Update 

----- 

Closed siting 

project” (original 
emphasis), 
whereas the 

transition binder 
for Solicitor 

General Jones 
who was 

appointed to the 
role in November 
2018 (see Exhibit

C, page 10) notes 
these facts as 
well, but also 
states “NB:

*Under review
through multi-
year planning

process to 
evaluate regional 

bed capacity” 
(original 

emphasis). The 
November 2018 
transition binder 

also states that the 
Ministry is 
“Reviewing 

options to address 
challenges to 

evaluate regional 
bed capacity” (see 

Exhibit C, page 
13). This review 

exercise 
ultimately led to 
the “Correctional 
Eastern Capital 

Strategy” (see two 
columns over), 

also known as the 
“Eastern Region 
Strategy”, which 

included the 
proposed facility 

in Kemptville (see 
below). 

Eastern 
Ontario 

Correctional 
Complex 

(Kemptville) 

---- 

30-year DBFM
at 

$200M-$499M 
(as of 

November 

16 July 2019 
“Ottawa 

Land 
Acquisition 

Update” 
notes “over 

38 properties 
assessed this 
month” with 

6 having 
“some 

potential and 
are under 

27 August 2020 26 January 2018 

Exhibit D – p. 374 
of Motion Record 

Original timeline 
as of September 

2020 Market 
Update =  

Winter 2022 

Revised timeline 
1 as of December 

2020 Market 
Update = 

Summer 2022 

Original timeline 
as of September 

2020 Market 
Update = Summer 

2023 

Original timeline as 
of September 2020 
Market Update = 

TBD 

Revised timeline 1 
as of December 

2020 Market 
Update =  

2024 

424

https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update%20Fall%202017%20-%20CHART.PDF
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update%20Fall%202017%20-%20CHART.PDF
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/2019-Market-Update.PDF
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/2019-Market-Update.PDF
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Winter%202020%20P3%20Market%20Update.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Spring-2020-P3-Market-Update.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Spring-2020-P3-Market-Update.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Spring-2020-P3-Market-Update.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Spring-2020-P3-Market-Update.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update_11212022_FINAL_EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update_11212022_FINAL_EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update_11212022_FINAL_EN.pdf
https://news.ontario.ca/en/release/58156/ontario-supporting-frontline-correctional-officers-in-eastern-ontario
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Sept.%202020%20P3%20Market%20Update.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/December%202020%20Market%20Update.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Sept.%202020%20P3%20Market%20Update.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Sept.%202020%20P3%20Market%20Update.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Sept.%202020%20P3%20Market%20Update.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/December%202020%20Market%20Update.pdf


4 

2022 Market 
Update) 

----- 

235 beds 
(possible range 

is $851k to 
$1.7M/bed) 

further 
investigation 

by IO 
(rezoning 

and 
municipal 

servicing)”, 
as well as an 

“ADM 
briefing on 

Kemptville” 
to take place 
on 17 July 

2019, 
followed by 
“SolGen to 

make 
decision on 
Kemptville 
site” on 9 

August 2019 
(see FOI site 

selection 
package, 

slides 22-23 | 
also see 

slides 19, 23-
25, 27, 80-

92) 

----- 

Closed 
sitting 

Revised timeline 
2 as of January 
2022 Market 

Update = July-
September 2022 

Revised timeline 
3 as of November 

2022 Market 
Update =  

April-June 2024 

Revised timeline 
3 as of November 

2022 Market 
Update =  

January-March 
2025 

Revised timeline 2 
as of January 2022 
Market Update = 
July-September 

2023 

Revised timeline 3 
as of November 

2022 Market 
Update =  

April-June 2026 

Brockville 
Correctional 

Complex 
(Brockville) 

---- 

30-year DBF
at $200M-

$499M 
(original term 

as of 
September 

2020 Market 
Update) 

30-year DBF
at less than 

$200M 
(revised term 

as of 
November 

2022 Market 
Update) 

----- 

Unknown 
date 

----- 

Pre-
designation 

27 August 2020 Original timeline 
as of April 2021 
Market Update = 

Spring 2021 

Revised timeline 
as of June 2021 

Market Update = 
Summer 2021 

Revised timeline 
as of October 
2021 Market 

Update = 
Fall 2021 

Original timeline 
as of September 

2020 Market 
Update = 

Summer 2022 

Original timeline 
as of September 

2020 Market 
Update = 

Winter 2022 
[mistake – should 

read 2023] 

Revised timeline 
1 as of December 

2020 Market 
Update =  

Spring 2023 

Original timeline as 
of September 2020 
Market Update = 

TBD 

Revised timeline 1 
as of December 

2020 Market 
Update =  

2024 
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https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/January%202022%20Pipeline%20Chart%20EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/January%202022%20Pipeline%20Chart%20EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update_11212022_FINAL_EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update_11212022_FINAL_EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update_11212022_FINAL_EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/January%202022%20Pipeline%20Chart%20EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update_11212022_FINAL_EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Sept.%202020%20P3%20Market%20Update.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Sept.%202020%20P3%20Market%20Update.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Sept.%202020%20P3%20Market%20Update.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update_11212022_FINAL_EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update_11212022_FINAL_EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update_11212022_FINAL_EN.pdf
https://news.ontario.ca/en/release/58156/ontario-supporting-frontline-correctional-officers-in-eastern-ontario
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/IO_April%202021%20Pipeline%20Chart.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/June%202021%20Pipeline%20Chart_EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/October%202021%20Pipeline%20Chart_EN_FINAL.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Sept.%202020%20P3%20Market%20Update.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Sept.%202020%20P3%20Market%20Update.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/December%202020%20Market%20Update.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Sept.%202020%20P3%20Market%20Update.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/December%202020%20Market%20Update.pdf


5 

66-bed jail +
26-bed

addition to 
treatment 

centre 
(possible range 

is less than 
$2.17M/bed) 

Revised timeline 
as of January 2022 
Market Update = 

RFP Closed 

Revised timeline 
1 as of January 
2022 Market 

Update = 
October-

December 2022 

Revised timeline 
2 as of November 

2022 Market 
Update =  

July-September 
2024 

Revised timeline 
2 as of January 
2022 Market 

Update = 
October-

December 2023 

Revised timeline 
3 as of November 

2022 Market 
Update =  

April-June 2025 

Revised timeline 2 
as of January 2022 
Market Update = 

2025 

Revised timeline 3 
as of November 

2022 Market 
Update =  

July-September 
2026 
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https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/January%202022%20Pipeline%20Chart%20EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/January%202022%20Pipeline%20Chart%20EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/January%202022%20Pipeline%20Chart%20EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update_11212022_FINAL_EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update_11212022_FINAL_EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/January%202022%20Pipeline%20Chart%20EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/January%202022%20Pipeline%20Chart%20EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update_11212022_FINAL_EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/January%202022%20Pipeline%20Chart%20EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update_11212022_FINAL_EN.pdf
https://www.infrastructureontario.ca/uploadedFiles/_CONTENT/News/2_Market_Update/Market%20Update_11212022_FINAL_EN.pdf
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	salutation: Ms
	surnaMe or: Gallant
	given naMe: Lisa
	initials: 
	address: 145 Raina Way
	unit: 
	City: Kemptville
	provinCe: ON
	postal Code: K0G1J0
	telephone daytiMe: 613-851-5835
	evening: 613-851-5835
	naMe of ContaCt: 
	title: 
	telephone: 
	eMail address: lisagallant@rogers.com
	undefined: X
	I made a request for access to a general record and have enclosed the required 2500 appeal fee: On
	I made a request for access to my own personal information and have enclosed the required 1000 appeal: 
	I made a request to correct my own personal information and have enclosed the required 1000 appeal: 
	I received a notice that the institution intends to disclose a recordpersonal information that may relate to me: Off
	lawyer: Off
	agent: Off
	Mr_2: Off
	Mrs_2: 
	Ms_2: 
	Miss_2: 
	surnaMe: 
	given naMe_2: 
	initials_2: 
	naMe of CoMpany assoCiation or organization: 
	address_2: 
	unit_2: 
	City_2: 
	provinCe_2: 
	postal Code_2: 
	telephone daytiMe_2: 
	evening_2: 
	eMail address_2: 
	naMe of institution: SolGen
	institution file nuMber: SOLGEN-A-2020-04716
	I consent to a copy of this form and all attachments being provided to the institution: On
	I do not consent to a copy of this form and all attachments being provided to the institution: 
	Copy of the request: X
	Copy of the institutions decision letter: On
	Appeal fee made payable to the Minister of Finance if required: Off
	Deemed Refusal  It is more than 30 days since I made my request and I have not received a decision: 
	Failure to Disclose Records  The institution decided to grant access to requested records but I have not: 
	Time Extension  The institution decided to extend the time limit for responding to my request and I: 
	No Jurisdiction  The institution indicated that the requested records are excluded from the Act and I: 
	Reasonable Search  The institution indicated that some or all of the requested records do not exist and I: 
	Frivolous or Vexatious  The institution indicated my request is frivolous or vexatious and I disagree: Off
	Exemptions  The institution has exempted all or part of the requested records and I believe that more of: X
	Interim Decision  Because of the number of records at issue the institution reviewed a sample of the records: 
	FeeFee Estimate  The institution sent me an access decision that included a fee or fee estimate that I feel: X
	Fee Waiver  The institution has refused to grant my request to waive the fees: 
	Refusal to Confirm or Deny  The institution has refused to confirm or deny the existence of the requested: 
	Correction  The institution has refused to make corrections to my personal information: 
	Third Party  The institution has indicated it will grant access to a recordpersonal information that may relate: 
	Other  please explain: X
	Type information here: a)  Not all records redacted pursuant to 13(1) would reveal advice or recommendations

b) Revealing documentation about the site selection will not reasonably prejudice economic interests or competitive positions, it will not be injurious to financial interests or the management of the economy, and the records are not relevant to negotiations. 

c) Revealing documentation will not reasonably prejudice significantly the competitive position or interfere with the contractual or other negotiations, and/or result in undue loss or gain. 

d) The fee is excessive for the responsive records 

e) The records are over-zealous in redactions.
	Previous Appeals: Release of the bulk of records found.
 
Refund of a large portion of the $300 paid, in light of the excessive amount of time to provide the documentation and the lack of documents released. Only 14 pages released / 133 redacted. 
	Information about the Appeal Process: None.
	date: 


