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CommitteeRoom No. 1 
Regional Administration Bldg. 
Oakvtl le Ontario 

Works Committee: 

- The .olid_Wante Management Sub7-Cothmitt e 
and oNimmaends- as follows 

met On the above date 

-c" 	(01/Y 

_Report No, 2A,O, #3.21/83 

:ogress on the _Halton Exploration of Energy 
trom Waste proinet 

1.-ZCOMKFINDATION: 

T17IAT- _ -C 7 -G. Report No. 321/83 re: 
Report on the Progress on the Halton 
Exp10-t'ation-pfEnergy from Waste Project 
be rcived',, 

port No C #11/83 

teachate Monitoring Program and teaeha e: 
Concerns, Burlington Sanitary Landfill  Site  

RECOMMENDATION: 

' 2 1 	THAT staff report back on the program 
_necessary to obtain a i6Eile complete 
chenia.L fthlysis of Jeachate entering_ 
the seway 

the - Regional 'I'ea5ulier: in consultation__ 
th the r)rr,,.ctoK of Puidj.ic Works- and -C:.;.A.O. 

present options during the 1984.. budget pr;o- • 
- _cedS-, if at all possible. on Variations for',  
the olid. Waste Management Budget which 
would 	the costs-  of leachte -dizijo8a 
treatmenT- a'S well as a .contribution towai'd-F 
the perpetual. care 

02,-f 



Tn 'Jicytjn WW3W, MANAGEMENT MTTNG -NW 14-83 
MONDAV, 	 1983 

RE-21-J0 	 W, 

Source. Separation in Halton OUr.'  File P117589-6 

RECOMmENDATinm? 

THAT the April 1, 1981 ban priol,d• 
newsprint called for in ReiôiiáI.: 
By-Law No. 115/81, be further deferred 
for municipal curbside Coljecfion Of 
newsprint from the Town of Milton for 
a period of five (5) months from -
November 1, 1983 to April 1, 1984, at 
which time it will be reviewed by the 
Solid Waste Management COmmittee, 

, THAT the Towns-, of Oakville and Milton 
be requested to consider - a financing 
scheme similar  ,to the Burlington scheme 
to help finance the -Source Separation 
Program.- - 

3,3 	THAT staff report back t(x,the 3olid Waste 
Management Committee on a possible 
Regional Disposal Credit Scheme based on 
the:savings-related to the quantities of 
waste diverted from the Regional Disposal 

:program by the Source Separation Program 

3 4 THAT the Ministry of the Environment be 
requested to provide ongoing subsidy to 
Souce Separation Programs to ensure their 
continuance in the same manner as other 
essontia3 municipal services are subsidized 
:on an Ongoing basis'Iike health, social 
services, roads, etc 

Report Mb. P 	3/33 

Re: 	co-orainated Respon se to the Blueprint for 
Waste Management in Ontario 

'RECOMMENDATION g 

THAT the Co-ordinated Response for 
Waste Management in Ontario revised as per 
the meeting of September 15:-19.83, and - 
as per the City of Burlington report CAO, 
475/83 dated Oc iober 13 1983, h'ead.0 	A 



çjjdj; OH Tffw 	ff,,,5 -0,.MANAGEMEN9' MEETTNG NO 	41J3 
M000-A''C,()CTOBER-  24 

1 

. (1.LM 

:98; 

fHd to 47-11.eflearing02,anel. Of 
try of thd'Environthent for 
,n at their meeing ;of Odfober 

-Report No. PW. --h1, 212/83 

University of Waterloo Research Project, by 
Dr, John Cherry on the Closed Bayview 
Landfill Site 'I  the city of Burlington  

ENDATION: 

THAT the draft research report dated 
August 9, 1983 entitled "A Cartridge 
and Syringe Method for Dowa,A4ole Sampling 
for Trace Organic Compounds in Ground 
water" prepared by the flnivesity of 
-Waterloo and the Oregon Graduate Centre 
and Dr.. Cherry's letter -reports dated 
'July 4, and October 12, 1983, all with 
respect to the closed Bayview Landfill 
Site in theCity:of Etrlington, be 
received for information- 

Report No.H 	D. 208/83 

Re 	 Final Report on Stage 2A General OvervieW.!, 
Analysis of the Landfill Component Environ'--
Mental Assessment Study, Report on Submissions 
received on the Draft Report Stage ZA and 
Stage 2B work Program Selection of Candidate 
Sites 

RECOMMENDATION-: 

6l 
	

THAT the Final Report'on.the :Landfill 
Component EnvironmentalAssessment
Stage 2A Genera' Overview Analysis, 
October 1983, be adopted_andoirdulated - 
to the Environffiental.Assessment..Mairing 
List for information; and 

6.2 THAT hereport on Submission* on the 
Draft Stage 2A General Overview Analysis 
Report, September 1983;  he freceived_nd 
Circulated to the Environmental Assessment 
Mailing List; and - 



MAIMS OV 	01.,XD WASTE MANAGMENT MEETTNG NO. 14-83 
MONDAY:, OC1,710,  24, 1983 

(NAT the Regional Cho -ixmou'and (Laerk be 
to sign dh agreementwith.Kalicei 

'Wright, Yomil9 Associates Ltd .,t6 undetake, 
the Landfill Component Environmental 
AssessmenL '. -;t- age 2B hndy 	Selec!tion of 
Candidate 	=3;7. (111,,xibed in the_StaRp 
2B Work Pcogram and at an upset 
',-,119 / 315.- plus information centre costs; and 

6. 4  THAT the Stage _2B Work Progxam_be,circulated 
to the Environmental As 	mailing 
list for information, 

Report No, FIN, #136/83 

Ref: 	1984 Operating and Capital Budget for Solid 
Waste Management 

.RECOMMENDATiON; 

THAT the1984. 	Operating and Capital 
Bud_qfts for  the Solid Waste,  Management 
function, :as presented in Report F,II\L 
4130/83i  be approved either on the basis 
of 100%  landfill of 7.57ort/25% landfill, 

'based upon the rer6Ommendations:_of the 
Interim Waste Disposal Plan as oOntained 
in Report C.A.°. 4319783. 

(Report No. 	.A..0. #319/83) 

Region of Halton PIoposed 1923 Interim Waste 
- Disposal Plan :,(4 years) 	June :1984 
June, 1938 

RECOMMENDATTON:' 

' HAT, provided noL,.tribu 
_Ilecessaa 7M—Ottierto -obtain the-Tilecessary 
approvals to put the "Continuation" ,pOrtion  
of the plan in plate, _Option_One, i.e., the 
cpntInpAtignLpptiop" as Set oUt in C.A.0.. 
%.,port #319M, -be approved as the Interim _ _ 
,Taste  Disposal Plan. 

6t
.
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MOMOAY, 00 	•,- I983 

be requested. 
the. Finvironment, 

'.111•1?A. it' 

reof.-1.( 	tat i,noe "U-ynno. 
o.w‘ 

	

	!k_lv for the-Tong-term 
..mponent Of the Region .of .:Haltbnj  

tribuni nearing(s)-  for - the proposed 
,T 1 	the' 

 of 1Jud't:ii.ling• at the existix 
hurl ing-Lun laid fiLl! .Lte be waived by 
EUe. granting-  ot the appropriateexemptaon 
under The --Environmental-  ASSessmeht Act 
and on :1:,he_basls_of_urgency Under The 

-Protection .Act, at least-. 
until the.. tribunal.hearing(S), fur the 
long---term landfill component--commences, 

THAT shouLd the Minister of t.A, Environment 
(Jive d negative response to Regional 
Council' s 1-equcst undar 1.2 abovu, or__ 
should no response be received by December 
9.th, 1983 then,Option 	Two below, i.e._ 
t e "Expor Option' shall be 1m  lemented. _ _ 	 _ 

THAT should the Minister of the Environment 
give a positive response to Regional 
Councils request under 1.2 above by 
December 9th, 1983, then Regional Staff 
and Consultants are directed to take the 
necessary action to obtain the_necessary 
	 a_014-oveis so that Oplioh:One . for the Interim 

Waste Disposal Plan above can be implemented. 

THAT. should the -Minister of the Environment', 
determine -; pt.l ito.  reommend  the necessary 
exemption. =7d/or waive; 'ET otherwise 

tribunal hearing (s)  
._9thor.not 	i=espond at all by December 
9th, then Option Two 	e. i7ha—"Export•Option" 
is - her_Oy_approved as the -./ateriMuwaste, 
. sposal -Option - strict' OA  an:interi-m --  _ _ . _ . 	. . _ _ . . _ _ _ 
basisonly 	- 

2 THAT 	re$olttion set out in Schedule 
to COAOE. RePort 4319/83 34 here 

expressly adopted_as the inteiia6n or, 
this Council regarding any approval -and 
implementation of the "Export Option". 

thu 

P/MOOTM 0E 	!7,o-f_d-0 	1'4NAGEMEN 1  MEET TING 	-83 



PfaNOTES O'w TUE 
MONDAY, OCTOBE 

D WASTE MANAGEMENT MEET,I;NG NO, l.41-83 
1983 - 

THAT the --finan 	of this 	Option." 
- on the has 	a.  blended - Regional 

. L 	_ _ ip-page- -fee, .)eing. .payable-  at each of the 
,OispoSal 	Le (sih Halton:, iris] Uding the, 
• 'Halton Hills Tanf.er Station.  and the 
existing Burlington Landfill .Site of $1741,50 
per metric tonne; With - the.remainder-- of the 
cost,-  including-ther-.remainder of -thecOS:t. - 
.of the:.Halton,'Solid•Wase-::ManagementPrO77 
gram, being financed by:Way. :Of.  the• Municipa 
tax bill, preferably asa-special Regional 
Waste,- DisposaL Charge,jf-poSsitile 

THAT Regional Staff be'..instUOted-
finalize. the negotiations WI:th Lhéon;-,., 
sortium of 8rowning-FerriS and Rcibran 
Construction Limiteci, with agreements 
being satisfactory  'recto of 
.Public Works, the Regional. Solicitor;, 
and .the Regional.- Treasurerbased:on their 
letterS of June l7th_1.983 and =September: 
22th, - 1983 

f 

1, 

THAT Regional Staff and Consultants are 
instruCted to take the fleCessary action: 
to obtain the necessarY approvals so 
that 'Opt ion- Two for the Interim Waste 
Disposal Plan- can be implemented. 

Ott 1a WCaf caidird- 11.11 

0) 
THAT the City of Burlington, the neighbours'.  
to the landfill site, themBurlihgLon West 
Ratepayers Association, aFI be approached 
to obtain 	their _agreement that llLhe 

ort- bption is:c osen ost Region 1 Council,_ 
that they Will  ni1L ect  tc ie )Jacement 
of An openi_airtLansfer station at the 
Burlington Landfill Site to handle the 
sport Option andturther that they will 

not Object to thecontinuation of 	lanc1,-
=filling at the existing Burlington Landfill 
Site on a phased basis prOVided that only 
so many of the phases WM-7n used asis 
_necessary7f5-supPtem6nt the ,Export nptior 
pending the commendement of operation of 
the long-term landi11 component.: 

OLIffC7 

/3 63 At 

a 



MINOTES 0.V TH);: .SOGIA/ WASTE MANAGEMENT MEET-1NG NO. 14 33 
MONDAY', 001.3ER. 2' 	983 

- THAT 1 	Royal Botanical-. arden5 and-
the. City of BUrlingfba..be.apProached 
regarding the pOSsib*litv of.  dn-ex-: 
perimental.- 	 reforest part 
or all of the 
Landfill Site with. thati to.:  report. 
back on the reseJ.ln of'those-discuSsionS-, 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 

ALSO PRESENT: 

STAFF PRESENT: 

COMMITTEE NOTES: 

R. Miller (in the-.0fair); 
A, - MuIVale, TAT Johnson', 
Mulkewich„.:Regional Chairman 
JN Raltis .Cleft at 11::25 an 

Forbes 

Perlin, R. Mohammed, 
P.-Attack, G Woodburni, 
J. Rinaldo 	Birkett, S Lathan 

,There being no .disdlOsures'of conflict of interest, 
the requlaL order of business was proceeded-with 

Dorothy Pocock,  representing Ward 1 Rate Payers 
AssociatJ_on addressed Committee and expressed 
the concerns Of the Association with reElpect to 

Report No. 319/83 re.. Region Of Halton 
PropOsed 1983 Interim Waste Disposal Plan 

(%)(0..- 

Mr Hans.,Kreplin_:addressed Committee and commented 
on each item_appearing:on the ,agenda 

Mr. Sid Chumley representing the Ward *1 Rate Payers 
Association expressed the concernslof_theAssociation 
regardincv the landfill dumps in the Ward 1 area 

Mr. James Aitkin addressed the Committee and 
expresseC his concerns with respect to C.AO. Repor 
No. 119/a3 re: Region of Halton - Proposed 1983 
Interim taste Disposal Plan 

/ 
(_12. 'Y 



MAUTE OF TPE SOLXO WAST, MANAGEMENT MEETING 90 1 4-.83 
moMpAY, OCTOBER 24, 1984 

j)r, Chrir,-.1 Walker made a briec:presnntation with respect 
his concerns on the Interim Waste DiSpbSal plan, 

Mr. R. 	stone', a resident in the: - area of, the  Regional land 
fill sitr expressed concern with respect to the type of 
garbage being dumped and the possibility. of recycling some 
Of thiS:-refuse, Committee: requested tnat_ a report be pre 
pared by staff addressing the points raised by Mr. Elstone 
and a survey of the landfill site to determine the type 0 1  
refuse being dumped- 

Mr. R.C. Oickin, Senior HydrogeOlogist with Gartner Lee 
Associates Limited, gave a brief explanation With respect to 
Report No, C-11/83 re: Leachate Monitoring PrOgram and 
Leachate Concerns, Burlington Sanitary Landfill Site. 

Mr. Peter Walker of Walker - Wright YOnng, appeared before 
the Committee and gave a brief summary of the major changes 
with respect to Phase 2 ,,:_Stage 2A -  EnvironmentalAssessment 
of the Landfill Component of Balton's Solid Waste Manage-
meht:System.Report and answered questions of the Committee 

)=,t'eM #6 - Councillor Mulkewien requested staff to prepare a 
report outlining the costs involved with respect to the 
overall preparation Of the Interim Waste Disposal Plan. 

MPSSrS. Rinaldo, Birkett and Woodburn gave an overview with 
respect to Report No. FIN 136/83 re 1904 Operatingiand 
Capital Budget for Solid Waste Management and answered 
questions of the Committee members 	Councillor Mulkewich 
requested that 'a report be prepared on the detailed workings 
of the Budget. 

At the: request of Councillor Mulkewich, please find 
, 00Piesof-the_preentations  made by the delegations 
Committee meeting. 

, Adjournment:  2 ao 

at: 
at:the- 



Monday October 24, 1983 

Delegate: Sid Chumlay 

Submissions to the Region of Aaltons proposed 1983 interim 
waste disposal plans. 

I nave been asked by a number of people from various parts 
of the Region (including a. MLA) what was all our concerns 
about in ;rard 1. 

I will give a brief rundown of what has been happening in 
i,ard 1 in reference to the garbage situation in tne last 
ten years. .1-ais is necessary in order to arrive at my 
presentation to oe made today Monday Oct. 24, 1983. 

1. :wo illegal damps started oy two small companies in 
the desterly end of ',lard 1 in order to expand their 
properties. fnis was illegal and in conflict with 
the Ontario garbage act-at that time. After one 
mouths struc,gle these two garbage dumps were closed 
cy order of the City of ...,urlington. 

2. In 1970 the East Flamborough garbai.,e dump, tnat was ' 
inherited by the City of .1.irlington and is now known 
as -ayview Yark, was closed late in 1970 as its capacity 
had run out. 

3. :he present landfill site operated by the Region is 
working on its tnird expansion and is now in the process 
of being expanded a fourth time. 

4.1111981theition 	 th had endeavored to locate 	r.ee- 1, 
Sewer Sludge 4,14;roo,psin order to .accommodate all the 
sludge from the six region sewage treatmenu plaats 
less tnan one half mile from the residential areb.. 
This was resolved on a five year temporary basis. 

With the listing of these items above surely it must 
oe realized taat we are well on the road to 'creating a 
depressed area in Ward 1, which  will create a very serious 
"downturn in our property values. 

I would like to refer you to the ta.ueprint Waste 
'Managements (R4) that reads_ as follows; "Our disposal 
practices must ensure that no waste ever :becomes a threat 
to either our environment or our well being". 

continued.. •0 



page 2 

In reference to site A in its present condition; on the 
surface it looks to be a reasonably well operated landfill 
site, but below the surface Site A is very sick. The reports 
of Gartner Lee Associates, Hydrogeologist, are so full of 
holes that I would have to find them as a health report una 
unaceptible. 

The residents of Ward 1 did not create this problem, 
they only contributed garbage. 

would like to stress at this time to the Administration 
and the Regions Mayors and 'Councillors to: 

1. Leave your political desires to one side also in voting 
for your communities and Wards. 

2. :o stand up and be counted as leaders and use your 
energies and knowledge in a progressive way to settle 
this problem for the benefit of the Region as a whole 
and keeping in mind there are other generations to 
follow. 

.Chairman of Solid Waste Management 
Committee 

West Burlington Rate Payers 
Association 

Joic1-61  
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before you this morning. 

Thank you Mr. Chairman and members of the SWMC: 

I would like to direct my comments today to the CAO REport 319/83 which is 

Although I did not have the opportunity to completely cover the report due to 

time restraints, I did find the report productive and felt that it was 1, realistic 

in its attitude regarding the problem facing the REgion at present. 

I 

My first comment is with regar to the change in wording tegarding the site 

jtia.A.. ssi.u.. 2:,  $4,, 17. 47 
to that of continuation. AThis is not the case — the site is due to close 

at what is considered to be its maximum capacity. Any changes must be 

considered an expansion. 

=ggesA  • 	1 	•mc.made that the Region approach the MOE in order that tion ag-"  

a hearing "be waived by granting of the appropriate exemption wider 

the EAA and on the basis of urgency under the EPA" 

If the province has waived an environmental hearing for transfer stations 

in order to take advantage of the export option, this changes the picture 

because then the Region cannot claim this is an emergency, rather they 

have &—c.-14,Q4.4.,&-64.- two options. 

tv. Even if the province accepted the premise that this was an emergency, 

there has already been prior warning that "it still requires approval 

and a hearing under Section 30(1) of the EPA" and "as you must appreciate 

we cannot sanction any plans to request approval of modifications to the 

site on an emergency basis ,if the need is documented nowY quoted from 

Ofie'u9  
HOE letters 83/3/25 and 83/10/3. Any attempt to bypass the hearing process 

0 
be fought on the basis that if the province is serious about its 



on the search for a viable EFW plant and at the same time could also bring 

about more innovative ideas regarding recycling - recycling asphalt, for 

Region has been torn 

and our community is a good 
Asit. 

a community fighting -fax .241 environmetnal assessment 1-n-its own 

, toward the major task of the moment. Too long this 

apart by the ifndividual desires of its municipalities 
67,11..e.t• tr.) Attu,---; 	'etz711 

example of ..1q4kNIMBY syndrome/. 
ea. I. d4— .; 

Ph, 	I-4-4 
cFati. 

area, push 

'4. 
commitment through its Blueprint for Waste Management

) 
 and therefore must live 

um:64, 
up to it by proceeding .the a hearing. ) 	.4.if . ..././.‘,.  

/.124,,,. 24 	s( 	7-'- 	4,01,00-240..2; pi. ,434441...-e-e-Fzeiir-...2z,„  

	

-ItIle report states that the cost in money and delay could have serious effects 	

not only on the interim proposal but also on the long term landfill componp.I. 

- this is certainly true -kif the 75-25 export option had been put into effect 

ailwrogstexo ‘• etryrs,,s44.4. 

indication of things to 

instance, has proven to be a boon to municipalities - not only 

by this time, we would have had the use of the present landfill site for at 

least another 3 years - without any hearing necessary  - and daily we are 

losing that ?advantage. 

41F.Ar 
	

Anew' 

he major tbbjection to the export option is cost - certainly this is NB 

certainly to the taxpayers aR4-users to the region, to the municipalities and 

, 
Stk._ 

of the landfill site. We are now paying the price for years of delays - but 

I think we must faceAthat higher costs for disposal of solid waste are an 

come.A, It will certainly create an even greater emphasis  

vk  
V.2.0  

pt.Z/144  

0-44— 

co-...— 

saving  money 
 

but cutting down on 

04 

landfill space.. 4, oz‘iti 14172.14:', 

411214.07` 

If The report raised an NB point - that of getting on with the long term plan--  

    

for expansion in another 	 f contirucel environmetnals 4-e-,1. 

	

7--71:4-14-:=Z% 	4"`Pn,P< 

I feel that the citizens have become weary of all thisetulagimo vir-

-36zr'et=v2Ak=52e.tiaisiselat i / The time has come for the region to stop putting its 
g 

eggs all in one basketA and get on with a long term plan for solid waste disposal. 

Of 
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Regional Council Meeting November 9, 1983 

Recommendation of Report CAO #319/83 - Comments of "Delegate" 

A. 	The first comments to be made on the recommendation of CAO 

report #319/83 are: 

1. It is incorrect 4AT calling the expansion a 

"continuation" of the landfill: The difference is that 

the expansion goes beyond the existing limits of 

approvals and site engineering. 

2. The report contradicts itself by: 

(a) setting out courses of action for all 

eventualities, but then (b) in par. 3.1 says: "If 

the Export Option is chosen by Regional  

Council..." The point is that this report does  

not ask Council to choose either Option, but 

recommends a plan dealing with both. 

3. In par. 1.2, by asking the Minister of Environment to 

waive tribunal hearings for landfill expansion, it 

seeks to do away with due process, which is not 

acceptable. 

4. The recommended actions are premature since the Region 

did not seek a solution that is technically feasible 

and acceptable to all parties. 	We believe such a 

solution is available; we have volunteered such a 

solution, but the report sets out to force the issue,  

instead. 



B. The following comments are on the substance of the  

recommendation and what that substance implies:  

1. As mentioned, compromise is possible, but the report 

takes a confrontational stance. 

2. You are asked to approve a complex plan of responses  

that are predetermined to cover many eventualities, 

instead of asking Council to choose an action or 

policy. 	When you analyze the implications of that 

feature, you find: 

A) Approval becomes a decision to avoid making the  

necessary decisions as and when they arise, as it 

should be done. 

B) This Council will have no further say in the 

course of events: 	All responses are 

predetermined, whether they remain appropriate or 

not in the light of new turns of events: You are 

losing control and you are abrogating your 

responsibilities. 

C) Instead, actual decisions will be determined by 

staff and other interested parties (except the 

Regional Council) such as: 

- MOE staff 

City of Burlington 

- West Burlington Citizens 

- Other Municipalities 

- Other Citizen Groups 

You may later be able to blame others for ,the 

outcome but you may not like the results either - 

and wonder. 



D) 	This plan would also tend to set different parts  

of the region against each other, which is not a 

responsible action to take by the Regional 

Council: Surely, the Region should act so as to 

unify its parts. Some may argue that the Region 

cannot live up to the unifying concept, saying "I 

told you so". 

So much for what is implied if you accept a plan 

0\-f predetermined courses of action by the Region. 

3. This hasty plan will probably miss the quick solution  

it is intended to provide. Chances are that it gets 

tangled in opposition where it failed to consult first. 

4. The attempt to deny and/or delay until after the fact  

any hearings to which the public is entitled has 

possibly the most serious implication: It follows that 

someone decided that the democratic process is too  

bothersome and should be set aside. 	None of us can 

afford to agree with that thinking. 

C, 	Our answer and proposal towards a solution is this:  

	

1. 	That the CAO report 319/83 be rejected by Council 

and be revised to include: 

a) a more constructive approach, and 

b) a recommended compromise solution, after 

consultations. 

	

2. 	If you don't turn back that report for improving 

it, then the Option I should by rejected by you as 

it clearly clashes with earlier responses: 	The 

petition, our Citizen Group and the Region's 

public meeting in Aldershot have left no doubt 

about overwhelming opposition to that plan of 

action, and the City of Burlington concurs. 



3. 	As we indicated before the SWM and PPW Committees and 

can now state with the endorsement of the Citizen 

Group's executive, a compromise is within reach: We  

propose to accept  without causing a public hearing: 

a) operation of a transfer station  at the landfill 

site for the purpose of exporting 75% or more of 

the waste; and 

b) the expansion  of the landfill site through Phases  

A and B only,  their total being ca. 135000 tonne 

expansion. 

We propose that the Region accept and commit  

return, without causing a public hearing: 

landfill site be expanded no farther than  

Phases A and B  beyond the presently approved 

the site, where A + B7--- ca,135000 tonne. 

We sincerely hope and believe that this proposal will  

meet the needs of all parties.  

We also believe that this is the full extent of  

concessions  the majority of citizens in West Burlington 

will accept in recognition of the Region's problems. 

Should this compromise be rejected by the Region, we 

are obliged to continue opposing any expansion  of that 

landfill site. 

D. 	To sum up, the main points were: 

(A) 	The recommendation of CAO 319/83 contains parts that: 

o are incorrect 

o are contradictory 

o seek to circumvent due process 

o are premature 

itself in 

that the 

the same 

limits of 



D. 	(Cont'd) 

(B) 	The substance of the report is one of confrontation, and it 

implies: 

o avoiding the normal decision making 

o bypassing Council regarding future courses of action 

o passing future decision-making to others than Council 

o contributing to disunity among component parts of the 

Region 

(C) 	Our response to the CAO report 319/83 is: 

o we ask you to reject the report in order to improve it 

o failing rejection, we ask that you eliminate Option I 

from the report 

o we propose a compromise that we believe is a fair and 

fast way to arrive at a mutually acceptable solution 

without unnecessary confrontation. 

H. Kreplin 

HK:DS 
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