
THE REGIONAL MUNICIPALITY OF HALTON 

P.O. BOX 7000 

1151 BRONTE ROAD 

OAKVILLE , ONTARIO L6J 6E1 

416/827-2151 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
OFFICER 

1984 12 24 

Mr. H.F. Kreplin, P.Eng. 
Solid Waste Committee 
West Burlington Citizens Group 
510-20 North Shore Boulevard 
Burlington, Ontario 

Dear Mr. Kreplin: 

. Re: N.S.P. Fact Sheet - December, 1984 and December 4, 1984 
Letter, Proctor & Redfern to R. Mohammed, Director 
of Planning, Region of Halton  

I a'cknowledge receipt of your letter under date December 18, 
1984. 

The matter will go to theiSolid Waste  Management—Committee at its 
meeting on(15-.Elary 14, 1984)and in the meantime your letter has 
been referred to the Regional consultants and appropriate 
Regional Staff for their consideration, in particular during the 
public comments period in the months of January and February when 
the Draft Stage 2C Report will be out for public discussion. 

I trust that is satisfactory. 

Yours very trUlY:), 
/ 

, 
6 ' _ -- 

Dennis Yierlin 
Chief Administrative Officer 

DYP/gh 

cc R. Mohammed, Director of Planning & Development 
P. Walker, Walker, Wright, Young & Assoc. 
D. Hodgson, Osler, Hoskin & Harcourt 

BURLINGTON 	HALTON HILLS 	HALTON HILLS 	MILTON 	OAK VILLE 
ACTON 	 GEORGETOWN 

639 4540 	 853-0501 	 878-8113 	 878-8113 	 827-2161 



WeAt BuAdington Citi3en'4 choup 
Solid WaAte Committee 

Decembeh 18th, 1984 

To: DenniA PeAlin, 
Regional Municipadity of Ha-tton 
1151 Bizonte Road 
Oalrville, OntaAio 
L6) 661 

Re: NSP "Fact Sheet" Decembeh, 1984, and Decembeh 4th, 1984 Letteh, PAOCt0A 
and Redfehn to R. Mohammed, Dihectoh of Pdanning  

1. NSPiA 'Tact Sheet" he: Regional landfild candidate dite "F" 

MoAt the 4o-called factd ahgue in my view again dt addin9 yet ahotheh landfill /lite 
on the NSP landA, and the NSP AtatementA Ahould not go without challenge. 

f RefeAhing to the AtatementA by numbehA added to them (22): 
. 1 & 2 - Phioh landfillA alheady ahe phoblemA, no mohe Ahould be added. 
3 - ReAidenced aire affected, and thehe aAe many of theAe, whehe they a4e. 
5 - NoiAe develA get wohAe foh landfilding newt the North Sehvice Road. 
6 - HydAogeodogy expeht4 have iL1 teAtified at the 1984 6P4 HeaAing that 

dandfiddA Ahould NOT have been eAtabliAhed thehe in the fihAt place; th44 
.iocat4on 44 NO1 SAE a4 a hydhogeodogicad 4ett4ng. 

7 - P004 ghound wateh quality (if in fact pooh - ?) ahgueA foiz not making 
woit4e by adding leachate to it (and the exiAting plume). 

9 - The c4t4ng of the topog4aph4ca.1 4ca4 attempt4 to make a v44tue out of paAt 
and pheAent neglect of thiA Aite which Ahoudd have been hehabilitated fo4 
a long time but IDGA not. ASP haA not acted 4e4ponA4bly hegaAding the 
eavihonment. 

10 - Shade hemoval Ahould hemain avaidable, photecting thi4 "heAouhce", Aimilah 
to otheh exthaction induAthieA in the eAcaApment ahea being protected by 
the OntaAio cove/Lament. 

12 - Sewage tAeatment hemaind inadequate foh leachate theatment, leachate Ahould 
be handded in a dedicated phoceAAing pdant deAigned (oh tho4e Apecific 
AequihementA. The effluent Ahoudd be good enough not to hequihe a Aeweh 
hook-up. 

13 - Road4, bu44d4ng4 and weigh 4cale of the exiAting 	 Aite Ahould not . 
continue to be 04ed afteh the exiAting Aite cloAeA. WSP'A implied plan 
44 p4epo4te4ou4: New fac4.14t4e4 wou-ld be needed. 

14 - Space4 to/7_ heAouirce hecoveAy and /recycling ahe not enough to biting thede 
actiond into being - And the NSP Apace would adAo hun out. 

15 - The potential 	Aite neahby WG4 hated leadt dediAabde and would be 
too cdode to heAidentiad and commeAcial development (Maple). 

16 - The amount of engineehing needed foh a Aafe landfil-1 on NSPiA land wou-ld 
probab-ly mohe than offAet any thanApoht coAt Aavingd foh BuAdington, while 
thiA Aite woudd be fah (how centhal to the Region ad a whole. 

17 - Thehe cou-ld be no benefit he: leachate firom the Bayview Aite. On the contAahy, 
any deachate monitohing and contAol would iimethievabdy obAtAucted by landfil-1 
aAound Bayv4ew. ThiA muAt not be allowed to become inacce44ibte. 

18 - 6xprophiatton .14 a queAtion of tehm4 of ownehAlrip change, but we feel that 
a PAivate Regional Landfidl AA out of the que4t4on. 



2. 

19 - The4e id dome effect on paopeaty valued now; the addit,ion of a huge fuathea 
4andfill will mahe the effect 40 much la4gea, evecially 4f At weae to be 
a 20 yea4 openation, 04 even only foa 10 yeaad. 

20 & 21 - The capacity of the dite claimed by NSP would be poddible on4y if Gaffe,' goned, 
dlope gaaded and othea paecautiond weae to be gaeat4y neg-1ected: Thid 4h0w4 
a loch of concean foit long team compat4b4144. - 

Pleade tahe note of thede objectiond to the expaedded oa implied planA NS P 44 making. 
Whethea they cite followed up now 04 late.-z, the Region dhoudd be and aemain awaae 
of thee objectiond. 

2. Decembea 4, 1984 Lette4,  P40C-64 and Redfean Caoup to Region of Halton. 

While it id claimed on behalf of NSP that the plant dpecied to be paotected weae 
fiedcod faom 6 to only 2, thid may well aemain to be paoven. In addition, theae 
id eveay aeadOn to 4u4pect that the plant4 aemoved faom the 144t weae eaadicated 
by abude of thede dited Prom All-teaaain veh4c1e4, 4e. by a lach of paotection. 
Thid would appeaa to mahe a viatue out of neglect, 4f indeed thede pdantA cannot 
be found theae any longea. 
I paopode that the Region deteamine the actual factd, whethea dlaectly oa via the 
Halton Condeavation Authoaity. A paotedt againdt continued abude of the dite 
tothea than Ait legitimate extaaction of dhalel would aldo be in oadea; 

We would appaeciate if you would di4ta4bute thede comment4 to all membead of 
Council and othead conce4ned with the NSP land4, paaticutaaly youa con4ultant4 
Walhea, Waight, Young and DilloU. 

H.F. Kaeplin, P. 6ng. 
(wt. W.B.C.C. (S.W.M.C. ) 
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