Petition/Survey Design, Details, and Methodologies

GEOGRAPHICALLY DIVERSE

The following areas of the Township were included in our canvassing efforts:

e Greenbush Hamlet / Addison Rd / Jellyby Rd

(ie. close proximity to the Landfill Site)

South-East (eg: Sharpes Lane, Kelly Rd, 2" Concession, 3™ Concession)
South-West (eg: Halleck’s Road S., Fulford Point Rd., Hwy #2)

Lyn (eg: Lyn Heights subdivision, Main St.)

Tincap (eg: Airport Rd., Bronze Ave., Susan Rd.)

Spring Valley (eg: McDougall Rd., Murray Rd.)

Kitley (eg: Kitley Line 3, Street Rd., Bennett Rd.)

Other / Miscellaneous

DEMOGRAPHICALLY DIVERSE

A good cross section of both genders are represented, and although we did not
specifically ask respondents to disclose their age, our canvassers all reported
(anecdotally) that they spoke to people who ranged in age considerably — from young
adults, to seniors.

MATHEMATICALLY DEFENSIBLE

The results are a solid representation of the opinions held by the entire population of
the Township. The 300+ responses represent approximately 3% of the entire Township
population. Further, due to the careful design of the petition/survey (which allowed
participants to overtly respond, in each case, with either of two clear opinions), the
statistical “Law of Large Numbers” applies to the data set — meaning that the results are
expected to have less than a 6% margin of error (+/-) as compared to results from a
survey undertaken by the entire population.

NOT INFLUENCED BY “PEER PRESSURE”

Since each respondent was given his/her own sheet to fill in, he/she was not aware of
who else may have responded, or what those responses may have been.

NON BIASED

A typical petition usually bears a single statement/position, and all signatures appearing
on such a petition indicate support for that cause. Not only does that approach
introduce “peer pressure”, it also skews the results. All that can be said about that type
of data set, is that those respondents support the cause. It could be that those are the
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only people who have that particular opinion — the “Law of Large Numbers” does not
apply to that techniqgue. However, in the case of this petition/survey, respondents were
free to explicitly indicate their disagreement with a particular position — thereby
eliminating bias in the results.

VOLUNTARY

Canvassers went door-to-door in their assigned areas, introducing themselves as fellow
residents of the Township. The nature of their visit was explained, and each resident
approached was asked if they wished to participate. At no time were they ever
pressured into taking part. Although we received a welcoming response from nearly all
who were approached, some people did decline and we simply wished them a good
day. In fact, the disclaimer (and accompanying signature) at the bottom of each
petition/survey confirms that participation was voluntary.

CONSISTENT DELIVERY OF INFORMATION

In cases where residents indicated a willingness to participate, a background
information package was left at the home, along with a sufficient number of
petitions/surveys to accommodate the number of eligible voters in the home. This
ensured that the delivery of information was very consistent, and did not rely on the
canvasser’'s own knowledge (or lack thereof) on any particular topic.

NO PRESSURE

Arrangements were made to come back and collect the materials at a later time,
convenient to the resident(s) — typically, a subsequent day. This approach ensured that
people had time to absorb the information being presented, and did not feel unduly
pressured to form an opinion “on the spot”.

On some occasions, residents initially indicated that they were interested in participating
— but when the canvasser returned, they had decided not to participate after all. We
respected their decision to decline, wished them a good day, and thanked them for their
time.

BEST EFFORT

It was important to us to give as many people as we could the opportunity to have their
voice heard. In some cases, canvassers were unable to retrieve the petitions/surveys
at the pre-arranged time (eg. residents were not home when they said they would be;
residents had not left the paperwork in their mailbox as arranged; the canvasser fell ill
and was unable to return on the designated night; etc.). However, in all cases, at least
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3 total attempts (and sometimes more) were made to connect with the residents in order
to retrieve the materials. Unfortunately, there are a few cases where — despite multiple
attempts — it was simply not possible to collect the responses before the deadline.

AGGRESSIVELY ABOVE REPROACH

In order to eliminate any possibility of us being seen as tampering with the results, we
purposely did not simply request that respondents indicate their opinions by way of a
tick, "X", circle, or other similar means. Instead, the form indicated that initials should
be used. This would prevent the possible alteration of the documents after-the-fact, and
help us to ensure the integrity and credibility of the survey results as a whole.

Despite our best efforts, some respondents failed to use initials — indicating their opinion
with simply a tick mark (or similar).

After careful consideration, we elected to simply disregard these responses when
analyzing the data and calculating the results — even though most of the responses
would have strengthened our position.

However, to simply discard those petition/survey sheets would essentially result in
"silencing the voices" of those respondents — something that would have been selfish,
and inconsistent with the core values of transparency and accountability. So, we have
included those petition/survey sheets in the package that we have submitted to the
Township Office, so that Council may elect to review the opinions expressed therein, at
their leisure.

To make it clear that these petition sheets were not included in our analysis, we have
attached a pink-coloured Petition Control Sheet to each petition which we self-
invalidated. These control sheets clearly indicate the specific reason for the invalidation
(i.e. missing information, etc.).

In cases where the petition/survey was completed properly, with the exception of an
ambiguous response for a specific topic, we invalidated only that response — and
attached a blue-coloured Petition Control Sheet indicating the specific reason.

VERIFIABLE

Although some Councils have been known to disregard petitions on the basis that the
information is not verifiable, this petition/survey does not suffer from such shortcomings.
Each signed petition/survey sheet contains a printed name and address — something
which is quite verifiable. Should Council wish to challenge the validity of any of the
petition/survey sheets, it would be our pleasure to accompany Council and/or Township
Staff (at a pre-arranged and mutually convenient time) to each household in question,
for purposes of verification.
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