
  DRAFT FOR DISCUSSION 

GHD 
65 Sunray Street Whitby Ontario L1N 8Y3 Canada 
T 905 686 6402  F 905 432 7877  W www.ghd.com 

November 6, 2019 

Subject/Client: 2019 Brooks Road PLC # 3 Ref. No. 018235 

From: Emily Gallant Tel: 226-606-8471 

Venue/Date/ 
Time: 

Cayuga Firehall, November 6, 2019, 7:00 pm – 9:00 pm  

Copies To: All attendees 

Attendees: Emily Gallant (EG) - Facilitator 
Blair Shoniker (BS) - GHD 
Tim Danyliw (TD) - Brooks Road Environmental (BRE) 
Michael Durst (MD) - Ministry of Environment, Conservation and 
Parks, Hamilton District Office (MECP)  
Taylor Buck (TB) - Ministry of Environment, Conservation and 
Parks, Hamilton District Office (MECP) 
Dave Bruce (DB) - PLC Chair 
Diane Manto (DM) - Member of Public 
Laurie Woolner (LW) - Member of Public 
Rosanne Belliveau (RB) - Member of Public 

Absent: Dave Glenney - 
PLC Member 

 

Item Description 
1. Objectives and Introductions 

 
• EG explained her role as the Facilitator for the PLC Meeting. 
• EG explained the items on the Agenda for the PLC Meeting: 

- Objectives and Introductions; 
- Review of Previous Minutes from June 6, 2019; 
- Site Update (to be completed by TD); 
- Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Park (MECP); 
- Environmental compliance and Approvals (to be completed by BS); 
- Questions from the Public; 
- Other Business and Next Meeting. 

• EG explained the primary objectives of these PLC meetings which included: 
•  Respect two-way dialogue; 
•  Constructive questions and answers; 
•  Cognizant of everyone’s time; 
•  Considerate of everyone’s opinion, respect viewpoints of everyone in the room; 
•  Stay aligned with the agenda, begin and leave on-time; 
•  Work together to address any concerns that the public may have; 
•  Leave the PLC meeting with a little more information than what you came in with. 

• Introductions were made by all attendees, including their role and reason for attending the PLC 
Meeting. 

http://www.ghd.com/
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2. Review of Previous Minutes from June 6, 2019 
 
• EG passed the floor to BS to speak to the previous PLC meeting Minutes from June 5, 2019. 
• DB commented on Page 9 of the previous minutes: The word “grated” should be changed to 

“granted”. 
• DB commented that on Page 11 of the previous minutes: Clarifying the wording, I asked if there is a 

specified truck route. The answer provided was not discussed in the meeting. 
• TB responded that the truck route is not part of the Environmental Compliance Approval (ECA). 
• TD and TB responded that they would have to review the ECA to see if the the truck route is defined. 
• BS suggested that the note be followed by “Note provided after the meeting as part of clarification in 

providing an answer”. 

 
3. Site Update 
• TD provided the site update with details on what has happened since the last PLC meeting. 
• TD provided an overview of the waste acceptance since the last PLC meeting. 
• TD provided an overview of the leachate levels, indicating a 0.50 m reduction since the last PLC 

meeting. The leachate is being treated and hauled off-site. 
• TD explained that the site received an MECP order to reduce leachate levels at the site by March 

2020. 
• TD discussed the leachate treatment plant. There was a fouling from a combination of a film caused 

by a combination of suspended solids and hardness. BRE adjusted the cleansing of the membrane 
with additional treatment train. Dissolved Air Floatation Unit DAF will reduce 95% of the solids prior to 
entering the membranes.  

• The treatment plant has been restored and is operating at flow rates of 100 to 125 per day without the 
assistance of the DAF.  The DAF unit will be running full-time to assist the leachate treatment plant 
next week. 

• (DB) For modifications to the plant, Taylor are you on-site? 
• (TB) I’m not on-site every day, but BRE has conditions to adhere to with limited operational flexibility. 
• (DM) Why are we still smelling odours? 
• EG indicated that odours will be discussed in the next section. 
• TD provided an update on odour through an active and passive odour mitigation strategy. 
• TD indicated that the leachate in the cell has lowered by 0.50 m since the last PLC. Additionally, the 

application for continuous discharge has been submitted to the MECP for approval. We have 
increased the thickness of the interim cover on Stage 3.  As noted in the ECA, we are allowed to use 
imported soil, as long as it meeting the parameters of Table 3 of the Environmental Protection Act 
(EPA). We are trying to import Table 3 soil, as the on-site clay when exposed to wind and air is prone 
to desiccation. We are currently sourcing a silty sand that is not prone to desiccation. 

• TD indicated that they are trying to be as predictive as possible with the odour, particularly on the 
weekend. Over the weekend of October 21, we had staff on site to apply odour detection techniques 
before the first complaint was received.   

• TD indicated that GHD conducted a monitoring event June 25 – 27, 2019. Monitoring was done on- 
and off-site. This was not the typical monitoring process. You can see (referring to the map on the 
screen) the modeling points, as well as the intensity at these spots. This data was used to enhance 
our capping in Stage 3, granulars and some other techniques. This dot here is the leachate treatment 
plant and had an odour at times. To mitigate the odour, we had carbon filtration installed on the vents 
in that area. 
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Item Description 
• TD indicated that while we used the onsite monitoring for the passive techniques, we tried to use 

bentonite clay to seal-off spots of issue. Being clay, it desiccates like the other clay, but it is a tool we 
can use in wet conditions. We tried a spray gel for spot treatment; however, on dry hot days, it 
evaporated quickly. Where there was moisture in clay, it worked well. 

• On the edge of the cell, we used cedar mulch to filter out any odour that might be coming from that 
area.  We have completely sealed the cell and installed carbon filtering on leachate treatment stacks. 
The stationary mister also runs 24 hours per day. 

• TD indicated that in order to mitigate the desiccation on the clay, our bulldozer and compactor are 
working on the clay through compaction and back-dragging.  Discussions with companies that can 
help with other new techniques that may address the odour are taking place. 

• (DB) You wonder why people get upset. Ami Kemp said that leachate treatment system is totally 
enclosed, but now you are saying that we have to filter on the vent stacks, even when I questioned it. 

• (DM) – When you say clay isn’t working, shouldn’t this have been tested before? The Tom Howe 
Landfill smelled, and it still does. Why didn’t you test before you put the material in here? 

• (TD) Soil passed the test, but the on-site clay content is very high. 
• (DM) We know it cracks. 
• (TD) We have to have it approved in order for it to be used on site. 
• (DM) It has to be tested, and if it doesn’t pass you should be shutting it down. 
• (TB) Clay is the most common landfill component on the planet. This is not uncommon. In this 

particular situation, they have identified that Sandy Loam would be better at this site. 
• (DM) You could have asked any farmer, we know it cracks. You say you did your research. 
• EG noted that these comments would be documented. 
• TD reviewed the odour complaints received to date. We’re not perfect, but trending in the right 

direction. This gives you an idea on the spikes and the bad time that occurred in March. I definitely 
heard the complaints on the treatment that members of the public received when you call the 
complaint line, and I’ve spoken to the staff that are answering the phone, making sure they are polite. 

• We have included a fridge magnet and a business card for your wallet with the complaint lines listed.  
We also looked at what the Ministry asks for when making a complaint and provided you with those 
details in the package provided.  It shows seven questions that relate to quality, intensity, frequency, 
duration, weather conditions, source and how it is affecting you.  

• In order to receive the quickest response, it is best to call the scale house, and what the interaction 
will be is focused on the seven questions that are provided via the MECP information. This helps us 
build-up a database, and helps when we share information with the MECP. This is our process.   

• (LW) So don’t call Bill? 
• (TD) Please don’t call Bill. 
• (LW) What is the Complaint Line and what is the Spills Response Line? 
• TD conveyed which is site number and which is MECP. 
• (DM) Clarification sought on the Complaint Line. 
• MD provided clarification on MECP spills number. 
• (DB) I have a number for tips 1-866-663-8477. During working hours, the first call should be to the 

scale house? 
• (TD) Either the scale house or main line is fine. 
• (DB) If it’s after hours, we would call? 
• (TD) Those numbers will go to either a person or a message and they distribute it to us. 
• (DB) Third option is to MECP Tips? 
• (MD) Or you can call TB directly. 
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Item Description 
• TB handed out new business cards with his phone numbers. 
• (DM) I had 4 in October, 4 in September, 6 in June, and July was 5. But I can guarantee that more 

people called in. 
• (TD) All I can go from is what is called in to our line, and what is passed on to us from the Spills line.   
• (TB) Have all of your complaints been left with BRE? 
• (DM) Most are, but some would go to the Spills line. 
• (TB) I recommend you call there first, if I am away and can’t get to you, you should call BRE directly. 
• (DM) The other night it was a scale of 10. 
• (MD) I know what the website says, but in general we can say 1-5, 1-10. Try not to get too hung up on 

that. 
• (TB) Just say that it is very bad. 
• (TD) Standardization of data is what we are after. 
• (MD) We can’t control what the Spills actions are asking us. 
• (TB) We are happy to adopt this approach going forward. 
• TD provided an overview on the hauling of clay from the old railway line. There were a number of 

incidents from haulers not using the designated haul route. I have warned them 3 times about 
incorrect haul route.  I have contacted By-Law, signs are up, and it is now enforceable. We 
recommended that OPP enforce this via the By-Law.  Don’t be surprised if you see OPP on Townline 
Road or near the front entrance of Brooks, as haulers tend to go too fast down the road. We have yet 
to see OPP, but we are hoping it corrects the haul route problem. 

 
4. Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks 

 
• TB indicated that 4 inspections were completed at the site from last PLC, and that the site has done 

quite well with compliance. 
• TB indicated that the order was placed on the site in September to reduce the leachate level to 

196.75MASL, and once we get there we can assess what that does to odour when we are out there 
doing our checks. We stop in fairly frequently. 

• (LW) Is leachate still being trucked out? 
• (TD) Effluent is being trucked out, not leachate. Raw leachate goes through the treatment system first 

and then is hauled out as effluent. 
• (TB) Treating the raw leachate first through the plant then loading it on trucks is the preferred 

approach from an odour perspective. 
• (DM) Why does it smell worst on the weekends? 
• (TB) I can’t answer that. 
• (TD) If we knew why and when, we would make sure it wouldn’t happen. We have to be predictive. 

For example, with still winds, and temperatures of 10 degrees or less, this tends to create problems. 
For Saturday and Sunday, they come in, and preventative measures are taken when possible. 

• (DM) What is preventative? The febreeze stuff? 
• (TB) They febreeze all the time, and rework the clay in areas where they feel they have the source. 
• TB indicated that he needed to depart early and asked for additional questions. 
• (DB) Dave Glenney said that his son was complaining at the last PLC about odour, did you go to his 

house last time after PLC? 
• (TB) We chatted after the PLC, but it was pretty late, so I didn’t make it over. 
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Item Description 
• (DB) I sent you some photos on what I think is not “daily cover”, you responded back that you had 

talked to them. 
• (TB) I followed-up with them. It looks like, at the time, adequate cover had been applied. After visiting 

the site, I did not see it to be an issue. 
• (DB) But from photos, what would your opinion be? 
• (TB) I thought it was adequate. 
• (DB) You do realize that as they go up, that stuff would go all over the neighbourhood. 
• (TB) They would need to clean it up if that was blown all over the place. 
• (MD) We can’t go by assumption. 
• (DB) This is not an assumption, it would have gone all over the place. 
• (MD) We have to react in real time. We reviewed the pictures and are happy to review any other 

information you pass on. 
• (LW) But this was on the weekend, so there was time between MECP inspection and when you went 

to investigate. 
• (TD) There is a difference between daily cover and waste. When you fly overhead, there is what is 

called “flagging” from plastic. It’s just the way it is when you cover the material. 
• (TB) Perhaps it looks different from aerial views, realize that it’s a different perspective. It’s apparent 

from the photos that there aren’t exposed piles of waste. 
• (DB) In terms of the order of owners of the site – can you help me out and confirm: First it was 

Edwards, next it was Haldimand Norfolk. And the Edwards landfill had a CofA? 
• (MD) They are now called ECAs. 
• (DB) Edwards had an ECA, does that transfer to new owner? 
• (MD) It’s the same document, just new notices attached to the ECA. It can be confusing. 
• (DB) During non-operating hours, the site entrance is secured before and after hours. I sent a photo 

on the back gate, it was open for clay removal. 
• (TD) It should be closed at night, but we will remind them. 
• (MD) That condition is set to prevent people from entering the active landfill site, which is fully fenced 

from a compliance perspective. We’re not concerned about accessing the landfill.  What are you 
specifically concerned about? 

• (DB) I was concerned that they are not in compliance with the ECA. 
• (TB/TD) They/We will make sure that the gate is closed. 
• (DM) Why are there rules if they are not complying? 
• (MD) The majority are in compliance. One that we are putting in place is the leachate levels - we have 

issued an Order to remove leachate to get to the appropriate level. 
• (DM) What is right now? 
• (TD) 197.3m  
• (MD) By March, they need to be down to the proposed level, and then we will make a determination if 

it needs to be adjusted. We will look into the concern around that particular condition, but I do not 
believe that they are out of compliance with keeping access closed-off to the active landfill site. 

• (DM) Four-wheelers can get in there. 
• (DB) I would like to see them in compliance. I was at the meeting in Haldimand County when they 

approved the railway site to be included at the site and you can access it. 
• (MD) The Ministry approves the landfill footprint, we will look into this issue and get back to you. 

TB departed from the PLC meeting at this time. 
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5. Environmental Compliance and Approvals 
 

• BS provided overview of Environmental Compliance and Approvals. 
• BS indicated that work has started on the Environmental Assessment (EA) Conditions of 

Approval, including the Compliance Monitoring Program. Additional EA Conditions of Approval 
relate to supporting documentation prepared as part of the ECA Amendment application. 

• ECA Amendment application with Design and Operations Report was submitted with various 
supporting documents around Air Quality/Odour, Groundwater and Surface Water protection, 
Extreme Weather Events, etc.  

• The ECA Amendment application is now pending review at MECP approvals. 
• (BD) Question was raised with respect to the differences between an EA and an ECA? 
• (BS) EA looks at potential options and provides an assessment/evaluation of the proposed 

project, and an ECA is an approval that sets out how the project will be implemented and 
operated. 

• (DM) How many complaints need to be submitted in order to shutdown the site? 
• (MD) It’s not about how many complaints, it focusses on if they are in compliance or not. We 

encourage you to call the complaint lines at any time to notify us. 

 
6. Questions from the Public 
 

• EG opened the floor to questions.  
• (DM) You handed out a sheet with phone numbers at the last meeting. That should have been 

done previously and it has a mistake on it. This has been going on for years. Ok, we look over 
that, it passes now, photos passed on, gates left open, and it doesn’t matter. There are so many 
mistakes in this day in age. For soil content, go to Guelph and get the soil tested – they are all 
about agriculture. Guelph has the biggest soil thing going, get it tested and get it fixed.   

• EG indicated that it would be noted as a recommendation. 
• (RB) Some trucks are coming in really early, what are the hours of operation at the site? They 

have been there very early.   
• (TD) The site cannot accept waste that early, but they may be queuing at the site for the clay. 
• (MD) This may be a municipal issue. 
• (RB) But you are not doing anything at the site before 7:00 am? 
• (TD) No. I would encourage you to call Municipal By-Law and/or OPP. 
• (RB) What time are you closed? 
• (TD) We are on reduced hours, but can’t accept anything after 5:00 pm. 
• (DB) When you have deliveries, are they not sent instructions on where they need to go in terms 

of routing? 
• (TD) Yes they are. Brooks to Highway 3.  All I can do is call their company and say don’t go that 

way, but make a call to the Municipality to report it. 
• (DB) Will the road be fixed?  
• (TD) That is Haldimand County Roads’s jurisdiction.  
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Item Description 
7. PLC Membership 
 

• EG provided overview of the PLC committee openings for formal involvement and encouraged 
those interested to reach out. 

 
8. Other Business and Next Meeting 

 
• Dates fo.r meetings in 2020 was discussed. In keeping with the same schedule from previous 

years, 3 PLC Meetings are planned for 2020 – the first Wednesday evening of March, June and 
November.   

• These dates will need to be confirmed with Dave Glenney for booking the meeting room at the 
Fire Hall 
• March 4th 
• June 3rd 
• November 4th  

 
This confirms and records GHD's interpretation of the discussions which occurred and our understanding 
reached during this meeting. Unless notified in writing within 7 days of the date issued, we will assume that 
this recorded interpretation or description is complete and accurate. 


