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Introduction
The following report contains the fill received statistics for all lakefill

sites in the month of June 1991.

II Discussion

A total of 1,117 loads of earth material were deposited at lakefill sites in

June, 1991.

III Fill Received Statistics

Table 1. Destination Area Breakdown for June 1991. 

Volume m3)

Open Water Protected Confined

Large Projects 8,690 0 440

Small Projects 0 0 2040

Table 2. Fill Volume Totals for June 1991 .

Volume (m3) F of Total

Large Projects 9,130 81.8

Small Projects 2,040 18.2

Total 11,170 100.0
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IV Rejected Material

A. Material rejected at the application stage by chemical analysis results.

- EV02001- Overlea Blvd. to Wynford Dr.- 1,000 m3 rejected
representing 10.5% of the total excavation volume.

- EV02059- 1 138 Bathurst St.- 200 m3 rejected representing 57y of
the total excavation volume.

- EV01960- Jarvis St.- 1,250 m3 rejected representing 1007 of the
total excavation volume. Reports of asbestos
contamination in the pavement.

- EV01627- Parliament and Queens Quay- secondary rejection, the
project was approved for lakefilling in March of 1991 but
was subsequently rejected due to the odour and
appearance of the fill material.

B. Material rejected after visual inspection of excavation sites. These
projects were all rejected in their entirety.

- EV02101- 100 Canadian Rd.- 20 m3 rejected representing 1007 of
the total excavation volume.

- EV021 18- Military Trail- 20 m3 rejected representing 1007 of the
total excavation volume.

V Chemical Testing Audit Results

Table 3. Summary of test results obtained as part of the ILQCP internal
auditing program in June 1991. 

Sample Taken From *of Results Received *Failing OWG *Failing RLUG

Small Site trucks 5 0 0

Large Site trucks 16 4 0

OWG = Ontario Ministry of the Environment "Open Water Disposal Guidelines"
RLUG= Ontario Ministry of the Environment "Restricted Land Use Guidelines"
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Results Discussion

Four large projects returned sample results which exceeded the

expectations of their original environmental reports. Each of these four

projects will be addressed separately;

1 . Project number EV01919(520 Kingston Rd.) showed a marginal

exceedance of the OWG for lead. The original environmental report

contained 18 samples, none of which exceeded the OWG and hence no
action was taken.

2. Project number EV01953(Hydro Service Trench-various streets) showed

an exceedance of the OWG for oil and grease. The original environmental

report contained 15 samples none of which exceeded the OWG. ILQCP

staff inspected the site and found no concerns. One previous audit sample

exhibited high oil and grease levels and the soils consultant indicated to

the MTRCA at that time that the exceedance was likely due to asphalt

particles in the roadbed material.

3. Project number EV01999(Carling Ave., Leeds Ave. etc.) exhibited lead,

zinc and copper concentrations in exceedance of the OWG. 107 bills of

lading initially issued for open water disposal were changed to
"confined" in accordance with our audit results.

4. Project number EV01980(McRea Dr.) exhibited a minor oil and grease
exceedance of the OWG. The original environmental report contained 7
samples none of which exceeded the OWG. ILQCP staff inspected the sites
and found no concerns. Again, it must be pointed out, that quite often,
roadway excavations will exhibit high oil and grease results as a result
of asphalt particles in the roadbed material.
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Four large projects returned sample results which exceeded the 
expectations of their original environmenta I reports. Each of these four 
projects will be addressed separa tely; 

1. Project number EVO 1919(520 Kingston RdJ showed a marginal 
exceedance of the OWG for lead. The original environmental report 
contained 18 samples, none of which exceeded the OWG and hence no 
action was taken. 
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2. Project number EVO 1953(Hydro Service Trench-various streets) showed 
an exceedance of the OWG for oil and grease. The original environmental 
report contained 15 samples none of which exceeded the OWG. ILQCP 
staff inspected the site and found no concerns. One previous audit sa.mple 
exhibited high oil and grease I evels and the soils consul tant indicated to 

the MTRCA at that time that the exceedance was likely due to asphalt 
particles in the roadbed material. 

3. Project number EVO 1999(Carling Ave., Leeds Ave. etc.) exhibited lead. 
zinc and copper concentrations in exceedance of the OWG. 107 bills of 
lading initially issued for open water disposal were changed to 
"confined" in accordance with our audit results. 

4. Project number EVO 1980(McRea Dr.) exhibited a minor oil and grease 
exceedance of the OWG. The original environmental report contained 7 
samples none of which exceeded the OWG. ILQCP staff inspected the sites 
and found no concerns. Again. it must be pointed out. that quite often, 
roadway excavations will exhibit high oil and grease results as a result 
of asphal t particles in the roadbed material. 
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Table 5. Site by Site Breakdown of Fill Volumes Received in
June 1991 .

Site Volume (cubic metres)

Leslie St.

Sam Smith

Bellamy

Fishleigh

Guildwood

Totals

Open Water Protected Confined

5,950 0 20

0 0 100

0 0 0

0 0 0

2,740 0 2,360

8,690 0 2,480
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Lakefill Location Soil Acceptability Checklists

Note : no reports were issued in March 1991.
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