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1. Introduction 

This document describes the consultation activities carried out during preparation of the proposed 
Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental Assessment (EA) Terms of Reference and 
the results of those consultation activities. The Terms of Reference sets out the proposed 
framework that will be followed during the preparation of the SCRF EA to satisfy the applicable 
requirements of the Environmental Assessment Act (EA Act). For proposed “undertakings” in the 
Province of Ontario that are subject to the EA Act, a Terms of Reference is the first step of a 
two-step approval process. A Terms of Reference is a document prepared by a proponent that sets 
out the framework or work plan for the planning and decision-making process to be followed during 
preparation of the SCRF EA. A Terms of Reference is submitted to the Ontario Minister of the 
Environment and Climate Change (Minister) for approval. 

If the Terms of Reference is approved by the Minister, the preparation of the EA follows as the 
second step of the EA Act approvals process. The SCRF EA must be prepared in accordance with 
the approved Terms of Reference. 

Section 5.1 of the EA Act states that consultation with “such persons as may be interested” should 
take place during the preparation of the Terms of Reference. Based on this expectation, a 
Consultation Program for the SCRF Terms of Reference was prepared in accordance with the 
Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change’s (MOECC’s) “Code of Practice for Consultation in 
Ontario’s Environmental Assessment Process”, and “Code of Practice for Preparing and Reviewing 
Terms of Reference for Environmental Assessments in Ontario”. The Consultation Program 
established a number of principles and objectives that were followed during the Terms of Reference 
preparation process with the interested persons (see Section 2). 

Interested persons included review agencies, Aboriginal communities ((First Nations and Métis 
organizations), and the public (see Section 3). All interested persons were engaged through a 
number of consultation activities held during the various phases of the Terms of Reference 
preparation process. Section 4 summarizes these activities. Comments received in response to the 
consultation activities and how they were considered during preparation of the Terms of Reference 
are provided in Section 5. 

In accordance with the MOECC’s “Code of Practice for Preparing and Reviewing Terms of 
Reference for Environmental Assessments in Ontario” (January 2014), this Record of Consultation 
is provided as a stand-alone document to accompany the proposed SCRF EA Terms of Reference 
as part of Terrapure Environmental’s (Terrapure’s) submission to the Minister for review and 
approval. 
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2. Consultation Principles and Goals 

A program for consulting with interested persons was developed as part of initiating the Terms of 
Reference process in accordance with MOECC’s Code of Practice1. At the outset, seven 
consultation principles were established as part of developing the program to: 

• Ensure that the EA Act requirements associated with consultation were achieved. 

• Ensure that MOECC’s expectations as expressed through their Codes of Practice are met. 

• Minimize outstanding concerns/issues. 

• Maintain Terrapure’s strong and positive relationship with the local community and the City of 
Hamilton. 

Table 2.1 lists each of the principles established for consultation during preparation of the Terms of 
Reference. 

Table 2.1 Consultation Principles 

Consultation Principles 
Inclusivity: The consultation process is clear, open and inclusive 
Flexibility: Multiple consultation opportunities using a variety of flexible participation methods 
Accessibility: Information about the SCRF EA Terms of Reference is accessible to all interested 
persons  
Clarity: Information presented used simple, non-technical language and visual aids to foster full 
understanding by the general public 
Responsiveness: The Project Team is responsive to issues and opportunities raised by interested 
persons whilst allowing for additional dialogue to take place if required 
Respect: Mutual respect is encouraged and maintained amongst all interested persons throughout 
all aspects and phases of the EA process 
Transparency: The consultation activities, as well as issues, opportunities, and how they were 
considered by Terrapure, is documented and made available to the public 

With these seven overarching principles in mind, four goals were developed for the Consultation 
Program that were carried throughout the consultation process: 

1. Enhance public awareness and the communication of information 

2. Provide multiple consultation opportunities 

3. Identify and consider issues and opportunities 

4. Ensure the solicitation and documentation of participant feedback 

The four goals are further detailed in Table 2.2. 

                                                      
1 Section 5 “Preparation of a Terms of Reference”, page 21 of the MOECC’s Code of Practice for “Consultation in Ontario’s 

Environmental Assessment Process”  
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Table 2.2 Goals of the Consultation Program 

Goal 1: Enhance Public Awareness and the Communication of Information 
• Enhance awareness of the EA process and provide multiple opportunities for the public to get 

involved. 
• Educate the public on the technical information presented during the EA process to enhance 

their understanding of the issues and opportunities. 
• Provide the public with timely, clear, and understandable information so that they can be 

meaningfully involved in the EA process. 
• Establish meaningful communication among Terrapure, the Project Team, and interested 

persons to facilitate informative discussion on issues and opportunities. 
• Utilize web-based, electronic, and print materials to ensure that interested persons have full 

access to information and documentation. 

Goal 2: Provide Multiple Consultation Opportunities 
• Engage interested persons through a variety of accessible and timely methods and 

opportunities to participate throughout the EA process. 
• Be flexible and hold additional consultation activities if extra dialogue with interested persons is 

required. 
• Ensure equal access to participation by hosting events at venues that are accessible, 

conveniently located, and known to the general public. 

Goal 3: Identify and Consider Issues and Opportunities 
• Ensure that consultation is relevant by considering input, concerns, and suggestions received 

from interested persons and updating project approaches and plans when possible/appropriate. 
• Work proactively with interested persons to resolve concerns throughout the various phases of 

the SCRF EA. Where concerns cannot be resolved, fully document the reasons why. 

Goal 4: Ensure the Solicitation and Documentation of Participant Feedback 
• Provide full documentation of input received throughout the EA process including participant 

questions, comments, and concerns. 
• Prepare summaries of input from consultation events and notes of meetings with interested 

persons. 
• Regularly post project updates, reports, meeting notes, and summaries from consultation 

events on the project website and social media sites, as appropriate. 
• Provide timely responses to questions, comments, and concerns that are received, providing 

electronic responses or otherwise, as requested by the recipient. 
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3. Interested Persons 

Prior to initiating the Terms of Reference, a 
preliminary list of interested persons was 
developed based on: 

• Previous projects and Environmental 
Assessments undertaken by Terrapure at 
the SCRF (Figure 3.1). 

• The MOECC’s Environmental Assessment 
Government Review Team Master 
Distribution List (October 2015). 

• Correspondence from the MOECC in June 
2016 regarding Aboriginal Communities 
that may have an interest in the project 

• Current municipal, provincial and federal 
elected officials in the area. 

As appropriate, the preliminary list was updated 
during the Terms of Reference process to 
reflect: 

1. Requested changes to contact information. 

2. Those interested persons who requested no further involvement in the SCRF EA process. 

3. New interested persons who requested to be directly notified of future events. 

3.1 Review Agencies 

The following 19 review agencies were contacted during preparation of the Terms of Reference 
including federal departments, provincial ministries and agencies, and regional and local agencies: 

Federal and Provincial Agencies 
Environment Canada Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing 
Transport Canada Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing 

(Ontario Growth Secretariat) 
Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry 
Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport 
Ministry of Economic Development, 
Employment and Infrastructure 

Ministry of Transportation 

Ministry of the Environment and Climate 
Change 

Niagara Escarpment Commission 

Infrastructure Ontario Ontario Provincial Police 

Figure 2.1 Location of the Terrapure 
Stoney Creek Regional Facility 
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Municipal and Regional Agencies 
Hamilton Conservation Authority 
City of Hamilton, including the following departments: planning, economic development, water, 
public health, transportation, and city manager 
Hamilton- Wentworth Catholic District School Board 
Hamilton- Wentworth District School Board 

3.2 Aboriginal Communities 

The following Aboriginal communities were contacted during preparation of the Terms of Reference: 

• Mississaugas of the New Credit First Nation 

• Six Nations of the Grand River First Nation 

• Haudenosaunee Confederacy Chiefs Council 

• Haudenosaunee Development Institute 

• Métis Nation of Ontario and Métis Nation of Ontario Clear Waters Métis Council2 

3.3 Public 

In addition to review agencies and Aboriginal communities, the public was contacted during 
preparation of the Terms of Reference. There are approximately 196 public members included in 
the project contact database. The public contact list is made of individuals that directly requested to 
be added to the list, those who provided written comments and attended events, adjacent property 
owners, and individuals known to Terrapure who have expressed interest in the past. Table 3.3 list 
the groups making up the public members and how they were identified. A complete list is included 
in Appendix A. 

4. Consultation Activities During Preparation of the 
Terms of Reference 

A number of consultation activities took place with review agencies, Aboriginal communities and the 
public during development of the Terms of Reference. The consultation activities specific to review 
agencies, Aboriginal communities and the public is described in the following subsections. 

4.1 Review Agencies 

A number of consultation activities took place with review agencies throughout the Terms of 
Reference process, including the following: 

• Issuing a formal Notice of Commencement and Public Open House 

• Hosting a special Public Open House preview session for GRT members 

• Hosting a GRT meeting 

                                                      
2 On December 13, 2016, the Métis Nation of Ontario advised Terrapure that all correspondence for Métis Nation of Ontario should 

be sent to Métis Nation of Ontario only and not to Métis Nation of Ontario Clear Waters Métis Council 
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• Issuing Notice of draft Terms of Reference 

• Individual meetings with review agencies, including the City of Hamilton and the MOECC 

• Issuing an Update Notice for the Terms of Reference 

• Issuing a Notice of Terms of Reference Submission Date 

4.1.1 Notice of Commencement and Public Open House 

A Notice of Commencement and Public Open House was issued on June 7, 2016 to formally 
announce the start of the SCRF EA Terms of Reference process. It was provided to review 
agencies listed in Section 3.1 by email on June 7, 2016. A copy of the Notice of Commencement 
and Open House is included in Appendix B. Copies of the email sent to review agencies is 
included in Appendix C. 

4.1.2 Terms of Reference Public Open House 

As further described in Section 4.3.4 a Public Open House was held on June 21, 2016. 
Representatives from the MOECC and the City of Hamilton attended the Public Open House. In 
addition to being invited to the Open House, staff and Councilors from the City of Hamilton were 
invited to view the display material and speak to the project team the afternoon of June 21, 2016 in 
advance of the Open House. 

4.1.3 Government Review Team Meeting 

A Government Review Team was established during preparation of the Terms of Reference to 
provide a forum for in-depth discussion of project issues with agencies having regulatory authority 
and representatives from local municipalities. As a result, the Government Review Team ensures 
that the Project Team has effectively engaged with the various levels of government responsible for 
commenting on the SCRF EA. A Government Review Team meeting took place on June 22, 2016. 
The purpose of this meeting was to provide background on the SCRF EA, to provide an overview of 
the EA process and development of the Terms of Reference and to discuss key issues of interest to 
the Government Review Team members. Ten members attended from five review agencies. A 
summary of this meeting is included in Appendix D. 

4.1.4 Notification of the Draft Terms of Reference 

The Draft SCRF EA Terms of Reference was made available for review and comment from 
June 23, 2016 to August 19, 2016 prior to being finalized and formally submitted to the Minister for 
review and approval. 

The notification was emailed to review agencies on June 23, 2016. A copy of the email is included 
in Appendix I. A follow-up email was sent to review agencies on August 17, 2016 requesting 
comments on the draft Terms of Reference. On November 8, 2016 follow-up letters were sent via 
email to review agencies who had not already provided comments on the Draft Terms of Reference 
(see Appendix C). 

4.1.5 Individual Meetings with Review Agencies 

Face to face meetings were held with review agencies on an as-needed basis to discuss the 
project. Most of these meetings were held following the release of the draft Terms of Reference and 



 

 
 

GHD | Terms of Reference-Record of Consultation (Amended) | 11112771 (14) 7 

 

provided an opportunity for review agencies to discuss their comments on the draft Terms of 
Reference with Terrapure. While some of these meetings were held following the end of the 
comment period for the draft Terms of Reference, their comments were considered as part of 
preparing the final Terms of Reference. Specifically, meetings were held with the following 
agencies: 

Table 4.1 Meeting with Review Agencies 

Date of Meeting Name Agency or Organization 
March 8, 2016 MOECC Assistant Deputy Minister & District Manager 
March 10, 2016 MOECC Environmental Approvals Branch  
June 3, 2010 City of Hamilton 
June 22, 2016 Government Review Team 
June 28, 2016 Hamilton Wentworth District School Board 
July 14, 2016 City of Hamilton 
August 3, 2016 Hamilton Chamber of Commerce 
August 11, 2016 City of Hamilton – Economic Development 
August 18, 2016 City of Hamilton 
September 7, 2016 Stoney Creek Chamber Commerce 
September 20, 2016 City of Hamilton Planning Committee 
November 1, 2016 City of Hamilton 
November 16, 2016 Flamborough Chamber of Commerce 

Summaries of these meetings are included in Appendix D. 

4.1.6 Terms of Reference Update 

On January 6, 2017, a Notice providing an update on Terms of Reference was distributed to all 
review agencies. The Notice summarized the consultation activities that have occurred to date and 
summarized the key modifications made to the Terms of Reference as ar result of the feedback that 
had been received, and the next steps that will be taken. A copy of the Terms of Reference Update 
Notice is included in Appendix E. A Copy of the email sent to review agencies is included in 
Appendix C. 

4.1.7 Notification of Terms of Reference Submission Date 

On January 18, 2017 review agencies were notified via email that the submission date for the 
proposed Terms of Reference was February 8, 2017. The review agencies were asked to confirm 
their contact information and what format they would like to receive the Terms of Reference in to 
facilitate their review (i.e. hard copy, electronic copy on a USB key via regular mail, or an electronic 
copy via email). A copy of the notification of Terms of Reference Submission Date correspondence 
is included in Appendix C. 

4.1.8 Notification of Terms of Reference Submission 

On February 3, 2017 Terrapure couriered the Proposed Terms of Reference to review agencies 
who requested hard copies or USB keys. On Febrruary 8, 2017, Terrapure provided the Proposed 
Terms of Reference by email to revew agencies who requested an electronic copy via email. In 
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addition to the Proposed Terms of Reference, Terrapure provided review agencies with a copy of 
the Notice of Submission, a memorandum from Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer with the 
Ministry of the Environment, with further instructions, and a 2-page summary of the revisions made 
to the Proposed Terms of Reference in response to comments received on the draft Terms of 
Reference. . A copy of the the Notice of Submission correspondence is included in Appendix C. 

4.1.9 Consultation Following Submission of the Proposed Terms of Reference 

As a result of comments received on the Proposed Terms of Reference, additional consultation was 
undertaken and three agencies provided further comments: the City of Hamilton, the Ministry of 
Tourism, Culture and Sport, and the MOECC. Terrapure elected to take a “time-out” in the Terms of 
Reference review process to address comments received during the 30-day review period and 
amend the Terms of Reference. In accordance with Section 7.2 of the MOECC’s “Code of Practice 
for Preparing and Reviewing Terms of Reference for Environmental Assessments in Ontario,” 
Terrapure is responsible for consulting with persons who are affected by proposed amendments to 
the Terms of Reference. As a result, the MOECC and the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport 
were consulted on these amendments. Specifically, the draft Amended Terms of Reference was 
provided to the MOECC and to the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport for review. 

City of Hamilton 

In addition to responding to comments on the proposed Terms of Reference directly, Terrapure 
presented to the City of Hamilton Planning Committee on April 18, 2017. City of Hamilton Staff 
provided one set of their comments (March 10, 2017) in a report to Planning Committee at this 
meeting and subsequently to City of Hamilton Council on April 26, 2017. The staff report did not 
include the April 7, 2017 comments or either of Terrapure’s response letters dated March 31, 2017 
and April 13, 2017 due to the timing of when staff reports are to be submitted to the Clerk’s office. 
Nevertheless, Terrapure worked with the City to address the City’s comments in parallel to the Staff 
report for Committee and Council. 

As requested by staff, Council endorsed the comments provided to the MOECC on March 10, 2017 
and directed staff to provide the staff report to the MOECC to be considered as part of the EA. In 
addition, Council passed a motion noting that the “City of Hamilton opposes the application made by 
Terrapure Environmental to increase the capacity of the landfill.”  While the Proposed Terms of 
Reference does not constitute an “application to increase the capacity of the landfill”, Terrapure will 
consider these comments during the EA and continue to consult with the City during the EA. It 
should be noted that Terrapure received confirmation on April 28, 2017 that the City was satisfied 
that the responses provided have adequately addressed the City’s concerns. 

Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport 

As noted above, Terrapure made amendments to the Terms of Reference in response to comments 
received from the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport. The Ministry responded on 
March 30, 2017 that they were satisfied with the proposed amendments. 

Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change 

Following receipt of comments on the proposed Terms of Reference from the MOECC on 
March 10, 2017, Terrapure provided draft responses to the MOECC on March 26, 2017 and offered 
to have conference calls with each of the MOECC reviewers to discuss their comments and 
Terrapure’s proposed responses. One conference call was held with a Ministry reviewer (Ian 
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Parrott) on March 29, 2017. Mr. Parrott indicated on the conference call that he was satisfied with 
Terrapure’s proposed responses. In addition a draft Amended Terms of Reference was provided to 
the MOECC on March 27, 2017. 

Further comments were received on the draft Amended Terms of Reference from the MOECC on 
April 18, 2017. A conference call was held with the Ministry on April 28, 2017 to discuss these 
comments, specifically the MOECC’s request regarding human health, as well as the next steps for 
submission of the Amended Proposed Terms of Reference. 

4.2 Aboriginal Communities 

A number of consultation activities were undertaken with Aboriginal communities throughout the 
Terms of Reference process, including the following: 

• Issuing a formal Notice of Commencement and Public Open House 

• Issuing Notice of draft Terms of Reference 

• Issuing an Update Notice for the Terms of Reference 

• Notification of the Terms of Reference Submission Date 

4.2.1 Notice of Commencement and Public Open House 

As discussed in Section 4.1.1, a Notice of Commencement and Public Open House was issued on 
June 7, 2016 to formally announce the start of the SCRF EA Terms of Reference process. The 
noticed was emailed and mailed on June 7, 2016 to all identified Aboriginal communities on the 
project-specific contact database. A copy of the Notice of Commencement and Open House is 
included in Appendix B. Copies of the emails/letters sent to Aboriginal communities is included in 
Appendix F. 

4.2.2 Notification of the Draft Terms of Reference 

As discussed in Section 4.1.3, the Draft SCRF EA Terms of Reference was made available for 
review and comment from June 23, 2016 to August 19, 2016 prior to being finalized and formally 
submitted to the Minister for review and approval. 

Phone calls to Aboriginal communities were placed on June 30, 2016 advising that the draft Terms 
of Reference is available for review from the project website. The Aboriginal communities were 
asked if they would like to receive the Terms of Reference in an alternate format to facilitate their 
review (i.e. hard copy, electronic copy on a USB key via regular mail, or an electronic copy via 
email). None of the Aboriginal communities requested a copy of the draft Terms of Reference in any 
alternate formats. On November 7 and 8, 2016 follow-up letters were sent by registered mail and by 
email to the Aboriginal communities who had not already provided comments on the Draft Terms of 
Reference. In addition, voicemail messages were left with these Aboriginal communities beginning 
on November 9, 2016. Emails and calls were also placed on December 9 & 22, 2016, and 
January 4, 2017 (see Appendix F). 

4.2.3 Terms of Reference Update 

On January 6, 2017, a Notice providing an update on Terms of Reference discussing revisions and 
submission timing was distributed to Aboriginal communities. This notice was sent by email and by 
registered mail. As discussed in Section 4.1.5, the Notice summarized the consultation activities 
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that have occurred to date and summarized the key modifications made to the Terms of Reference 
as ar result of the feedback that had been received, and the next steps that will be taken. A copy of 
the Terms of Reference Update Notice is included in Appendix E. Copies of the emails/letters sent 
to Aboriginal communities is included in Appendix F. 

4.2.4 Notification of Terms of Reference Submission Date 

On January 18, 2017 Aboriginal communities were notified via email and registered mail that the 
submission date for the proposed Terms of Reference was February 8, 2017. The Aboriginal 
communities were asked to confirm their contact information and asked what format they would like 
to receive the Terms of Reference in to facilitate their review (i.e. hard copy, electronic copy on a 
USB key via regular mail, or an electronic copy via email). A copy of the notification of Terms of 
Reference Submission Date correspondence is included in Appendix F. 

4.2.5 Notification of Terms of Reference Submission 

On February 3, 2017 Terrapure couriered a USB key with the a Proposed Terms of Reference to 
Aboriginal communities. On Febrruary 8, 2017, Terrapure also provided the Proposed Terms of 
Reference by email to Aboriginal communities. In addition to the Proposed Terms of Reference, 
Terrapure provided Aboriginal communities with a copy of the Notice of Submission, a 
memorandum from Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer with the Ministry of the Environment, 
with further instructions, and a 2-page summary of the revisions made to the Proposed Terms of 
Reference in response to comments received on the draft Terms of Reference. A copy of the the 
Notice of Submission correspondence is included in Appendix F. 

4.3 Public 

A number of consultation activities were undertaken with members of the public throughout the 
Terms of Reference process, including the following: 

• Issuing a formal Notice of Commencement and Public Open House 

• Creation of a project-specific website, toll-free phone number and social media accounts 

• Hosting special Community Liaison Committee (CLC) Workshops 

• Issuing Notice of draft Terms of Reference 

• Hosting a Public Open House 

• Individual meetings with members of the public 

• Distributing door hanger flyers and information packages 

• Issuing an Update Notice for the Terms of Reference  

• Notifying the public of the Terms of Reference submission date 

• On-going media coverage 

4.3.1 Notice of Commencement and Public Open House 

As discussed in Section 4.1.1, a Notice of Commencement and Public Open House was issued in 
June 7, 2016 to formally announce the start of the SCRF EA Terms of Reference process. The 
notice provided information to interested persons about the project and how they could be involved. 
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It was provided through a variety of means to increase the potential number of public members 
attending. Specifically, notification was provided as follows: 

• Email or regular mail to individuals on the project-specific contact list 

• Advertisements in the Hamilton Spectator on June 7 and 9, 2016 

• Advertisement in the Stoney Creek News on June 16, 2016 

• Canada Post Neighbourhood Mail (formerly known as Unaddressed Admail) to approximately 
4,400 addresses within an approximate radius of 1.5 km from the facility during the week of 
June 6, 2016 (see map in Appendix B) 

• Direct mailing and/or emailing on June 7, 2016 to property owners adjacent to the SCRF with 
available contact information3 

A copy of the Notice of Commencement and Open House is included in Appendix B. 

4.3.2 Terrapure Stoney Creek Regional Facility Project-Specific Website and 
Social Media Accounts 

A project-specific website (http://www.terrapurestoneycreek.com/) was launched on June 7, 2016 
as part of commencing the Terms of Reference. The website was established to provide clear and 
accurate information as well as opportunities for interested persons to give feedback to Terrapure 
Environmental. The website posts up-to-date information about current study activities, available 
documents, and notices of upcoming meetings with opportunities to provide feedback and 
comments. The website also houses a library of relevant background reports. The website consists 
of the following pages: 

• Home Page (including a Latest News module, listing upcoming events and open houses) 

• About Us (general information about the Site, Terrapure, and environmental controls and 
monitoring as shown in the Stoney Creek Landfill Fact Sheet) 

• Community Liaison Committee (information about the CLC as shown in the Stoney Creek 
Landfill Fact Sheet and the existing CLC website) 

• Local Community Investments (information about the Heritage Green Community Trust and the 
Trust’s website, as well as Hamilton Royalty program and Terrapure corporate community 
initiatives) 

• Document Library (any published notices and EA documents will be included here, as well as 
relevant policy documents) 

• Contact Us (contact information and contact form) 

In total, there have been 620 unique daily visitors to the website (as of January 2017), with 
increased traffic before and after key project milestones and meetings. 

In addition to the project website, project-specific social media accounts on Facebook and Twitter 
were created to provide project updates and provide another mechanism for interested persons to 
give feedback. 

                                                      
3 While contact information for all property owners was not available, those property owners would have also received the Notice of 

Commencement and Open House through the Canada Post Neighbourhood Mail 
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In addition to providing information about the project the project-specific website and social media 
accounts also provided another mechanism for interested persons to ask questions and provide 
feedback about the project. Seven comments/questions were submitted by members of the public 
through the website form and are included in Section 5. 

4.3.3 Community Liaison Committee 

The Terrapure Community Liaison Committee (CLC) is a committee established by Terrapure to 
share information and answer questions about the site’s operations. The committee is comprised of 
citizen members from the local community surrounding the facility, representatives of Terrapure, the 
City of Hamilton and the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change. 

The CLC operates outside of the SCRF EA and does not have a specific mandate to review the 
Terms of Reference and EA. However, given the interest of the CLC members in the SCRF EA and 
their knowledge of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility, the CLC was provided with opportunities to 
meet outside of their regular quarterly meetings to discuss the SCRF EA and provide their feedback 
on the Terms of Reference. A workshop was held on June 20, 2017 with the CLC prior to the Public 
Open House to provide advanced notice of the information to be presented at the Public Open 
House described in Table 4.2. A summary of this workshop is included in Appendix G. 

An additional workshop was held on July 11, 2016 to discuss the SCRF EA draft Terms of 
Reference, answer related questions and received feedback on the draft Terms of Reference. A 
summary of this workshop is included in Appendix G. Following the July 11, 2016 workshop, 
Terrapure provided CLC members the opportunity to participate in a third workshop session to 
answer any additional questions about the draft Terms of Reference. The CLC members declined 
this workshop. 

On January 31, 2017 an additional workshop was held to discuss how the Terms of Reference has 
changed and why. The workshop was attended by four members of the committee. A summary of 
this workshop is included in Appendix G. 

4.3.4 Terms of Reference Public Open House 

To create an opportunity for the public to learn about the SCRF EA, specifically the draft Terms of 
Reference and related process, and provide comments directly to the project team, a Public Open 
House was held on June 21, 2016 from 4 p.m. to 8 p.m. at the Salvation Army Winterberry Heights 
Church (300 Winterberry Drive, Stoney Creek). As discussed in Section 4.3.1, notification of the 
Public Open House was accomplished via a joint Notice of Commitment and Open House. 

The purpose of the Public Open House was to provide the public with an opportunity to review and 
provide comments on the draft Terms of Reference prior to it being submitted to MOECC for review 
and approval by the Minister. With this purpose in mind, the associated objectives were as follows: 

• Introduce the proposed undertaking 

• Describe the Terms of Reference and EA process 

• Present the alternatives to the undertaking as well as the selection of the preferred alternative 

• Introduce the alternative methods and the proposed evaluation methodology to be utilized 
during the EA to compare them 

• Provide an overview of the existing environmental conditions in and around the SCRF 
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• Solicit feedback and comments on how to best consult with the public going forward 

• Meet the Project Team (i.e., Terrapure and GHD) and ask questions, seek clarifications, and 
provide comments 

The format of the Public Open House was an informal drop-in session where public members could 
attend anytime during the hours and view the provided information and meet individually with 
Project Team members. The Public Open House display panels were posted on the project website 
immediately following the Public Open House for individuals who were not able to attend in the 
open house in person. The display panels contains information related to the draft Terms of 
Reference were arranged around the perimeter of the room by station or topic as follows: 

Table 4.2 Description of the Public Open House Panels 

Station Description 
Terrapure and the Existing 
SCRF 

• Information about Terrapure 
• Overview of the existing SCRF and its operations 
• Summary of Terrapure’s community investments through the City 

of Hamilton Royalty Program, Heritage Green Community Trust, 
and charitable organization donations 

EA Process & 
Consultation Opportunities 

• Overview of the EA process in Ontario 
• Identification of consultation opportunities 

Proposed Undertaking • Information on the changes being proposed for the facility  
Alternatives & Evaluation 
Approach 

• Summary of the alternatives considered, their evaluation, and the 
selection of the preferred option (i.e., to reconfigure the existing 
SCRF) 

• Description of the alternative designs 
Description of the 
Environment & Site 
Characteristics 

• Overview of the existing natural, social, economic, and built 
environment in and around the facility 

Commitments & 
Monitoring and Flexibility 
to Accommodate New 
Circumstances 

• Information about commitments and monitoring to be included in 
the EA and the approach to addressing changing circumstances 
throughout the process 

Proposed Consultation 
Program, Project 
Schedule & Next Steps 

• Description of the EA Consultation Program 
• Next steps in the EA process 

A total of 53 individuals attended the Public Open House. A summary report of the Public Open 
House is included in Appendix H. 

4.3.5 Notification of the Draft Terms of Reference 

As discussed in Section 4.1.3, the Draft SCRF EA Terms of Reference was made available for 
review and comment from June 23, 2016 to August 19, 2016 prior to being finalized and formally 
submitted to the Minister for review and approval. Notification of the draft Terms of Reference to the 
public was accomplished via the following: 

• Information at the Terms of Reference Open House, which was held the day before the draft 
Terms of Reference was released. 

• Email to individuals on the project-specific contact list with the Notice of Draft Terms of 
Reference (see Appendix I). 
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• A follow-up flyer was distributed to approximately 6,000 homes in the L8J postal area on 
August 8, 2017, to remind individuals to provide comments on the draft Terms of Reference by 
August 19, 2017. 

The draft Terms of Reference was available for download from the Terrapure project website 
beginning on June 23, 2016. In addition, a bound copy of the draft Terms of Reference was 
available for viewing at the following locations: 

• SCRF office (65 Green Mountain Road West, Hamilton, Ontario) 

• Clerk’s office at the City of Hamilton City Hall (71 Main St. W., 1st Floor 
Hamilton, Ontario) 

4.3.6 Meetings with Members of the Public 

Terrapure offered all parties who expressed interest in the SCRF EA the opportunity to meet 
in-person with members of the project team – both throughout the formal draft Terms of Reference 
comment period and afterwards. Several meetings were held with interested members of the public 
to discuss the project and receive feedback on the draft Terms of Reference. While some of these 
meetings were held following the end of the comment period for the draft Terms of Reference, 
comments received during these meetings were considered as part of preparing the final Terms of 
Reference. Summaries of these meetings are not provided due to privacy considerations. 

4.3.7 Door Hanger and Information Package 

September 8, 2016, door hangers were hand-delivered by members of the project team to 
approximately 770 homes in the Victory Ridge and Penny Lane Estates neighbourhoods, north and 
south of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility. The door hanger provided information about the project 
and invited residents to request an information package from Terrapure. Three residents requested 
information packages. A copy of the door hanger and information package is included in 
Appendix J. 

4.3.8 Terms of Reference Update 

On January 6, 2017, a Notice providing an update on Terms of Reference discussing revisions and 
submission timing was distributed to all members of the public on the project-specific contact list by 
email and mail. It was also distributed to approximately 4,500 homes in the L8J postal area. As 
discussed in Section 4.1.5, the Notice summarized the consultation activities that have occurred to 
date and summarized the key modifications made to the Terms of Reference as ar result of the 
feedback that had been received, and the next steps that will be taken. A copy of the Terms of 
Reference Update Notice is included in Appendix E. A copy of the email/letters sent to members of 
the public is included in Appendix E. 

4.3.9 Notification of Terms of Reference Submission Date 

On January 18, 2017, members of the public on the project-specific contact list were notified that 
the submission date for the proposed Terms of Reference was February 8, 2017. The notification 
was sent via email and mail. Copies of the email/letters sent to members of the public are included 
in Appendix K. 
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4.3.10 Notification of Terms of Reference Submission 

On February 3, 2017 Terrapure sent letters via registered mail to property owners adjacent to the 
SCRF notifying them that the Proposed Terms of Reference would be available for review ag review 
locations and on Terrapure’s website beginning on February 8. In addition Terrapure provided 
adjacent property owners with a copy of the Notice of Submission and a 2-page summary of the 
revisions made to the Proposed Terms of Reference in response to comments received on the draft 
Terms of Reference. On Febrruary 8, 2017, Terrapure sent the Notice of Submission to members of 
the public on the project-specific contact list via email. A copy of the the Notice of Submission and 
correspondence to adjacent property owners is included in Appendix K. 

4.3.11 Media Relations 

Following commencement of the Terms of Reference, Terrapure monitored all media outlets, 
including social media channels, routinely to identify articles associated with the project. In addition, 
Terrapure staff made themselves available to media inquiries to address questions about the 
project. Further, staff from the Hamilton Community News were added to the stakeholder list and 
provided with regular updates regarding the project. 

Media news stories related to the SCRF EA covered issues including: the new residential 
development surrounding the SCRF, consultation with the local residents, potential impacts related 
to odour, potential environmental impacts, and the potential school proposed to be located near the 
SCRF. These comments were considered by Terrapure and are included in Section 5.3. In 
addition, Greg Jones, Terrapure’s Managing Director, Communications & Public Affairs was 
interviewed on the Bill Kelly Show on AM900 CHML on August 24, 2016 to respond to many of 
these comments directly. 

5. Comments Received and Their Consideration in 
the Terms of Reference 

The preceding consultation activities resulted in a range of comments being received from the 
involved review agencies, Aboriginal communities, and the public. Comments were received 
through letters, emails, telephone calls, submissions on the project website and at meetings. 

The comments received and issues raised and how they have been considered by Terrapure during 
preparation of the Terms of Reference are summarized in three separate tables in accordance with 
Section 5.3.1 of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change’s “Code of Practice for 
Preparing and Review Terms of Reference for Environmental Assessments in Ontario 
(January 2014): 

• Table 5.1 summarizes the comments received from review agencies during preparation of the 
Terms of Reference and how they were considered by Terrapure. In addition, Table 5.1 
summarizes the correspondence sent by Terrapure to each review agency. Out of the 
19 review agencies that were contacted during the Terms of Reference stage of the SCRF EA, 
7 agencies provided comments on the Draft Terms of Reference. Comments have been 
arranged by review agency. Copies of correspondence from review agencies are contained in 
Appendix C. 
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• Table 5.2 summarizes the comments received from Aboriginal communities during preparation 
of the Terms of Reference and how they were considered by Terrapure. In addition, Table 5.2 
summarizes the correspondence sent by Terrapure to each Aboriginal community. Comments 
have been arranged by Aboriginal community. A copy of the correspondence received from 
Aboriginal communities as well as copes of the correspondence sent to each Aboriginal 
community is contained in Appendix F. 

• Table 5.3 summarizes the comments received from the public during preparation of the Terms 
of Reference and how they were considered by Terrapure. As required by Section 5.3.1 of the 
Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change’s “Code of Practice for Preparing and 
Reviewing Terms of Reference for Environmental Assessments in Ontario” (January 2014), 
Table 5.3 groups the comments received by issue type along with how they have been 
considered in preparing the Proposed Terms of Reference. Copies of written correspondence 
received from the public are included in Appendix L. 

• Table 5.4 summarizes the comments from review agencies during the 30-day Terms of 
Reference review period and how they were considered by Terrapure. Out of the 19 review 
agencies that were provided the Proposed Terms of Reference, seven agencies responded. 
Five of those agencies provided comments on the Proposed Terms of Reference. Comments 
have been arranged by review agencies. Copies of correspondence from review agencies are 
contained in Appendix C. 

• Table 5.5 summarizes the comments received from the public during the 30-day Terms of 
Reference review period and how they were considered by Terrapure. 
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Table 5.1 Summary of Comments from Government Review Team Members and their Consideration 

Review 
Agency Name Comment 

Date Method Comments from Review Agency Terrapure’s Response Response 
Date Method 

Federal Departments and Agencies 

Environment 
Canada 

Rob Dobos Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 
Not 
Applicable 
(N.A.) 

N.A. N.A. Provided digital copy of draft Terms of Reference and requested written 
comments by August 19, 2016. Advised that hard copies were available on 
request. 

June 23, 
2016 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Emailed reminder that the comment period for draft Terms of Reference ends 
August 19, 2016. 

August 17, 
2016 

Email 

N.A. N.A. No comments on the Draft Terms of Reference received The following letter was sent via by email: 
We are following up with you to see if Environment Canada has any comments 
on the draft Terms of Reference prepared as part of the Stoney Creek Regional 
Facility Environmental Assessment (SCRF EA) being carried out by Terrapure 
Environmental (Terrapure).  
Terrapure initiated the SCRF EA Terms of Reference process in June 2016 and 
provided you the Notice of Commencement and Open House via email on June 
7, 2016. The correspondence was followed up by an email on June 23, 2016 
with the draft Terms of Reference requesting written comments no later than 
August 19, 2016.  
To date, we have not received comments from your agency on the draft Terms 
of Reference. As a result, we would appreciate receiving confirmation from you 
that your agency has no comments on the draft Terms of Reference. Your 
response is required to be included in the proposed Terms of Reference 
submitted to the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change for review 
and approval. Therefore, we ask you to submit your response in writing as soon 
as possible. 

November 
8, 2016 

Email w/ 
Letter 
attached 

  Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Notice 
attached  

Terrapure provided notification confirming the date of ToR Submission, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the correct recipient of the ToR.  January 
18, 2017 

Email  

Left voicemail with Rob Dobos at 3:11 pm following up with email/letter sent on January 18, 2017, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the 
correct recipient of the ToR.  

January 
26, 2017 

Telephone 

Terrapure provided electric copy of the ToR, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission of the ToR, and 
the 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference. Terrapure also requested they confirm receipt of the ToR. 

February 8, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Document
s attached 

February 
8, 2017 

Email This confirms receipt of the proposed Terms of Reference for the Terrapurre 
Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment. 
  
Thank you for providing Environment & Climate Change Canada (ECCC) an 
opportunity to review this Terms of Reference (ToR). ECCC does not have any 
comments on this ToR, and does not need to be involved any further in the 
environmental assessment for this undertaking. 
 

No response required. N.A. N.A. 

Transport 
Canada 

Environmental 
Assessment 
Program 
 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 
N.A. N.A. N.A. Provided digital copy of draft Terms of Reference and requested written 

comments by August 19, 2016. Advised that hard copies were available on 
request. 

June 23, 
2016 

Email w/ 
Notice 
attached 
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Review 
Agency Name Comment 

Date Method Comments from Review Agency Terrapure’s Response Response 
Date Method 

August 
10, 2016 

Email Please note Transport Canada does not require receipt of all individual or 
Class EA related notifications. We are requesting project proponents to self 
assess if their project will interact with a federal property and require approval 
and/or authorization under any Acts administered by Transport Canada*. 
 
Under the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act, 2012, Transport Canada 
is required to determine the likelihood of significant adverse environmental 
effects of projects that will occur on federal property prior to exercising a power, 
performing a function or duty in relation to that project. The project proponent 
should review the Directory of Federal Real Property, available at 
http://www.tbs-sct.gc.ca/dfrp-rbif/, to verify if the project will potentially interact 
with any federal property and/or waterway. The project proponent should also 
review the list of Acts that Transport Canada administers and assists in 
administering that may apply to the project, available at: 
https://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/actsregulations/acts.htm. 
 
If the aforementioned does not apply, the Environmental Assessment program 
should not be included in any correspondence. If there is a role under the 
program, correspondence should be forwarded electronically to: 
EnviroOnt@tc.gc.ca. 
 
*Below is a summary of the most common Acts that have applied to projects in 
an Environmental Assessment context: 
 
• Navigation Protection Act (NPA) – the Act applies primarily to works 

constructed or placed in, on, over, under, through, or across scheduled 
navigable waters set out under the Act. The Navigation Protection Program 
administers the NPA through the review and authorization of works 
affecting scheduled navigable waters. Information about the Program, NPA 
and approval process is available at: 
http://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/programs-621.html. Enquiries can be directed to 
NPPONT-PPNONT@tc.gc.ca or by calling (519) 383-1863. 

• Railway Safety Act (RSA) – the Act provides the regulatory framework for 
railway safety, security, and some of the environmental impacts of railway 
operations in Canada. The Rail Safety Program develops and enforces 
regulations, rules, standards and procedures governing safe railway 
operations. Additional information about the Program is available at: 
https://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/railsafety/menu.htm. Enquiries can be directed to 
RailSafety@tc.gc.ca or by calling (613) 998-2985. 

• Transportation of Dangerous Goods Act (TDGA) – the transportation of 
dangerous goods by air, marine, rail and road is regulated under the 
TDGA. Transport Canada, based on risks, develops safety standards and 
regulations, provides oversight and gives expert advice on dangerous 
goods to promote public safety. Additional information about the 
transportation of dangerous goods is available at: 
https://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/tdg/safety-menu.htm. Enquiries can be directed to 
TDG-TMDOntario@tc.gc.ca or by calling (416) 973-1868. 

• Aeronautics Act – Transport Canada has sole jurisdiction over 
aeronautics, which includes aerodromes and all related buildings or 
services used for aviation purposes. Aviation safety in Canada is regulated 
under this Act and the Canadian Aviation Regulations (CARs). Elevated 
Structures, such as wind turbines and communication towers, would be 
examples of projects that must be assessed for lighting and marking 

No response required. N.A. N.A. 

https://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/actsregulations/acts.htm
mailto:EnviroOnt@tc.gc.ca
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Review 
Agency Name Comment 

Date Method Comments from Review Agency Terrapure’s Response Response 
Date Method 

requirements in accordance with the CARs. Transport Canada also has an 
interest in projects that have the potential to cause interference between 
wildlife and aviation activities. One example would be waste facilities, 
which may attract birds into commercial and recreational flight paths. The 
Land Use In The Vicinity of Aerodromes publication recommends 
guidelines for and uses in the vicinity of aerodromes, available at: 
https://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/civilaviation/publications/tp1247-menu-1418.htm. 
Enquires can be directed to CASO-SACO@tc.gc.ca or by calling 1 (800) 
305-2059 / (416) 952-0230. 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Emailed reminder that the comment period for draft Terms of Reference ends 
August 19, 2016. 

August 17, 
2016 

Email 

  January, 
10, 2016 

Email Please note Transport Canada does not require receipt of all individual or Class 
EA related notifications. We are requesting project proponents to self-assess if 
their project will interact with a federal property and require approval and/or 
authorization under any Acts administered by Transport Canada*. 

Under the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act, 2012, Transport Canada 
is required to determine the likelihood of significant adverse environmental 
effects of projects that will occur on federal property prior to exercising a power, 
performing a function or duty in relation to that project. The project proponent 
should review the Directory of Federal Real Property, available 
at http://www.tbs-sct.gc.ca/dfrp-rbif/, to verify if the project will potentially 
interact with any federal property and/or waterway. The project proponent 
should also review the list of Acts that Transport Canada administers and 
assists in administering that may apply to the project, available 
at: https://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/acts-regulations/acts.htm. 

If the aforementioned does not apply, the Environmental Assessment program 
should not be included in any correspondence. If there is a role under the 
program, correspondence should be 
forwarded electronically to: EnviroOnt@tc.gc.ca.  

*Below is a summary of the most common Acts that have applied to projects in 
an Environmental Assessment context:  

- Navigation Protection Act (NPA) – the Act applies primarily to works 
constructed or placed in, on, over, under, through, or across scheduled 
navigable waters set out under the Act. The Navigation Protection 
Program administers the NPA through the review and authorization of 
works affecting scheduled navigable waters. Information about the 
Program, NPA and approval process is available 
at: http://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/programs-621.html. Enquiries can be 
directed to NPPONT-PPNONT@tc.gc.ca or by calling (519) 383-1863.  

- Railway Safety Act (RSA) – the Act provides the regulatory framework 
for railway safety, security, and some of the environmental impacts of 
railway operations in Canada. The Rail Safety Program develops and 
enforces regulations, rules, standards and procedures governing safe 
railway operations. Additional information about the Program is 
available at: https://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/railsafety/menu.htm. Enquiries 
can be directed to RailSafety@tc.gc.ca or by calling (613) 998-2985.   

No response required. N.A. N.A. 

http://www.tbs-sct.gc.ca/dfrp-rbif/
https://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/acts-regulations/acts.htm
mailto:EnviroOnt@tc.gc.ca
http://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/programs-621.html
mailto:NPPONT-PPNONT@tc.gc.ca
tel:(519)%20383-1863
https://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/railsafety/menu.htm
mailto:RailSafety@tc.gc.ca
tel:(613)%20998-2985
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Review 
Agency Name Comment 

Date Method Comments from Review Agency Terrapure’s Response Response 
Date Method 

- Transportation of Dangerous Goods Act (TDGA) – the transportation 
of dangerous goods by air, marine, rail and road is regulated under the 
TDGA. Transport Canada, based on risks, develops safety standards 
and regulations, provides oversight and gives expert advice on 
dangerous goods to promote public safety. Additional information about 
the transportation of dangerous goods is available 
at: https://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/tdg/safety-menu.htm. Enquiries can be 
directed to TDG-TMDOntario@tc.gc.ca or by calling (416) 973-1868. 

- Aeronautics Act – Transport Canada has sole jurisdiction over 
aeronautics, which includes aerodromes and all related buildings or 
services used for aviation purposes. Aviation safety in Canada is 
regulated under this Act and the Canadian Aviation Regulations 
(CARs). Elevated Structures, such as wind turbines and communication 
towers, would be examples of projects that must be assessed for 
lighting and marking requirements in accordance with the CARs. 
Transport Canada also has an interest in projects that have the 
potential to cause interference between wildlife and aviation activities. 
One example would be waste facilities, which may attract birds into 
commercial and recreational flight paths. The Land Use In The Vicinity 
of Aerodromes publication recommends guidelines for and uses in the 
vicinity of aerodromes, available 
at: https://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/civilaviation/publications/tp1247-menu-141
8.htm. Enquires can be directed to CASO-SACO@tc.gc.ca  or by 
calling 1 (800) 305-2059 / (416) 952-0230. 

Please advise if additional information is needed. 

Provincial Ministries and Agencies 

Ontario 
Ministry of 
Agriculture, 
Food and 
Rural 
Affairs 
(OMAFRA)  

Jackie Van de 
Valk, Rural 
Planner 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 
June 7, 
2016 

Email I would like to talk to a live person re this notice but don’t know who to call 
because no contact name has been provided with this email or on the attached 
notice or on the website. Furthermore, the phone number on the attached 
notice is not working (recording says, “we’re sorry your call cannot be 
completed as dialed”). Also, no MOECC contact person has been noted. 
 
Please advise of contact name and phone number so I may speak to someone 
about this notice. 

A contact name for the project team was provided on future notifications/emails 
and the technical issues with the toll-free number were addressed. 
As requested we called Ms. Van de Valk. It was discussed whether OMAFRA 
should be involved going forward and whether there may be any impacts from 
OMAFRA’s perspective. Interested to see the local land uses in the area to 
make a determination (provided following GRT Mtg #1). If OMAFRA are not 
interested a letter will be written confirming that we can take them off of the 
GRT list. 

June 8, 
2016 

Telephone 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Provided digital copy of draft Terms of Reference and requested written 
comments by August 19, 2016. Advised that hard copies were available on 
request. 

June 23, 
2016 

Email w/ 
Notice 
attached 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Emailed reminder that the comment period for draft Terms of Reference ends 
August 19, 2016. 

August 17, 
2016 

Email 

N.A. N.A. No comments on the Draft Terms of Reference received The following letter was sent via by email: 
We are following up with you to see if Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural 
Affairs has any comments on the draft Terms of Reference prepared as part of 
the Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment (SCRF EA) 
being carried out by Terrapure Environmental (Terrapure).  
Terrapure initiated the SCRF EA Terms of Reference process in June 2016 and 
provided you the Notice of Commencement and Open House via email on June 
7, 2016. The correspondence was followed up by an email on June 23, 2016 
with the draft Terms of Reference requesting written comments no later than 

November 
8, 2016 

Email w/ 
Letter 
attached 

https://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/tdg/safety-menu.htm
mailto:TDG-TMDOntario@tc.gc.ca
tel:(416)%20973-1868
https://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/civilaviation/publications/tp1247-menu-1418.htm
https://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/civilaviation/publications/tp1247-menu-1418.htm
mailto:CASO-SACO@tc.gc.ca
tel:(800)%20305-2059
tel:(416)%20952-0230
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Review 
Agency Name Comment 

Date Method Comments from Review Agency Terrapure’s Response Response 
Date Method 

August 19, 2016.  
To date, we have not received comments from your agency on the draft Terms 
of Reference. As a result, we would appreciate receiving confirmation from you 
that your agency has no comments on the draft Terms of Reference. Your 
response is required to be included in the proposed Terms of Reference 
submitted to the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change for review 
and approval. Therefore, we ask you to submit your response in writing as soon 
as possible. 

November 
11, 2016 

Email Generally, we find the proposed Terms of Reference to be acceptable with the 
noted exception that current and planned agricultural land uses (including 
specialty crop uses) have not been explicitly identified as part of the 
environment potentially affected or as a component that will be part of the 
assessment of effects. 

The draft Terms of Reference (ToR) has been revised to explicitly identify 
agricultural land uses (including specialty crop uses) as part of the environment 
potentially affected. In addition, agricultural land uses will be considered as part 
of the assessment of effects carried out during the Stoney Creek Regional 
Facility Environment Assessment (SCRF EA) as per the proposed ToR. 

November 
18, 2016 

Email w/ 
Letter 
attached 

Since the “Supporting Document #3: Land Use and Social Environment Existing 
Conditions Report” and a review of aerial photographs confirm that within the 
Local Study Area, there are agricultural and specialty crop uses zoned and 
existing, and there are Specialty Crop lands designated in the Rural Hamilton 
Official Plan and Tender Fruit and Grape Lands identified in the Greenbelt Plan, 
we recommend that agricultural land uses be explicitly identified in the Terms of 
Reference 7.2 Description of the Environment. (Perhaps most logically for this 
EA, agricultural uses should be identified as part of section 7.2.2.) 

The proposed Terms of Reference (ToR) has been revised to explicitly identify 
agricultural land uses. 

We also recommend that the Draft Work Plans in Appendix C of the Terms of 
Reference explicitly include identification and consideration of agricultural land 
uses (including specialty crop uses) as part of the “work scope” tasks. Similar to 
our earlier note, it may be most logical for agriculture to be considered as part 
of the Land Use, Social & Economic Environment work plan (Attachment 6). 
Agricultural uses should be considered “current and planned future uses” and 
potential adverse effects of the proposal on agricultural uses and businesses 
should be assessed. All information should be documented and any necessary 
mitigation measures should be identified. 

The Draft Work Plans in Appendix C of the draft ToR have been revised to 
explicitly include the identification and consideration of agricultural land uses 
(including specialty crop uses) as part of the “work scope” tasks. As suggested, 
agricultural uses will be considered within the context of “current and planned 
future uses” and potential adverse effects on agricultural uses and businesses 
will be assessed as part of the SCRF EA. Further, related information will be 
documented and impact management measures, as appropriate, will be 
identified during the SCRF EA and will documented along with other supporting 
information in the EA Report. 

Specifically regarding Table 6-1 (Criteria, Rationale, Indicators and Data 
Sources) in Attachment 6, under the “Land Use” component, we recommend:  
• “Current land use” be changed to “Predicted changes to current land use” and  
• “Planned future land use” be changed to “Predicted changes to planned future 
land use”.  

Table 6.1 in the draft ToR has been revised taking your recommendations into 
consideration along with those received from others. 

We also recommend that the provincial Greenbelt Plan be listed as a data 
source (the Greenbelt Pan Area includes lands with the Local Study Area). 

Table 6.1 in the draft ToR has revised to include the Greenbelt Plan as a data 
source. 

The following comments pertain to Table B-1 (Proposed Evaluation Criteria, 
Rationale, Indicators and Data Sources for the EA). As presently proposed, it 
seems that the only area where potential impacts of the proposal on agriculture 
might be considered as part of the EA is under the “Land Use” component of 
the “Built, Social and Economic” category. Provided agricultural land uses will 
be explicitly identified and considered as “current and planned future uses” (as 
recommended above), this should be acceptable, given the location of the 
existing waste facility and the range of alternatives proposed for assessment. 
However, we note that the wording used to identify the proposed indicators 
should be strengthened and more closely mirror wording used for indicators in 
other categories. Specifically, we recommend: 
 • “Current land use” be changed to “Predicted changes to current land use” 
and  
• “Planned future land use” be changed to “Predicted changes to planned future 

Table B-1 in Appendix B of the draft ToR has been revised taking your 
recommendations into consideration along with those received from others. 
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land use”. We also recommend the “provincial Greenbelt Plan” be added to the 
list of data sources. 

  Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Notice 

  Terrapure provided notification confirming the date of ToR Submission, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the correct recipient of the ToR.  January 
18, 2017 

Email  

  January 
20, 2017 

Email This will confirm that I am the correct person at OMAFRA to receive the 
proposed Terms of Reference. For time efficiency and document retention, my 
preference is to receive information related to this EA both electronically (as you 
proposed via email with links) and also on a USB flash drive. 

No response required. N.A. N.A. 

  Terrapure provided the ToR, supporting documentation and the Record of Consultation on a USB flash drive enclosed with a letter containing a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, 
Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission for the ToR and a 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference in 
response to the comments received on the draft ToR. 

February 
03, 2017  

Courier  

  Terrapure provided electric copy of the ToR, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission of the ToR, and 
the 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference. Terrapure also requested they confirm receipt of the ToR. 

February 8, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Document
s attached 

  February 
8, 2017 

Email The subject of your email was: “Notice of Submission of the Proposed Terms of 
Reference for the Terrapure Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental 
Assessment (OMAFRA)” and it was blocked by the Ontario government’s spam 
filter and I have no other way of receiving your message as it doesn’t even 
appear in my Junk email folder. 

Terrapure resent the Notice of Submission of the ToR email without shortened 
links and called and left a voicemail at 11:19 with Ms.Van de Valk to confirm 
she received the second email sent. 

February 8, 
2017 

Email and 
Telephone 

  February 
8, 2017 

Email Ms.Van de Valk communicated with Ms. Slattery of the MOECC that she still 
has not received a new email with links to the required documents, who 
informed Terrapure this was the case. 

Terrapure resent the Notice of Submission of the ToR email from another email 
account so it would not be blocked by anti-spam scanner. 

February 8, 
2017 

Email 

  February 
8, 2017 

Telephone  Ms.Van de Valk left a voicemail following up with the voicemail left on February 
8, 2017 at 11:19am confirming that she received one email sent by Sarah 
Shields on behalf of Blair Shoniker. 

Left a voicemail with Ms.Van de Valk at 11:29am following up with her voicemail 
from the day before thanking her for confirming that she had received the email, 
apologizing for the confusion, explaining what had happened and thanking her 
for her patience. 

February 9, 
2017 

Telephone 

  February 
9, 2017 

Telephone  Ms.Van de Valk left a voicemail at 11:40 am in response to Terrapure’s 
voicemail left at 11:29 am. She requested that we return her call to discuss 
further email communications.  

We returned Ms. Van de Valk’s call as requested in her voicemail that she left 
at 11:40 am responding to the voicemail Sarah left at 11:19 am. We discussed 
the issues with the emails sent through the project Gmail account. Ms. Van de 
Valk informed us that she did receive the email sent from  
sarah.shields@ghd.com. She asked about our plan going forward with sending 
notifications out to Ministry of Ontario staff. We informed her that unless we are 
informed by our Project Officer that the Ministry of Ontario’s IT department has 
addressed why our emails were blocked as spam the second time from the 
Gmail account, even though the email no longer contained shortened urls that 
we will send all communication to Ministry of Ontario staff from a GHD account. 
 
We thanked her for following up with us on the matter. 

February 9, 
2017 

Telephone 

Ministry of 
Economic 
Developme
nt, 
Employmen
t and 
Infrastructu
re  

John Bullen, 
Manager  

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 
N.A. N.A. N.A. Provided digital copy of draft Terms of Reference and requested written 

comments by August 19, 2016. Advised that hard copies were available on 
request. 

June 23, 
2016 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Emailed reminder that the comment period for draft Terms of Reference ends 
August 19, 2016. 

August 17, 
2016 

Email 

N.A. N.A. No comments on the Draft Terms of Reference received The following letter was sent via by email: 
We are following up with you to see if Ministry of Economic Development, 
Employment and Infrastructure has any comments on the draft Terms of 
Reference prepared as part of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility 
Environmental Assessment (SCRF EA) being carried out by Terrapure 
Environmental (Terrapure).  

November 
8, 2016 

Email w/ 
Letter 
attached 

mailto:sarah.shields@ghd.com
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Terrapure initiated the SCRF EA Terms of Reference process in June 2016 and 
provided you the Notice of Commencement and Open House via email on June 
7, 2016. The correspondence was followed up by an email on June 23, 2016 
with the draft Terms of Reference requesting written comments no later than 
August 19, 2016.  
To date, we have not received comments from your agency on the draft Terms 
of Reference. As a result, we would appreciate receiving confirmation from you 
that your agency has no comments on the draft Terms of Reference. Your 
response is required to be included in the proposed Terms of Reference 
submitted to the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change for review 
and approval. Therefore, we ask you to submit your response in writing as soon 
as possible. 

  Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached  

  Terrapure provided notification confirming the date of ToR Submission, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the correct recipient of the ToR.  January 
18, 2017 

Email  

  Left voicemail with John Bullen at 3:01 pm following up with email/letter sent on January 18, 2017, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the 
correct recipient of the ToR.  

January 
26, 2017 

Telephone 

 Michael 
Helfinger, Senior 
Policy Advisor 

Called at 3:30 pm – Michael Stated they generally only comment on EAs that have a border regional context. But would like to receive the ToR. He confirmed he is the main contact point, 
and that an electronic copy is preferred. 
 

January 
26, 2017 

Telephone 

  Terrapure provided electric copy of the ToR, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission of the ToR, and 
the 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference. Terrapure also requested they confirm receipt of the ToR. 

February 8, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Document
s attached 

  Terrapure resent the Notice of Submission of the ToR email without shortened links due to issues with Ministry of Ontario’s anti-spam blocker February 8, 
2017 

Email and 
Telephone 

  February 
8, 2017 

Email Sent read receipt.  No response required. N.A N.A 

Ministry of 
the 
Environment 
and Climate 
Change 
(MOECC) 

Antonia Testa, 
Special Project 
Officer-Environ
mental 
Assessment 
Services/EAB 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 
June 7, 
2016 

Email Can you please send me a copy of your GRT list for the above reference 
project. We would like do a quick review. 

Sent a copy of the GRT list for their review June 7, 
2016 

Email 

June 9, 
2016 

Email I have quickly reviewed the GRT list for the above reference project and offer 
the following recommendations (see edits in red text in the attached 
document4). For your reference, I have organized the agencies into Fed, Prov 
and Municipal 
categories to facilitate my review. 
 
Also, can you please send me a copy of your Aboriginal Communities list for the 
above reference project. We would like do a review of that list as well.  

Sent a copy of the Aboriginal Communities list for their review June 10, 
2016 

Email 

June 21, 
2016 

Email Ministry staff have reviewed the Aboriginal Contact List for the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility EA project that GHD provided to us on June 10, 2016. Based 
on our current knowledge of the project area together with the information you 
have provided to us about the project at this point in time, please find below the 
list of Aboriginal communities who: 

i. have or may have constitutionally protected aboriginal or treaty rights 
that may be adversely impacted by the project/activity: NONE 

ii. otherwise may be interested in any negative environmental effects of 
the project/activity: 

No response required. N.A N.A 

                                                      
4 Government review team (GRT) list with Antonia Testa’s comments is included in Appendix C. 
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Mississaugas of the New Credit First Nation 
Six Nations of the Grand River 
Haudensaunee Confederacy Council 

 
NOTE: The Ministry is delegating the procedural aspects of Duty to Consult to 
the proponent. Also, information upon which the above list of Aboriginal 
communities is based is subject to change. Aboriginal communities can make 
assertions at any time, and other developments, for example the discovery of 
Aboriginal archaeological resources, can occur that may require additional 
aboriginal communities to be notified. Should this happen, the Ministry will 
contact you. Similarly, if you receive any feedback from any Aboriginal 
communities not included in this list, as part of your consultation, the Ministry 
would appreciate being notified. 
 
Please feel free to contact me should you have any questions about the above 
list. In addition, can you please provide a site map that could be copied and 
pasted, as well as geographic coordinates of the centre of the project site. 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Provided digital copy of draft Terms of Reference and requested written 
comments by August 19, 2016. Advised that hard copies were available on 
request. 

June 23, 
2016 

Email w/ 
Notice 
attached 

June 24, 
2016 

Email I would like to request 2 hard copies of the draft ToR please. No response required. N.A. N.A. 

June 28, 
2016 

Email I will need 3 more hard copies of the draft ToR. That would be 5 in total. I have sent you 3 more copies of the draft ToR in addition to the 2 previously 
requested. You should receive them shortly 

June 29, 
2016 

Email 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Emailed reminder that the comment period for draft Terms of Reference ends 
August 19, 2016 

August 17, 
2016 

Email 

 Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached  

Gavin 
Battarino, 
Special Project 
Officer, 
Environmental 
Approvals 
branch(EAB)  

September 
6, 2016 

Email 
w/Letter 
attached 

Comments provided by the MOECC on the Draft Terms of Reference and Terrapure’s responses are provided in Appendix C November 
8, 2016 

Email 
w/Letter 
attached 

November 
3, 2016 

Email Pursuant to our meeting of yesterday, I would like to restate the Ministry of the 
Environment and Climate Change’s expectations with respect to how final stage 
of consultation on the review of the draft Terms of Reference for Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility Environmental Assessment should be carried out. It is this 
Ministry’s expectation that Terrapure Environmental Limited will respond to 
each of the government agencies and Aboriginal communities that have 
submitted comments on the draft Terms of Reference documentation. This 
includes the comments submitted by the Ministry of the Environment and 
Climate Change. 
 
It is the also this Ministry’s expectation that any issues or concerns that may 
have been identified in the comments submitted on the review of the draft 
Terms of Reference documentation are appropriately responded to or 
addressed; and, that Terrapure Environmental Limited will follow up with each 
government agency and Aboriginal community, that has submitted comments 
on the draft Terms of Reference documentation, to determine if they are 
satisfied with how Terrapure Environmental Limited has proposed to respond to 
or address their respective issues or concerns. The results of this consultation 
are to be are to documented in the final Terms of Reference Record of 
Consultation; and, an overview of the issues and concerns raised during the 
review of the draft the Terms of Reference and how they have been addressed 

No response required. N.A. N.A. 
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should be summarized in the final Terms of Reference documentation. 
 
Please be advised that, prior to formal submission of the final Terms of 
Reference, this Ministry will follow up with each government agency and 
Aboriginal community that has submitted comments on the draft Terms of 
Reference documentation to confirm if they are satisfied with how Terrapure 
Environmental Limited has proposed to respond to or address their respective 
issues or concerns that were raised as part of the review of the draft Terms of 
Reference documentation. In order to facilitate this follow up I would like to 
request that a list be submitted to this Ministry that identifies each of the 
government agencies and Aboriginal communities, including the main contact 
or lead with each agency and community and their contact information, that has 
been engaged as part of the preparation of the Terms of Reference for Stoney 
Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment. 
 
Should you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at 
your earliest convenience. 

 November 
25, 2016 

Email The Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change has completed its review 
of the responses provided by Terrapure Environmental Limited to address the 
comments that were submitted by this Ministry on the draft Terms of Reference 
(ToR) for Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment. I would 
like confirm at this time that the Ministry is satisfied  with the responses 
provided, and the proposed approaches on how the issues and concerns 
identified will be addressed as part of revisions that will be  made to the draft 
ToR; however, there a few issues and points of clarification that may require 
further discussion before the draft ToR is finalized for submission.  Please find 
attached for your consideration the Ministry’s comments that address these 
issues. Please note that the comments have been made using track 
changes.       

In closing, I would like to extend an invitation to Terrapure Environmental 
Limited to meet with Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change staff to 
discuss the comments attached and how to most effectively address them. 
Please feel free to contact me, at your earliest convenience to arrange a 
meeting.  

   

 December 
14, 2016 

Email Please find below guidance from Mr. Todd  Williams  with Haudenosaunee 
Development Institute about the proposed expansion of the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility Landfill Facility. As per the direction provide by Mr. Williams, I 
would suggest that you make every reasonable effort to follow up with the 
identified communities through contact information provided. In addition, please 
ensure that any consultation efforts are documented in the final Terms of 
Reference Record of Consultation; and, that an overview of these efforts is 
summarized in the main body of the final Terms of Reference documentation. 

Should you have any questions please feel free to contact me at your earliest 
convenience 

   

 Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached  

 January 
13, 2017 

Email 
w/Letter 
Attached 

Thank you for letter of January 9, 2017, on behalf of Terrapure Environmental, 
advising the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change of the proposed 
submission date of the final Terms of Reference for the Stoney Creek Regional 

As requested in your January 13, 2017 correspondence to me, this letter 
provides confirmation of Terrapure Environmental’ s intent to formally submit 
the proposed Terms of Reference for the Stoney Creek Regional Facility 

January 
18, 2017 

Email w/ 
letter 
attached 
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Facility. I am pleased to provide you with the following response.  

The Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change is committed to working 
with Terrapure Environmental Limited to facilitate the distribution, formal 
submission and review of the final Terms of Reference for the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility. I understand from your letter that Terrapure Environmental 
Limited would like to formally submit the Terms of Reference on February 8, 
2017. 

At this time, this Ministry is not aware of any outstanding issues or concerns 
that would prevent Terrapure Environmental Limited from formally submitting 
the Terms of Reference for the Stoney Creek Regional Facility on the proposed 
date. This conclusion is based upon the additional consultation, outlined in your 
letter, that has been carried out by Terrapure Environmental Limited; and, the 
responses obtained by this Ministry from government agencies and Aboriginal 
communities about their level of satisfaction with how Terrapure Environmental 
Limited has proposed to respond to or address their respective issues and 
concerns that were raised during the review of the draft Terms of Reference 
documentation. I would like to take this opportunity to inform you that Terrapure 
Environmental Limited may now proceed with the necessary preparations to 
facilitate the formal submission of the Terms of Reference for the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility on February 8, 2017.  

As previously discussed, during our meeting on December 13, 2016, the 
Ministry of the Environmental and Climate Change has delegated to Terrapure 
Environmental Limited the responsibilities associated with the distribution of the 
final Terms of Reference for the Stoney Creek Regional Facility documentation 
to each government agency, Aboriginal community and member of the public 
that has been engaged as part of the preparation of the Terms of Reference. 
This includes the following responsibilities:  

• At least three (3) weeks prior to the date on which the Terms of 
Reference will be formally submitted, Terrapure Environmental Limited 
will submit a letter to the Director of the Ministry of the Environment and 
Climate Change’s Environmental Approvals Branch to confirm the date 
on which the final Terms of Reference for the Stoney Creek Regional 
Facility will be submitted formally;    

• At least three (3) weeks prior to the date on which the Terms of 
Reference will be  formally submitted, Terrapure Environmental Limited 
will notify each government agency, Aboriginal community and member 
of the public that has been engaged during the preparation of the 
Terms of Reference of the proposed submission date;    

• Prior to the formal submission date of the Terms of Reference, 
Terrapure Environmental  Limited will confirm the appropriate recipient, 
mailing or electronic mail address and Terms of Reference 
documentation requirements for each government agency, Aboriginal 
community and member of the public that has been engaged during the 
preparation of the Terms of Reference: 

• Prior to the formal submission date of the Terms of Reference, 
Terrapure Environmental Limited will make every reasonable effort to 
contact each Aboriginal community that has been engaged during the 
preparation of the Terms of Reference to determine if a community may 

Environmental Assessment to the Minister of the Environment and Climate 
Change on February 8, 2017 for review.  
We look forward to receiving the Ministry’s response identifying your staff that 
will be involved in the review of the proposed ToR, their contact information, 
and the documentation they require to complete their review as well as the 
necessary materials and documentation to facilitate the distribution of the 
proposed ToR to interested persons. 

Please contact me if you have any questions on the preceding 
information. 
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have any capacity or resource needs that should be considered in order 
to facilitate their review of the Terms of Reference documentation 
during the formal comment and review period;  

•  At least two (2) weeks prior to the date on which the Terms of 
Reference will be formally submitted, Terrapure Environmental Limited 
will submit a draft of the Notice of Submission of Terms of Reference to 
the undersigned for review;  

•  At least two (2) weeks prior to the date on which the Terms of 
Reference will be formally submitted, Terrapure Environmental Limited 
will provide the undersigned with a list of the public record locations, 
other than the Ministry of Environment and Climate Change offices, 
where the Terms of Reference documentation may be made available 
for public review;  

•  At least two (2) weeks prior to the date on which the Terms of 
Reference will be formally submitted, Terrapure Environmental Limited 
will provide the undersigned a list of all publications and media outlets 
where the Notice of Submission of Terms of Reference will be 
advertised;  

•  Prior to the formal submission date of the Terms of Reference, 
Terrapure Environmental Limited will complete and submit to the 
undersigned a Terms of Reference  Summary Form;  

• At least two (2) days prior to the date on which the Terms of Reference 
will be formally submitted, Terrapure Environmental Limited will ensure 
that each government agency, Aboriginal community and member of 
the public that has been engaged during the preparation of the Terms 
of Reference is provided with a copy of the final Terms of Reference for 
the Stoney Creek Regional Facility, Record of Consultation and the 
Notice of Submission of Terms of Reference; and,  

• At least one (2) days prior to the date on which the Terms of Reference 
will be formally submitted, Terrapure Environmental Limited will ensure 
that a copy of the final Terms of Reference for the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility, Record of Consultation and Notice of Submission of 
Terms of Reference is placed in each of the public record locations, 
including the Ministry of Environment and Climate Change offices, 
where the Terms of Reference documentation is to be made available 
for public review.  

Please be advised, that upon receipt of the above requested letter to the 
Director of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change’s 
Environmental Approvals Branch, confirming the date on which the Terms of 
Reference documentation will be submitted formally, a response will be 
provided to Terrapure Environmental Limited that identifies the Ministry staff 
that will be participating in the review of the final Terms of Reference 
documentation, their contact information and the Terms of Reference 
documentation they require to complete their review. The response will also 
include the necessary materials and documentation to facilitate the distribution 
of the final Terms of Reference documentation to each government agency, 
Aboriginal community and member of the public that has been engaged during 
the preparation of the Terms of Reference. 
 
Upon the formal submission of the Terms of Reference for the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility, the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change will carry 
out a review of the Terms of Reference documentation and accompanying 
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Record of Consultation. The review will be carried out to determine whether the 
documentation meets the requirements of the Environmental Assessment Act; 
and, the expectations set out in the Ministry of the Environment and Climate 
Change’s Code of Practice: Preparing and Reviewing Terms of Reference for 
Environmental Assessments in Ontario. In addition, the review will also assesse 
the clarity and detail of the Terms of Reference documentation in order to 
ensure that the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change will be able to 
fully understand all the information in the document when making a decision 
about the Terms of Reference. 
 
In closing, I would like to extend an invitation to Terrapure Environmental 
Limited to meet with Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change staff to 
discuss the above noted responsibilities, and next steps in the approvals 
process. 

 January 
19, 2017 

Email w/ 
letter 
attached 

Thank you for letter of January 18, 2017, on behalf of Terrapure Environmental, 
notifying the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that the final 
Terms of Reference for the Stoney Creek Regional Facility will be formally 
submitted to the Ministry for a decision on February 8, 2107. I am pleased to 
provide you with the following response. 

The Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change remains committed to 
working with Terrapure Environmental Limited to facilitate the distribution, 
formal submission and review of the final Terms of Reference for the Stoney 
Creek Regional Facility. In preparation of the formal submission of the Terms of 
Reference I would like to take this opportunity to remind Terrapure 
Environmental Limited of the responsibilities delegated by this Ministry with 
respect to the distribution of the final Terms of Reference for the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility to Terrapure Environmental Limited documentation. 

It is the expectation of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that 
Terrapure Environmental Limited well ensure that each government agency, 
Aboriginal community, member of the public that participated in the preparation 
of the Terms of Reference is provided with a copy of the final Terms of 
Reference documentation, the Record of Consultation and the Notice of 
Submission of Terms of Reference by no later than February 6, 2017. In 
addition, Terrapure Environmental Limited will also ensure that a copy of the 
final Terms of Reference documentation, the Record of Consultation and Notice 
of Submission of Terms of Reference is placed in each of the public record 
locations identified in the Notice of Submission of Terms of Reference. In order 
to facilitate the distribution of the final Terms of Reference documentation, the 
Ministry has prepared the following documents that are to accompany the 
distribution of the final Terms of Reference documentation to government 
agencies, Aboriginal communities and each of the public record locations where 
the documentation is to be made available for inspection: 

• Memorandum  to Aboriginal Communities; 
• Memorandum to the Government Review Team; and,  
• Memorandum to Public Locations. 

Upon the formal submission of the Terms of Reference for the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility, the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change will carry 
out a review of the Terms of Reference documentation and accompanying 

Called Mr.Battarino – Claryfied items in the January 19, 2017 letter.  January 
25, 2017 

Telephone 
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Record of Consultation. The review will be carried out to determine whether the 
documentation meets the requirements of the Environmental Assessment Act; 
and, the expectations set out in the Ministry of the Environment and Climate 
Change’s Code of Practice: Preparing and Reviewing Terms of Reference for 
Environmental Assessments in Ontario. In addition, the review will also assesse 
the clarity and detail of the Terms of Reference documentation in order to 
ensure that the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change will be able to 
fully understand all the information in the document when making a decision 
about the Terms of Reference. 

In order to facilitate the review of the final Terms of Reference for the Stoney 
Creek Regional Facility by the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change, 
Terrapure Environmental Limited is requested to provide the following Ministry 
Technical Reviewers with the identified number of copies (hard and electronic) 
of the final Terms of Reference, by no later than, February 6, 2016: 

Ms. Barb Slattery                                                                                              
Environmental Resource Planner & EA Coordinator                                                           
Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change                                                                               
West Central Regional Office Technical Support Section                                                    
Ellen Fairclough Building 12th Floor                                                                                  
119 King Street West                                                                                                                 
Hamilton ON  L8P 4Y7                                                                                                       
One electronic copy 

Ms. Natalie Stacey, Air Quality Analyst 
Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change  
West Central Regional Office 
Technical Support Section 
Ellen Fairclough Building 12th Floor 
119 King Street West  
Hamilton ON  L8P 4Y7 
One hard and one electronic copy 
 
Mr. Michael Spencer, Hydrologist 
Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change  
West Central Regional Office 
Technical Support Section 
Ellen Fairclough Building 12th Floor 
119 King Street West                                                                                 
Hamilton ON  L8P 4Y7 
One hard and one electronic copy 
 
Mr. Husein Awad, Hydrogeologist  
Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change  
West Central Regional Office 
Technical Support Section 
Ellen Fairclough Building 12th Floor 
119 King Street West 
Hamilton ON  L8P 4Y7 
One hard and one electronic copy 
 
Mr. Anthony Martella, Senior Noise Engineer 
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Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change  
Environmental Approvals Branch  
135 St Clair Avenue West, Floor 1  
Toronto ON M4V 1P5   
One electronic copy 
 
Mr. Youssouf Kalogo, Senior Wastewater Engineer 
Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change  
Environmental Approvals Branch  
135 St Clair Avenue West, Floor 1  
Toronto ON M4V 1P5 
One hard and one electronic copy 
 
Mr. Ian Parrot, Senior Waste Engineer  
Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change  
Environmental Approvals Branch  
135 St Clair Avenue West, Floor 1  
Toronto ON M4V 1P5   
One hard and one electronic copy 
 
Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer  
Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change  
Environmental Approvals Branch  
Project Coordination UNIT 1  
135 Clair Avenue West, Floor 1  
Toronto ON M4V 1P5 
Two Hard copies and two electronic copies 
 
Please note that in addition to the above noted document requirements, a copy 
of the final Terms of Reference for the Stoney Creek Regional Facility is to be 
placed in each of the following Ministry of the  Environment and Climate 
Change public record locations: 
 
Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change  
West Central Regional Office 
Ellen Fairclough Building 12th Floor 
119 King Street West 
Hamilton ON  L8P 4Y7 
 
Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change  
Hamilton District Office 
Ellen Fairclough Building 9th Floor 
119 King Street West 
Hamilton ON  L8P 4Y7 
 
Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change  
Environmental Approvals Branch  
135 St Clair Avenue West, Floor 1  
Toronto ON M4V 1P5 
 
In closing, I would like to extend an invitation to Terrapure Environmental 
Limited to meet with Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change staff to 
discuss the above noted responsibilities, and next steps in the review and 
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approvals process. 
 Terrapure provided electric copy of the ToR, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission of the ToR, and 

the 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference. Terrapure also requested they confirm receipt of the ToR. 
February 8, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Document
s attached 

 February 8, 
2017 

Telephon
e 

Gavin informed Terrapure that emails from our Terrapure email address have 
been blocked by an anti-spam scanner due to shortened urls. 

Thank you for alerting us that the email had been caught by your anti-spam 
scanner. It appears the bit.ly url shortener was causing the issue. We have 
removed the shortened url’s from the forwarded email below and will remove 
from all future emails. 

February 8, 
2017 

Email  

Glen Murray, 
Minister 

N.A. N.A. Response to letter provided to the Minister from the CLC on August 22, 2016. We are writing to the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change in 
response to correspondence from the Terrapure Community Liaison Committee 
(CLC) to the Minister dated August 22, 2016. For the Minister’s information, the 
CLC was established as a Condition of Approval (CoA) of the Terrapure Stoney 
Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) being approved under the Environmental 
Assessment Act  by the then Minister of the Environment in 1996.  
As per the CoA, the CLC’s mandate is as follows: 
− Review and provide recommendations on annual operating and monitoring 
reports. 
− Review and provide recommendations on complaints and complaint handling 
protocols and anyother matters of concern to the community. 
The CLC is made of representatives from Terrapure (2), the City of Hamilton 
(2), the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change (1), and the 
community (4). The CLC meets four times a year as part of carrying out its 
mandate.  
Terrapure has offered to meet with the CLC, beyond the scope of its mandate, 
as part of initiating the SCRF Environmental Assessment (EA) Terms of 
Reference (ToR) to provide information on the proposal and response to any 
potential questions members may have in relation to it or the EA process in 
general. Terrapure has met with the CLC twice to date as part of the SCRF EA 
ToR (June 20 and July 11, 2016). Although we offered a third opportunity to 
meet with the CLC prior to the August 19, 2016 deadline for receiving 
comments on the Draft ToR, they indicated it was unnecessary in light of 
information provided by Terrapure and declined. It is within this context that we 
are providing the Ministry with our responses to the comments provided by the 
four members of the CLC in their August 22, 2016 letter to the Minister for your 
information. 
(Attachment). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

October 4, 
2016 

Letter 



 

 
 

GHD | Terms of Reference-Record of Consultation (Amended) | 11112771 (14) 32 

 

Review 
Agency Name Comment 

Date Method Comments from Review Agency Terrapure’s Response Response 
Date Method 

Comment Response 
Terrapure’s suggestion allowing 
them to substitute waste instead of 
fill for the non-waste portion of the 
existing permit would shorten the 
active life of the current operation, 
we believe the community would 
support this, as the primary goal is 
shorten the active life of the 
operation. The CLC cannot support 
the additional waste tonnage 
requested as this is counter to 
shortening the life of operation. 

The CLC members are correct in 
their understanding that the 
proposed reconfiguration of the 
Stoney Creek Regional Facility, if 
approved by the Minister of the 
Environment and Climate Change, 
would facilitate the closure of the 
site earlier than currently projected. 
Presently, we expect that it will take 
another 16 to 22 years to be in a 
position to close the site by 
accepting a combination of residual 
materials and industrial soil or “fill”, 
which we are currently required to 
do. 
However, by accepting more 
residual materials, such as 
by-products from the steel-making 
industry and infrastructure projects, 
instead of fill, we could actually 
close sooner than expected, 
because the market for residual 
materials is much stronger and 
more consistent than that for “fill”. It 
could be several years sooner (up 
to 9), depending on market 
conditions, but at least 2 to 3 years. 
The reduction in the number of 
operating years takes into account 
the additional volume of residual 
materials being requested through 
the proposed reconfiguration 
beyond replacing the current need 
to bring in approx. 2 million m3 of 
fill. 
The CLC has indicated it and the 
community would like to see the 
SCRF closed as soon as possible. 
The proposed reconfiguration 
would enable that to happen. 
For your information, the additional 
residual materials volume of 
3,680,000 m 3 being sought through 
the proposed reconfiguration 
resulting in a total site capacity of 
10,000,000 m was arrived at to 
meet the needs of local customers 
from the City of Hamilton and 
surrounding area over a timeframe 
that is appropriate for the business. 
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Terrapure’s request to add 
additional waste above current 
tonnage increases the height and 
size of the end use topography, the 
current height is already a concern 
with the community at large and 
any increase in size cannot be 
support by the CLC. 

As mentioned at our June 20 and 
July 11, 2016 meetings with the 
CLC, the proposed peak elevations 
associated with the two alternative 
footprints included in the draft ToR 
represent conservative estimates 
and are only conceptual in nature 
at this time. The designs of the two 
alternative footprints will be further 
refined as part of the SCRF EA with 
the intent to reduce the proposed 
peak elevations as much as 
possible while still meeting the 
purpose of the Proposed 
Undertaking. 
Additionally, as part of the SCRF 
EA, we will  be carrying out a visual 
assessment, where view-sheds will 
be analyzed and appropriate 
screening measures determined. 
Screening measures may include 
earth berms, vegetation, and 
fencing, which would be used to 
ensure that views of the SCRF are 
minimized from the surrounding 
community.  
Notwithstanding the preceding, we 
are pleased to advise the Minister 
that Terrapure has listened to input 
from members of our local 
community, including the members 
of the CLC and local councilors, 
regarding the current visibility of the 
site from surrounding vantage 
points. In response, we are 
presently implementing additional 
visual screening measures which 
will continue over the coming 
months. The measures will include 
planting additional trees, installing 
fencing and increasing the height of 
existing berms –depending upon 
the specific location and need.  
In addition, from an end use 
perspective, we have included the 
following commitment in the Draft 
ToR (Section 9.1):  
−Outside of the EA process, 
conduct workshops/roundtables to 
discuss the future of the site for a 
new Community Use through the 
development of a Closure Plan  
Again, we are pleased to advise the 
Minister that we have already 
started the process of determining 
a pre-consultation plan with the 
community regarding closure of the 
site and post-closure land use. The 
CLC will play an important role in 
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Kathleen 
Hedley, 
Director 
EAB 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Thank you for taking the time to meet with us on November 14, 2016 and clarify 
the Ministry of Environment and Climate Change’s (MOECC’s) requirements for 
submitting the Terrapure Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental 
Assessment (EA) Proposed Terms of Reference (ToR). We found the meeting 
both informative and helpful building on our discussions with Mr. Battarino and 
Ms. Testa on November 2, 2016.  
 
As a follow up to those meetings, this letter outlines our understanding of 
MOECC’s revised approach for submitting a proposed ToR in Ontario, which is 
being applied to Terrapure based on our discussions.  
 
As mentioned during our meetings with the MOECC, Terrapure has prepared 
the draft ToR in accordance with the Codes of Practice for Preparing and 
Submitting a Terms of Reference (January 2014) based on the MOECC’s initial 
comments and suggestions provided to us at our meetings in March 2016.  
Following that, the draft ToR was made available to review agencies, Aboriginal 
communities, and the public for comment. As part of making the draft ToR 
available for comment, Terrapure held numerous meetings with review 
agencies and the public to clarify comments received and address them in a 
face to face setting. All comments received were documented and formally 
responded to in writing. In addition, follow up efforts were made with 
unresponsive agencies and aboriginal communities to try and obtain their 
comments.  
Where appropriate, the draft ToR was revised reflecting comments received, 
including those from MOECC. With regards to the MOECC’s comments, we 
have revised the draft ToR to reflect Mr. Battarino’s approach and suggestions, 
some of which differ from what we heard during our meetings in March 2016. 
Terrapure was intending to formally submit the proposed ToR on November 18, 
2016. In light of our discussions, Terrapure is now targeting formal submission 
of the Proposed ToR on January 13, 2017, and expects the following to occur 
prior to the submission date: 
1. Terrapure will follow up with each unresponsive Government Review Team 
(GRT) member and Aboriginal community notified of the draft ToR in an attempt 
to obtain written comments. Where comments are obtained from these follow 
up efforts, Terrapure will formally respond in writing 
and reflect them in the proposed ToR as appropriate. Where comments have 
been previously provided and have been formally responded to in writing, there 
is no need to follow up with GRT members and Aboriginal communities and try 
and obtain written confirmation that Terrapure’s responses are to their 
“satisfaction”. This reflects the MOECC’s acknowledgement that it is extremely 
difficult for a proponent to obtain this “sign-off” especially with Aboriginal 
communities who may only want to dialogue with MOECC directly.  
2. Terrapure will document the additional follow up efforts in both the Proposed 
ToR (summary) and Record of Consultation (in detail).  
3. Terrapure will prepare and submit the following comment/response tables 
with a covering letter to MOECC’s EAB Director (attention Mr. Battarino):  
a. 1 table for MOECC (EAB and Technical Reviewers) 
b. 1 table for GRT 
c. 1 table for Aboriginal communities  
4. MOECC will review the comment/response tables and follow up internally 
with MOECC technical reviewers and externally with GRT members and 
Aboriginal communities on their comments received and responses provided. 
MOECC has requested one week upon receipt of the tables to carry out this 

November 
17, 2016 

Email 
w/Letter 
attached 
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follow up.  
5. MOECC (EAB Director) will issue a letter instructing Terrapure to submit the 
Proposed ToR once MOECC has completed its internal and external follow up.  
6. Terrapure will send a letter to MOECC’s EAB Director notifying MOECC that 
it is formally submitting the Proposed ToR on January 13, 2017. The 
submission of the Proposed ToR will initiate the 12 week ToR review and 
decision period (to start on a Friday at least three weeks after the date of 
Terrapure’s letter identifying our request to submit the Proposed ToR) 
prescribed by Ontario Regulation 616/98. It is our understanding based on our 
discussions, that MOECC will use all reasonable efforts to complete the review 
so that the Minister may make a decision by the prescribed deadline date of 
March 27, 2017.  
7. MOECC’s EAB Director will issue Terrapure a response letter outlining what 
needs to be submitted, to whom, and by when to facilitate the submission of the 
Proposed ToR. 
8. Terrapure will send copies of the Proposed ToR Submission Form and 
Notice of Submission toMr. Battarino for his review. Terrapure will revise the 
Submission Form and Notice, based on comments received and will submit a 
final version of the Submission Form to Mr. Battarino for his internal use.  
9. Terrapure will carry out the duties associated with submitting the Proposed 
ToR as per the directions stated in MOECC’s EAB Director’s letter (e.g., give 
notice of the Proposed ToR submission).  
 
With the preceding in mind, we look forward to working with MOECC to formally 
submit the ProposedToR by the target date of January 13, 2017 and facilitate 
MOECC’s review so that the Minister may make a decision by the 12-week 
deadline of March 27, 2017.  
 
We also understand that MOECC is planning on updating the Codes of Practice 
for Preparing and Submitting a Terms of Reference to reflect the MOECC’s 
revised approach for submitting a proposed ToR as conveyed to us.  
Please contact me if you have any questions on the preceding information. 

 N.A. N.A. N.A. Provided a copy of the GRT and Aboriginal Communities comment tracking 
tables -  
As requested by Mr. Battarino at our November 2, 2016 meeting with him and 
Ms. Antonia Testa, please find attached our responses to comments received 
from the Government Review Team (GRT)and Aboriginal Communities on the 
Draft Terrapure Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment 
Terms of Reference for the Ministry’s external follow up. As directed by Mr. 
Battarino, we have provided separate GRT and Aboriginal Communities tables 
to facilitate his follow up.  
Please contact me if you have any questions on the attached information, or 
wish to meet to discuss our responses further. 

November 
18, 2016 

Email 
w/Letter 
attached 

  December 
13, 2016 

Email 
w/Letter 
attached 

Thank you for your November 17, 2016 letter regarding our meeting on 
November 14, 2016 about the draft Stoney Creek Regional Facility Terms of 
Reference (ToR). In your letter, you outlined your understanding of the Ministry 
of the Environment and Climate Change (MOECC) expectations for submitting 
the draft proposed Stoney Creek Regional Facility ToR based on our discussion 
during that meeting. 
 
MOECC staff have completed an initial review of your letter and would like to 
provide clarification regarding the following items: 
 

Thank-you for your letter sent to us on December 13, 2016 in response to our 
November 17, 2016letterclarifyingthe Ministry of Environment and Climate 
Change’s (MOECC’s) requirements for submitting the Terrapure Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility (SCRF)Environmental Assessment (EA)Proposed Terms of 
Reference (ToR).We met with Mr.Battarino at MOECC offices on December 
8andDecember16, 2016, to address some additional comments from the 
MOECC and to provide an update on Aboriginal communities, Government 
Review Team (GRT)and Public consultation. We found the meetings to be both 
informative and productive and appreciate Mr. Battarino taking the time to meet 
with Terrapure and GHD. 

January 9, 
2016 

Email 
w/Letter 
attached 
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Aboriginal Consultation 
 
The MOECC understands that there may be situations where opportunities 
extended to Aboriginal communities to participate in the environmental 
assessment (EA) process are not responded to; and, that Terrapure may be 
unable to obtain written confirmation from an Aboriginal community that it is 
aware of the of the undertaking being considered as part of the EA process or 
whether a community’s particular right or interests may be potentially impacted 
by the proposed undertaking being considered. 
 
In the event of such a situation, the MOECC has advised Terrapure that, at a 
minimum, the company must be able to demonstrate the following: 
 
• That every reasonable effort has been made. to make the Aboriginal 

community aware of the proposed undertaking being considered as part of 
the EA process; 

• That every reasonable effort has made to engage the Aboriginal community 
throughout the preparation of the ToR; 

• That the Aboriginal community has been provided with a copy of all notices, 
invitations to consultation opportunities and correspondence circulated as 
part of the  preparation of the ToR; and, 

• That the Aboriginal community has been made aware of all opportunities to 
participate -in the in the review of any documentation that has been 
circulated as part of the ToR consultation process. 

 
Each of the above noted consultation efforts are to be are documented in the 
final ToR Record of Consultation; and, an overview of these efforts is to be 
summarized in the main  body of the final ToR documentation. 
 
Comments on the Draft ToR 
 
It is the MOECC’s expectation that Terrapure will respond to the each 
Government Review Team (GRT) member, Aboriginal community or member of 
the public that has submitted comments on the draft ToR documentation. Every 
reasonable effort should be made to ensure that any issues or concerns 
identified are appropriately considered and addressed. This includes following 
up each GRT member, Aboriginal community or interested stakeholder to 
determine if any issues or concerns that they may have raised during the 
preparation of the ToR have been reasonably addressed.  
 
The results of this consultation are to be are to documented in the final ToR 
Record of · Consultation; and, an overview of the issues and concerns raised 
during the review of the draft the ToR and how they have been responded to or 
addressed are be summarized in the main body of the final ToR documentation. 
 
Comment and Response Summary Table 
 
It is the MOECC’s expectation that Terrapure will prepare a comment and 
response summary table that documents the comments received from 
members of the GRT, Aboriginal communities and members of the public on the 
review of the draft EA. The comment and response summary table is to be 
made part of the main body of the final ToR documentation. 
 

At our meetings with Mr. Battarino, we were able to provide an update on the 
additional consultation undertaken over the months of November and 
December, which included the following: 
 
1. Terrapure followed up with each unresponsive GRT member and Aboriginal 
community who were notified of the draft ToR in an attempt to obtain written 
comments. Where comments were obtained from these follow up efforts, 
Terrapure has formally responded in writing and incorporated them in the 
proposed ToR as appropriate. 
2. Terrapure has documented the additional follow up efforts in both the 
Proposed ToR(summary) and Record of Consultation (in detail). 
3. Terrapure prepared and submitted the following comment/response tables 
with a covering letter to MOECC’s Environmental Approvals Branch (EAB) 
Director (attention Mr.Battarino): 
 a.1 table for MOECC (EAB and Technical Reviewers) 
 b. 1 table for GRT 
 c. 1 table for Aboriginal communities 
In addition and as mentioned during our meetings with Mr. Battarino, Terrapure 
undertook additional outreach with respect to key changes to the Draft ToR and 
why the changes were made, through notification to Aboriginal communities, 
GRT members and the public. Recent notification to the surrounding community 
occurred on January 6th, 2017 through a letter-drop to approximately 
4,000homes, as well as individual emails to the GRT and anyone who had 
indicated an interest in the project. Further, we have provided details of the key 
changes to the Draft ToR to Aboriginal communities via email, registered mail 
and with follow-up phone calls. Terrapure has documented this additional 
follow-up in both the Proposed ToR (summary) and Record of Consultation (in 
detail). 
 
On January 3, 2017, Terrapure provided the SCRF Community Liaison 
Committee (CLC) with an update on the status of the ToR process as well as 
the opportunity for a special CLC workshop to discuss key changes to the Draft 
ToR. Should the CLC take up the offer to meet for this special workshop, 
Terrapure will walk CLC members through the Proposed ToR, outline what has 
changed and why, and answer any questions the CLC may have about the ToR 
and the process ahead. A meeting date of January 23 or January 30, 2017 has 
been proposed as of the date of this letter. Should the meeting occur, Terrapure 
will document this additional meeting in both the Proposed ToR(summary) and 
Record of Consultation (in detail). Should the CLC turn down this offer to attend 
a workshop, it will also be noted in the Proposed ToR and Record of 
Consultation. 
 
Based on the additional consultation undertaken in early January and the 
planned consultation to take place in late January, Terrapure is requesting to 
formally submit the proposed ToRonFebruary8, 2017.We understand that 
the process going forward after MOECC receives this letter is as follows: 
 
1. MOECC’s EAB Director will issue Terrapure a response letter confirming the 
February 8,2017 submission of the Proposed ToR and outline what needs to be 
submitted, to whom, and by when to facilitate the submission of the Proposed 
ToR. We understand through previous discussions that this response letter is 
issued within one week of submitting our Proposed ToR submission date. 
2. Terrapure will send copies of the Proposed ToR Submission Form and 
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MOECC Follow Up 
 
Prior to the formal submission of the final ToR, the MOECC will follow up with 
each member of the GRT and Aboriginal community that has submitted 
comments on the draft ToR documentation. The purpose of which is to confirm 
whether any significant issues or concerns that they may have raised during the 
review of the draft ToR have been reasonably addressed or responded to. In 
order to facilitate this, the MOECC has requested that Terrapure submit a list 
identifying each of the members of the GRT and  each of the Aboriginal 
communities, including the main contact or lead with each agency and 
community and their contact information, that has been engaged as part of the  
preparation of the ToR. The submission of the list should coincide with the 
conclusion of the consultation process carried out by Terrapure to determine 
whether members of the GRT and Aboriginal communities are satisfied with 
how Terrapure has responded to or proposed address their respective issues or 
concerns with the draft ToR documentation; and, a minimum of one week prior 
to notifying the MOECC that the company intends to submit its ToR formally. 
 
Minister’s Decision 
 
A Minister’s decision date on the final ToR for the Stoney Creek Regional 
Facility EA cannot be confirmed prior to formal submission. It is important to 
note that while the MOECC makes every effort to render a decision in a timely 
manner, there may be times when a decision is not made by the prescribed 
deadline under the Ontario Regulation 616/98, the Deadlines Regulation. In 
accordance with subsection 10(4) of the Environmental Assessment Act, a 
decision by the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change is not invalid 
solely on the basis that it is not made by the applicable deadline. 
 
Submission of the Final ToR 
 
It is the MOECC’s expectation that Terrapure will notify the Director of the 
Environmental Approvals Branch, by way of letter, three weeks prior to formally  
submitting the final ToR documentation for a decision; and, after such time as 
the MOECC has provided confirmation to Terrapure that it is satisfied that there 
are no  outstanding issues or concerns with how the company has responded to 
or proposed to address the comments submitted by members of the GRT and 
Aboriginal communities  during the draft review of the ToR. Upon receipt of the 
notice of submission, the MOECC will provide Terrapure a letter of 
acknowledgement confirming acceptance of the proposed ToR submission 
date, and outline of the administrative duties associated with the formal 
submission of the ToR. Terrapue is expected to carry out the duties associated 
with submission of the final ToR as outlined in the acknowledgement letter. 
 
In addition, I would like to take this opportunity to respond to a reference made 
in your in letter about the meetings between Terrapure and MOECC staff that 
took place in March 2016. It should be noted that the discussions during those 
introductory meetings were preliminary, and based on Terrapure’s brief 
overview of its proposed project and path forward. 
 
Although MOECC staff did provide advice and direction with respect to its 
expectation about the approach for the submission of a ToR, the advice and 
direction provide at this time has not  changed nor has the approach for the final 

Notice of Submission to Mr. Battarino for his review3 weeks in advance of 
February 8, 2017, i.e. on January 18, 2017.Terrapure will revise the Submission 
Form and Notice based on comments received and submit a final version of the 
Submission Form to Mr. Battarino for his internal use. 
3. Terrapure will carry out the duties associated with submitting the Proposed 
ToR as per the directions stated in MOECC’s EAB Director’s letter (e.g., give 
notice of the Proposed ToR submission). 
 
With the preceding in mind, we look forward to receiving a confirmation letter on 
the Proposed ToR submission date of February 8, 2017 as soon as possible. 
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submission of the Terrapure ToR for the Stoney Creek Regional Facility EA 
been revised. I am satisfied that the advice and direction provided to Terrapure 
by MOECC staff throughout the preparation of the ToR has been consistent, 
and is reflective of the MOECC’s expectations concerning the preparation and 
submission of a ToR. 

  Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached  

Terrapure delivered the following to Ms. Kathleen Hedley with Attention to Gavin Battarino: 
 
• ToR Submission Covering Letter 
• Notice of ToR Submission 
• 2 hard copies of the Terms of Reference;  
• 1 hard copy of the Terms of Reference Supporting Document No. 1, Consultation Record and Appendices; and   
• 2 USB flash drives containing electronic copies of the Terms of Reference, Supporting Document No. 1, and Consultation Record.  

February 
06, 2017  

Hand 
Delivered 

 Barb Slattery, 
Environmental 
Resource 
Planner & EA 
Coordinator 

Terrapure provided a USB flash drive containing the ToR, the supporting documentation and the Record of Consultation enclosed with a covering letter, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin 
Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission for the ToR and a 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference 
in response to the comments received on the draft ToR. 

February 
03, 2017  

Courier  

  February 
8, 2017 

Email I just got a call from OMAFRA reviewer and she indicates that as of just now, 
they have not received a new email with links to the required documents. Is it 
your intent to be resending to all of the government reviewers? 

Thank you for letting me know. My colleague, Sarah Shields, is emailing all of 
the government reviewers to ensure they receive the documentation today. 

February 8, 
2017 

Email 

 Natalie Stacey, 
Air Quality 
Analyst 

Terrapure provided a hard copy of the ToR and a USB flash drive containing the supporting documentation and the Record of Consultation enclosed with a covering letter, a memorandum 
from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission for the ToR and a 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed 
Terms of Reference in response to the comments received on the draft ToR. 

February 
03, 2017  

Courier  

 Michael 
Spencer, 
Hydrologist 

Terrapure provided a hard copy of the ToR and a USB flash drive containing the supporting documentation and the Record of Consultation enclosed with a covering letter, a memorandum 
from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission for the ToR and a 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed 
Terms of Reference in response to the comments received on the draft ToR. 

February 
03, 2017  

Courier  

 Husein Awad, 
Hydrologist 

Terrapure provided a hard copy of the ToR and a USB flash drive containing the supporting documentation and the Record of Consultation enclosed with a covering letter, a memorandum 
from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission for the ToR and a 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed 
Terms of Reference in response to the comments received on the draft ToR. 

February 
03, 2017  

Courier  

 Anthony 
Martella 

Terrapure provided a USB flash drive containing the ToR, the supporting documentation and the Record of Consultation enclosed with a covering letter, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin 
Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission for the ToR and a 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference 
in response to the comments received on the draft ToR. 

February 
03, 2017  

Courier  

 Youssouf 
Kalogo 

Terrapure provided a hard copy of the ToR and a USB flash drive containing the supporting documentation and the Record of Consultation enclosed with a covering letter, a memorandum 
from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission for the ToR and a 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed 
Terms of Reference in response to the comments received on the draft ToR. 

February 
03, 2017  

Courier  

 Ian Parrot Terrapure provided a hard copy of the ToR and a USB flash drive containing the supporting documentation and the Record of Consultation enclosed with a covering letter, a memorandum 
from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission for the ToR and a 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed 
Terms of Reference in response to the comments received on the draft ToR. 

February 
03, 2017  

Courier  

Ontario 
Ministry of 
Health and 
Long-Term 
Care 

Tony Amalfa, 
Manager 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 
June 10, 
2016 

Email We have no active role in these proceedings. Please remove us from the 
invitation list. 

Removed – no response required. N.A. N.A. 

Ministry of 
Municipal 
Affairs & 
Housing 

Charles 
O’Hara, 
Manager/GP 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 
N.A. N.A. N.A. Provided digital copy of draft Terms of Reference and requested written 

comments by August 19, 2016. Advised that hard copies were available on 
request. 

June 23, 
2016 

Email w/ 
Notice 
attached 

June 23, 
2016 

Email Please remove me from this list. Removed – no response required. N.A. N.A. 
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Mark Christie, 
/Manager - Co
mmunity 
Planning and 
Development 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 
N.A. N.A. N.A. Provided digital copy of draft Terms of Reference and requested written 

comments by August 19, 2016. Advised that hard copies were available on 
request. 

June 23, 
2016 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Emailed reminder that the comment period for draft Terms of Reference ends 
August 19, 2016. 

August 17, 
2016 

Email 

N.A. N.A. No comments on the Draft Terms of Reference received The following letter was sent via by email: 
We are following up with you to see if Ministry of Municipal Affairs & Housing 
has any comments on the draft Terms of Reference prepared as part of the 
Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment (SCRF EA) being 
carried out by Terrapure Environmental (Terrapure).  
Terrapure initiated the SCRF EA Terms of Reference process in June 2016 and 
provided you the Notice of Commencement and Open House via email on 
June 7, 2016. The correspondence was followed up by an email on 
June 23, 2016 with the draft Terms of Reference requesting written comments 
no later than August 19, 2016.  
To date, we have not received comments from your agency on the draft Terms 
of Reference. As a result, we would appreciate receiving confirmation from you 
that your agency has no comments on the draft Terms of Reference. Your 
response is required to be included in the proposed Terms of Reference 
submitted to the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change for review 
and approval. Therefore, we ask you to submit your response in writing as soon 
as possible. 

November 
8, 2016 

Email w/ 
Letter 
attached 

 Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached  

 Terrapure provided notification confirming the date of ToR Submission, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the correct recipient of the ToR.  January 
18, 2017 

Email  

 Left voicemail with Mark Christie at 2:57 pm following up with email/letter sent on January 18, 2017, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the 
correct recipient of the ToR.  

January 
26, 2017 

Telephone 

Victor Doyle, 
Manager - Plan
ning Innovation 
Section, 
Provincial 
Planning Policy 
Branch 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 
N.A. N.A. N.A. Provided digital copy of draft Terms of Reference and requested written 

comments by August 19, 2016. Advised that hard copies were available on 
request. 

June 23, 
2016 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Emailed reminder that the comment period for draft Terms of Reference ends 
August 19, 2016. 

August 17, 
2016 

Email 

N.A. N.A. No comments on the Draft Terms of Reference received The following letter was sent via by email: 
We are following up with you to see if Ministry of Municipal Affairs & Housing 
has any comments on the draft Terms of Reference prepared as part of the 
Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment (SCRF EA) being 
carried out by Terrapure Environmental (Terrapure). 
Terrapure initiated the SCRF EA Terms of Reference process in June 2016 and 
provided you the Notice of Commencement and Open House via email on 
June 7, 2016. The correspondence was followed up by an email on June 23, 
2016 with the draft Terms of Reference requesting written comments no later 
than August 19, 2016. 
To date, we have not received comments from your agency on the draft Terms 
of Reference. As a result, we would appreciate receiving confirmation from you 
that your agency has no comments on the draft Terms of Reference. Your 
response is required to be included in the proposed Terms of Reference 
submitted to the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change for review 
and approval. Therefore, we ask you to submit your response in writing as soon 

November 
8, 2016 

Email w/ 
Letter 
attached 
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as possible. 
  Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 

2017 
Email 
w/Notice 
attached  

  Terrapure provided notification confirming the date of ToR Submission, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the correct recipient of the ToR.  January 
18, 2017 

Email  

  Left voicemail with Victor Doyle at 3:02 pm following up with email/letter sent on January 18, 2017, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the 
correct recipient of the ToR.  

January 
26, 2017 

Telephone 

 Caroline 
Samuel 

January 
26, 2017 

Voicemail Caroline Samuel left a voicemail at 4:00 pm stating she was forwarded the 
voicemail GHD left for her colleague and would like us to return her call when 
we have a chance. 

Left a voicemail with Caroline at 4:50 pm - provided a name and number that 
she could call to discuss the SCRF EA ToR submission 

January 
26, 2017 

Telephone 

 N.A. N.A. N.A. Followed up from the voicemail left on January 26, 2017 at 4:50pm. 
 
She apologized for not responded to the voicemail. She stated she is the 
contact person for the Ministry of Municipal Affairs & Housing. She gave her 
email and confirmed that an electronic version of the ToR is fine. 

February 
02, 2017 

Telephone 

  Terrapure provided electric copy of the ToR, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission of the ToR, and 
the 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference. Terrapure also requested they confirm receipt of the ToR. 

February 8, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Document
s attached 

  Terrapure resent the Notice of Submission of the ToR email without shortened links due to issues with Ministry of Ontario’s anti-spam blocker February 8, 
2017 

Email  

  February 
8, 2017 

Email  Out of office automatic response received No response required. N.A. N.A. 

Ministry of 
Natural 
Resources 
and Forestry 
(MNRF) 

Tara McKenna, 
District Planner 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 
N.A. N.A. N.A. Provided digital copy of draft Terms of Reference and requested written 

comments by August 19, 2016. Advised that hard copies were available on 
request. 

June 23, 
2016 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Emailed reminder that the comment period for draft Terms of Reference ends 
August 19, 2016. 

August 17, 
2016 

Email 

August 
19, 2016 

Email I briefly reviewed the Supporting Document #3: Natural Environment and 
Existing Conditions Report 
(http://static1.squarespace.com/static/56be30b445bf21297ea38147/t/576a91e9
b8a79b7193d3b0c1/1466601964837/8.+Supporting+Document+%233Natural+
Environment+Existing+Conditions+Report.pdf). On page 4 the report notes that 
a formal request for information was put in with the Ministry of Natural 
Resources and Forestry (MNRF), but no response has been provided to date. 
Can you confirm whether or not you have received information since then? 
When was the original request made?  
  
I appreciate your assistance on this matter, and hope to provide you the 
information you need if you have not yet received this information. 

Good morning Tara, with regards to your question about our request for 
information, we put in the request to Michelle Bonaldo on May 16, 2016, who 
then directed us to Michelle Martin from the Vineland office. We have been 
corresponding with her, and we just recently received a piece of information we 
needed to follow up with her. We hopeto receive the requested information 
soon. If there are any further delays, we will follow up with you so we can get 
the information we need to help finalize this report. 

August 23, 
2016 

Email 

N.A. N.A. N.A. I just wanted to follow up on my last e-mail regarding our request for information 
from the MNRF for the Terrapure Stoney Creek Regional Facility EA. To date, 
we have still not received a response from Michelle Martin from the Vineland 
office. Would you possibly be able to assist us in obtaining this information so 
we can finalize the report? I have attached the information gathering form that 
we had originally sent to Michelle when the project was not yet public. Please 
advise if you require any additional information to be able to assist with this 
request. 

October 
25, 2016 

Email 

October 
27, 2016 

Email 
w/Letter 
attached 

Species at Risk 
The Ministry has the following species at risk (SAR) records for the area: 
Butternut (Juglans cinerea), Barn Swallow (Hirundo rustica). 

We have noted that potential Species at Risk within the preliminary study area 
include Butternut and Barn Swallow. 

November 
18, 2016 

Email w/ 
Letter 
attached 

http://static1.squarespace.com/static/56be30b445bf21297ea38147/t/576a91e9b8a79b7193d3b0c1/1466601964837/8.+Supporting+Document+%233Natural+Environment+Existing+Conditions+Report.pdf
http://static1.squarespace.com/static/56be30b445bf21297ea38147/t/576a91e9b8a79b7193d3b0c1/1466601964837/8.+Supporting+Document+%233Natural+Environment+Existing+Conditions+Report.pdf
http://static1.squarespace.com/static/56be30b445bf21297ea38147/t/576a91e9b8a79b7193d3b0c1/1466601964837/8.+Supporting+Document+%233Natural+Environment+Existing+Conditions+Report.pdf
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Please note that because the province has not been surveyed comprehensively 
for the presence of species at risk (SAR), the absence in the NHIC database of 
an EO in a particular geographic area does not indicate the absence of the 
species in that area. Consequently, the presence of an EO is useful to flag the 
presence of the species in the area, but is not an appropriate tool to determine 
whether a species is absent, or whether it should be surveyed for or not in a 
particular area. 
 
Consequently, we provide the following advice with respect to determining the 
presence of species at risk on a property for which a land-use change or 
on-the-ground activity is being proposed (note that some of the following may 
not apply to a given type of proposed activity, or for a given study area): 
I. Habitat Inventory  
The District recommends undertaking a comprehensive botanical inventory of 
the entire area that may be subject to direct and indirect impacts from the 
proposed activity. The vegetation communities and aquatic habitats in the study 
area should be classified as per the “Ecological Land Classification (ELC) for 
Southern Ontario” system, to either the “Ecosite” or “Vegetation Type” level. 
With respect to aquatic habitats in the study area, we recommend you collect 
data on the physical characteristics of the waterbodies and inventory the 
riparian zone vegetation, so that these habitats can be classified as per the 
Aquatic Ecosites described in the ELC manual. 

As per the Terrestrial and Aquatic Environment Work Plan (Appendix C, 
Attachment 4 of the Draft Terms of Reference (ToR)), Terrapure will conduct 
site reconnaissance, as appropriate, during the Stoney Creek Regional Facility 
Environmental Assessment (SCRF EA) to confirm the information presented in 
the Natural Environment Existing Conditions Report (Draft ToR Supporting 
Document 3). 

II. Potential SAR on the property  
A list of species at risk that have the potential to occur in the area can be 
produced by cross- referencing the ecosites described during the habitat 
inventory with the habitat descriptions of species at risk known to occur in the 
county or regional municipality within which the area is located. The 
species-specific COSEWIC status reports (www.cosewic.gc.ca) are a good 
source of information on species at risk habitat needs and will be helpful in 
determining the suitability of the property’s ecosites for a given species. 
 
Please note that the Species at Risk in Ontario list (SARO) is a living document 
and is amended periodically as a result of species assessment and 
re-assessments conducted by the Committee on the Status of Species at Risk 
in Ontario (COSSARO). The SARO list can be accessed on the webpage 
http://www.ontario.ca/environment-and-energy/species-risk-ontario-list 
 
COSSARO also maintains a list of species to be assessed in the future. It is 
recommended to take COSSARO’s list of anticipated assessments into 
consideration, especially when the proposed start date of the activity is more 
than 6 months away, or the project will be undertaken over a period greater 
than 6 months. The list can be viewed by going to 
http://www.ontario.ca/page/how-comment-protecting-species-risk. 

As recommended the species-specific COSEWIC status reports, the Species at 
Risk in Ontario list, and the COSSARO’s list of anticipated assessments will be 
reviewed as part of carrying out the Terrestrial and Aquatic Environment Work 
Plan during the SCRF EA. 
 

III. SAR surveys  
The District is of the opinion that each species at risk identified under Step II 
should be surveyed for, regardless of whether or not the species has been 
previously recorded in the area, or whether previous records are historical in 
nature. The survey report should describe how each species at risk was 
surveyed for, and provide a rationale for why, if any, certain species appearing 
on the county/ regional municipal list were not the subject of the survey. These 
rationales must be based on evidence demonstrating either that: suitable 

As per the Terrestrial and Aquatic Environment Work Plan (Appendix C, 
Attachment 4 of the Draft ToR), Terrapure will conduct site reconnaissance, as 
appropriate, during the SCRF EA to confirm the information presented in the 
Natural Environment Existing Conditions Report (Draft ToR Supporting 
Document 3), including surveys of species at risk, if appropriate. 
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habitat for the species is not present on the property or; the project will not have 
any impacts -including indirect impacts- on the species. Some SAR surveys 
require an authorization under the Endangered Species Act 2007 and/or a 
Scientific Collector’s Permit; please contact the Guelph District office if you 
require further direction regarding these. 
Guelph District additionally recommends contacting the municipal planning 
approval authority and the conservation authority to determine if they have any 
additional information or records of interest for the study area. Please contact 
our office if your investigations reveal the presence of species at risk on the 
subject property. MNRF will be happy to provide further advice regarding the 
provisions of the Endangered Species Act at that time. 

As recommended, Terrapure contacted both the City of Hamilton and Hamilton 
Conservation Authority as part of SCRF EA ToR process. Both agencies will 
again be contacted as part of the SCRF EA to determine if they have any 
additional information or records of interest for the study area. 

N.A. N.A. No comments on the Draft Terms of Reference received The following letter was sent via by email: 
We are following up with you to see if Ministry of Natural Resources and 
Forestry - Guelph District has any comments on the draft Terms of Reference 
prepared as part of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental 
Assessment (SCRF EA) being carried out by Terrapure Environmental 
(Terrapure).  
Terrapure initiated the SCRF EA Terms of Reference process in June 2016 and 
provided you the Notice of Commencement and Open House via email on June 
7, 2016. The correspondence was followed up by an email on June 23, 2016 
with the draft Terms of Reference requesting written comments no later than 
August 19, 2016.  
To date, we have not received comments from your agency on the draft Terms 
of Reference. As a result, we would appreciate receiving confirmation from you 
that your agency has no comments on the draft Terms of Reference. Your 
response is required to be included in the proposed Terms of Reference 
submitted to the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change for review 
and approval. Therefore, we ask you to submit your response in writing as soon 
as possible. 

November 
8, 2016 

Email w/ 
Letter 
attached 

November 
10, 2016 

Email Thank you for your inquiry. Ministry staff provided an information request 
response for the Terrapure Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental 
Assessment to Lisa Horn of the project team at GHD. At this time, MNRF has 
no additional information/comments to provide regarding the Draft Terms of 
Reference, but would appreciate being circulated on forthcoming reports and 
commenting opportunities. 

Thank you for your previous comments provided on the Draft ToR. We will 
continue to notify MNRF of report review and commenting opportunities. 

  

  Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached  

  Terrapure provided notification confirming the date of ToR Submission, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the correct recipient of the ToR.  January 
18, 2017 

Email  

  January 
23, 2017 

Email You can send the Terms of Reference to me. Thanks, No response required. N.A. N.A. 

  Terrapure provided electric copy of the ToR, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission of the ToR, and 
the 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference. Terrapure also requested they confirm receipt of the ToR. 

February 8, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Document
s attached 

  February 
8, 2017 

Email Would you mind resending this email? It was blocked by the anti-spam system 
on my end, not sure why. 

Resent email and left a voicemail at 12:45 pm to confirm she received the ToR  February 8, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Document
s attached 
& phone 

  February 
8, 2017 

Email I managed to receive this email. No response required. N.A. N.A. 

  After Terrapure Responded to comments received from the MNRF we followed up with a second email to ensure the comments were received because past issues with our emails being March 29, Email 
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blocked. 2017 
  March 29, 

2017 
Email We’ve received the email No response required. N.A. N.A. 

 Michelle 
Karam, 
Management 
Biologist 

Terrapure provided electric copy of the ToR, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission of the ToR, and 
the 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference. Terrapure also requested they confirm receipt of the ToR. 

February 8, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Document
s attached 

  February 
8, 2017 

Email I have received an anti-spam notification from our email service, if you were 
trying to send something it was blocked and I have not received it. 

Resent email and called at 2:32 p. Ms. Karam confirmed she received the ToR  February 8, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Document
s attached 
& phone 

  After Terrapure responded to comments received from the MNRF we followed up with a second email to ensure the comments were received because past issues with our emails being 
blocked. 

March 29, 
2017 

Email 

  March 31, 
2017 

Email Received.  No response required. N.A. N.A. 

Ministry of 
Tourism, 
Culture and 
Sport 
(MTCS) 

Chris Stack, 
Manager, West 
Region 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 
N.A. N.A. N.A. Provided digital copy of draft Terms of Reference and requested written 

comments by August 19, 2016. Advised that hard copies were available on 
request. 

June 23, 
2016 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Emailed reminder that the comment period for draft Terms of Reference ends 
August 19, 2016. 

August 17, 
2016 

Email 

N.A. N.A. No comments on the Draft Terms of Reference received The following letter was sent via by email: 
We are following up with you to see if Ontario Provincial Police has any 
comments on the draft Terms of Reference prepared as part of the Stoney 
Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment (SCRF EA) being carried 
out by Terrapure Environmental (Terrapure).  
Terrapure initiated the SCRF EA Terms of Reference process in June 2016 and 
provided you the Notice of Commencement and Open House via email on June 
7, 2016. The correspondence was followed up by an email on June 23, 2016 
with the draft Terms of Reference requesting written comments no later than 
August 19, 2016.  
To date, we have not received comments from your agency on the draft Terms 
of Reference. As a result, we would appreciate receiving confirmation from you 
that your agency has no comments on the draft Terms of Reference. Your 
response is required to be included in the proposed Terms of Reference 
submitted to the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change for review 
and approval. Therefore, we ask you to submit your response in writing as soon 
as possible. 

November 
8, 2016 

Email w/ 
Letter 
attached 

November 
9, 2016 

Email We have no comments from a regional perspective at this time and we have 
shared the request with our Culture program area colleagues to ensure they are 
aware of it too. 

Response not required N.A. N.A. 

 Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached  

 Terrapure provided notification confirming the date of ToR Submission, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the correct recipient of the ToR.  January 
18, 2017 

Email  

 January 
18, 2017 

Email I understand my ministry colleague Dan Minkin has been in contact with 
Terrapure on this file. He would be the appropriate person to receive the next 
materials. His email address is dan.minkin@ontario.ca 

Response not required N.A. N.A. 

Dan Minkin, 
Heritage 
Planner 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 
N.A. N.A. N.A. Provided digital copy of draft Terms of Reference and requested written 

comments by August 19, 2016. Advised that hard copies were available on 
June 23, 
2016 

Email w/ 
Notice 
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request. attached 
June 23, 
2016 

Email As discussed during the GRT meeting yesterday, will the cultural heritage 
documentation from the 1996 IEA be sent to me separately? 
 
Also, could you remove Rosi Zirger from the contact list for this project? I’ll be 
the sole MTCS contact for the file. 

Thank you for attending the June 22, 2016 Government Review Team meeting 
held as part of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment 
(SCRF EA). As mentioned during the meeting, we are seeking approval under 
the Ontario EA Act to reconfigure the site back to its original footprint 
configuration approved by the then Minister of the Environment in 1996. The 
reconfiguration would allow Terrapure to use the existing space more efficiently 
while retaining the same overall geographic size of the site. 
 
Since we are proposing to return to the site’s original footprint configuration, we 
have attached your ministry’s final comments on that proposal for context 
purposes as you review this current proposal before you. Specifically, the 
attachment reflects excerpts from the Response Document (January 1995) 
prepared by Taro Aggregates Ltd. (proponent) as part of the Proposed East 
Quarry Landfill EA (now referred to as the SCRF). 
 
In particular, you will notice that your ministry indicated that it did not have any 
comments to provide on the then Proposed East Quarry Landfill EA (Director, 
Central Region) and that the proposed project exhibits a low potential for 
impacting cultural heritage resources, due to the fact that the study area is 
limited to an exhausted quarry pit (Regional Archaeologist/Heritage Planner). 
 
Notwithstanding these previous comments and their application to the current 
proposal before you, we have completed the following MTCS checklists (see 
attached): 
- Criteria for Evaluating Archaeological Potential: A Checklist for the 
Non-Specialist (2015/11): 
Since the response to Question 8 (Has the entire property (or project area) 
been subjected to recent, extensive and intensive disturbance?) is a “Yes”, then 
an archaeological assessment is not required. 
- Criteria for Evaluating Potential for Built Heritage Resources & Cultural 
Heritage Landscapes: 
A Checklist for the Non-Specialist (2015/03): Since a “No” response applies to 
all questions, there is low potential for built heritage or cultural heritage 
landscape on the property We trust you will find this information helpful as your 
prepare your comments on the draft SCRF EA Terms of Reference. 
 
Please contact Blair Shoniker, Senior Waste & Environmental Planner at 
905-429-5040, if you have any questions on the preceding information or wish 
to meet to discuss the proposal further in light of your ministry’s mandate. 
 
(comments attached to letter) 

July 22, 
2016 

Email (w/ 
Letter 
attachmen
t) 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Emailed reminder that the comment period for draft Terms of Reference ends 
August 19, 2016. 

August 17, 
2016 

Email 

August 
17, 2016 

Email Thank you for providing the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) with 
the draft Proposed Terms of Reference (ToR) for your project. MTCS’s interest 
in this EA project relates to its mandate of conserving Ontario’s cultural 
heritage, which includes:  
• Archaeological resources, including land-based and marine;  
• Built heritage resources, including bridges and monuments; and,  
• Cultural heritage landscapes.  

 
Under the EA process, the proponent is required to determine a project’s 

Thank you for your comments on the draft Stoney Creek Regional Facility 
Environmental Assessment Terms of Reference (SCRF EA ToR) emailed on 
August 17, 2016 to Ms. Bailey of Terrapure Environmental. We are pleased to 
read that the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) is satisfied with the 
rationale for excluding the investigation of culture heritage impacts from the 
SCRF EA as long as the preferred Alternative To the Undertaking as proposed 
in the draft ToR is carried forward. As requested, the final EA documentation 
will make reference to this rationale.  
 

August 22, 
2016 

Email w/ 
Letter 
attachmen
t 
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potential impact on cultural heritage resources.  
 
Based on information provided to MTCS by the project team, we are satisfied 
with the draft Proposed ToR’s rationale for excluding investigation of cultural 
heritage impacts from the EA study, so long as the preferred Alternative to the 
Undertaking as identified in this draft Proposed ToR is carried forward. Our only 
comment in that case is that the final EA documentation should make reference 
to this rationale.  
 
If other alternatives are brought under consideration over the course of the EA 
process, we would expect that screenings for cultural heritage impacts will be 
re-applied in light of these alternatives, and any technical heritage studies found 
to be necessary will be carried out and incorporated into the evaluation of 
alternatives.  
 
Thank you for consulting MTCS on this project: please continue to do so 
through the EA process, and contact me for any questions or clarification. 

However, notwithstanding this, we will carry out additional screenings for 
cultural heritage impacts if other Alternatives To the Undertaking are considered 
during the SCRF EA and undertake any technical heritage studies found to be 
necessary incorporating the results into the evaluation of alternatives.  
 
Finally, we will continue to notify the MTCS of future project related activities 
during the SCRF EA.  
 
Please contact Blair Shoniker, Senior Waste & Environmental Planner at 
905-429-5040, if you have any questions on the preceding information or wish 
to meet to discuss the proposal further in light of your ministry’s mandate. 

  Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached  

  Terrapure provided notification confirming the date of ToR Submission, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the correct recipient of the ToR.  January 
18, 2017 

Email  

  January 
18, 2017 

Email  Hi Blair, hope all’s well. Yes, a link to the electronic ToR sent to me would be 
fine. 

Response not required N.A. N.A. 

  Terrapure provided electric copy of the ToR, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission of the ToR, and 
the 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference. Terrapure also requested they confirm receipt of the ToR. 

February 8, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Document
s attached 

  Terrapure resent the Notice of Submission of the ToR email without shortened links due to issues with Ministry of Ontario’s anti-spam blocker February 8, 
2017 

Email  

  February 
8, 2017 

Email I did get a notification earlier today about a URL from you caught in the spam 
filter, and ironically I was just talking to a colleague about how to work around it 
when this email came in. 

Response not required N.A. N.A. 

  After Terrapure responded to comments received from the MTCS we followed up with a second email to ensure the comments were received because past issues with emails being 
blocked. 

March 29, 
2017 

Email 

  March 30, 
2017 

Email Thank you for this response. I am satisfied with the ToR with the rationales and 
modifications presented. 

Response not required N.A. N.A. 

Ministry of 
Transportati
on 

Jason White, 
Manager (A), 
Engineering 
Office - Central 
Region 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Provided digital copy of draft Terms of Reference and requested written 
comments by August 19, 2016. Advised that hard copies were available on 
request. 

June 23, 
2016 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Emailed reminder that the comment period for draft Terms of Reference ends 
August 19, 2016. 

August 17, 
2016 

Email 

N.A. N.A. No comments on the Draft Terms of Reference received The following letter was sent via by email: 
We are following up with you to see if Ministry of Transportation has any 
comments on the draft Terms of Reference prepared as part of the Stoney 
Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment (SCRF EA) being carried 
out by Terrapure Environmental (Terrapure).  
Terrapure initiated the SCRF EA Terms of Reference process in June 2016 and 
provided you the Notice of Commencement and Open House via email on June 
7, 2016. The correspondence was followed up by an email on June 23, 2016 
with the draft Terms of Reference requesting written comments no later than 
August 19, 2016.  

November 
8, 2016 

Email w/ 
Letter 
attached 
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To date, we have not received comments from your agency on the draft Terms 
of Reference. As a result, we would appreciate receiving confirmation from you 
that your agency has no comments on the draft Terms of Reference. Your 
response is required to be included in the proposed Terms of Reference 
submitted to the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change for review 
and approval. Therefore, we ask you to submit your response in writing as soon 
as possible. 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached 

Terrapure provided notification confirming the date of ToR Submission, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the correct recipient of the ToR.  January 
18, 2017 

Email 

Left voicemail with Jason White at 3:04 pm following up with email/letter sent on January 18, 2017, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the 
correct recipient of the ToR.  

January 
26, 2017 

Telephone 

  Terrapure provided electric copy of the ToR, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission of the ToR, and 
the 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference. Terrapure also requested they confirm receipt of the ToR. 

February 8, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Document
s attached 

  Terrapure resent the Notice of Submission of the ToR email without shortened links due to issues with Ministry of Ontario’s anti-spam blocker. February 8, 
2017 

Email  

Niagara 
Escarpment 
Commission 

Nancy Mott, 
Senior 
Strategic 
Advisor 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 
N.A. N.A. N.A. Provided digital copy of draft Terms of Reference and requested written 

comments by August 19, 2016. Advised that hard copies were available on 
request. 

June 23, 
2016 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Emailed reminder that the comment period for draft Terms of Reference ends 
August 19, 2016. 

August 17, 
2016 

Email 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Telephone conversion followed up with the email below: 
Nice speaking with you this morning. As discussed, attached is the original 
distribution email of the Draft Terms ofReference for the Terrapure Stoney 
Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment for review. Please follow the 
link below to the document library:www.terrapurestoneycreek.com 
Should you have any comments and/or questions regarding the proposed 
undertaking please direct them to either myself or Blair Shoniker at 
blair.shoniker@ghd.comor 905-429-5040. 

October 
24, 2016 

Telephone 
and Email 

October 
24, 2016 

Email Please be advised that the subject lands are outside the Niagara Escarpment 
Plan Area and outsidethe area of Development Control. Therefore the Niagara 
Escarpment Commission will not becommenting on the terms of reference for 
this EA. 
Your earlier email did not reach me as it was addressed to me under my 
previous name. I have beenunable to locate a hard copy of the submission in 
our office. 

No response required. N.A. N.A. 

Ontario 
Provincial 
Police 

Joy Fish Pool, 
Manager - OPP 
Facilities 
Section 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 
N.A. N.A. N.A. Provided digital copy of draft Terms of Reference and requested written 

comments by August 19, 2016. Advised that hard copies were available on 
request. 

June 23, 
2016 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Emailed reminder that the comment period for draft Terms of Reference ends 
August 19, 2016. 

August 17, 
2016 

Email 

N.A. N.A. No comments on the Draft Terms of Reference received The following letter was sent via by email: 
We are following up with you to see if Ontario Provincial Police has any 
comments on the draft Terms of Reference prepared as part of the Stoney 
Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment (SCRF EA) being carried 
out by Terrapure Environmental (Terrapure).  

November 
8, 2016 

Email w/ 
Letter 
attached 
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Terrapure initiated the SCRF EA Terms of Reference process in June 2016 and 
provided you the Notice of Commencement and Open House via email on June 
7, 2016. The correspondence was followed up by an email on June 23, 2016 
with the draft Terms of Reference requesting written comments no later than 
August 19, 2016.  
To date, we have not received comments from your agency on the draft Terms 
of Reference. As a result, we would appreciate receiving confirmation from you 
that your agency has no comments on the draft Terms of Reference. Your 
response is required to be included in the proposed Terms of Reference 
submitted to the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change for review 
and approval. Therefore, we ask you to submit your response in writing as soon 
as possible. 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached 

Terrapure provided notification confirming the date of ToR Submission, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the correct recipient of the ToR.  January 
18, 2017 

Email 

Left voicemail with at the mail box of 705-329-6815 at 3:13 pm following up with email/letter sent on January 18, 2017, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking 
them to confirm the correct recipient of the ToR.  

January 
26, 2017 

Telephone 

  Terrapure provided electric copy of the ToR, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission of the ToR, and 
the 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference. Terrapure also requested they confirm receipt of the ToR. 

February 8, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Document
s attached 

  Terrapure resent the Notice of Submission of the ToR email without shortened links due to issues with anti-spam blockers. February 8, 
2017 

Email  

Regional and Municipal Agencies 
City of 
Hamilton 
 

Steve 
Robichaud, 
Planning and 
Economic 
Development 
Department 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 
N.A. N.A. N.A. Provided digital copy of draft Terms of Reference and requested written 

comments by August 19, 2016. Advised that hard copies were available on 
request. 

June 23, 
2016 

Email w/ 
Notice 
attached 

July 15, 
2016 

Email (w/ 
Letter 
attachmen
t) 

Please see the attached letter sent on behalf of Steve Robichaud, Director of 
Planning and Chief Planner, City of Hamilton. 
 
Please let me know if you have questions or concerns. 
 
(Attachment) 
The City of Hamilton (“City”) is aware that it is Terrapure’s intention to seek a 
reconfiguration of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (“SCRF”) back to its 
original Ministry of Environment and Climate Change (“MOECC”)-approved 
footprint. The SCRF operates under Environmental Compliance Approval 
(“ECA”) No. A181008, as amended. The original ECA was approved by the 
MOECC in 1996 and amended in 
2013 to allow the current footprint. 
 
Terrapure has circulated a Draft Proposed Terms of Reference (“ToR”) setting 
out the 
framework that will be followed during the preparation of the SCRF 
Environmental Assessment (“EA”) to satisfy the applicable requirements of the 
Ontario Environmental Assessment Act. Terrapure has indicated a deadline for 
stakeholders’ comments on the Draft Proposed ToR of August 19, 2016. The 
proposed changes, including the changes to the footprint, and the capacity and 
height of the landfill, appear to be significant, and the City is concerned that 

In response to your July 15, 2016 correspondence to Mr. Dobrindt of GHD, we 
have reviewed the City of Hamilton’s request to extend the deadline for 
receiving comments on the draft Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental 
Assessment Terms of Reference (SCRF EA ToR). We understand that City 
staff has been directed to report to Council on the matter. As a result, City staff 
feels that more time is needed to complete its review of the draft SCRF EA ToR 
in order to fulfill this reporting requirement.  
 
Terrapure values the strong relationship we have developed with the City over 
the last 20 years of successfully operating the SCRF. Although we would prefer 
to have the City’s comments on the draft SCRF EA ToR by the current August 
19, 2016 deadline, we understand the unique requirements of the City and are 
willing to receive comments from the City up to September 30, 2016. 
 
With this in mind, we respectfully request a meeting with City staff prior to 
receiving written comments on the draft SCRF EA ToR. This will allow us to 
better understand the City’s issues and proactively address them through an 
open discussion format. We would like to propose September 6, 7, or 8 for such 
a meeting. If possible, please advise us in writing that you are agreeable to our 
meeting request by July 29, 2016. 
 
In the meantime, please contact Mr. Dobrindt directly at 416.721.8206 if you 

July 21, 
2016 

Email (w/ 
Letter 
attachmen
t) 
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more time will be needed to conduct proper review of the Draft Proposed ToR 
and provide comment. In addition, we have been directed to report to Council. 
 
Given the reporting deadlines and the summer schedule, an extension of the 
commenting period is required by the City. I request, on behalf of the City, that 
Terrapure extend its August 19, 2016-deadline for comments to September 30, 
2016. Please advise the undersigned in writing (or email) by Friday, July 22, 
2016 that Terrapure is agreeable to extending the deadline for comments. 

have any questions on the preceding information. 

Septembe
r 28th, 
2016 
 

Letter 
 

Staff has a number of outstanding concerns that have not been adequately 
addressed through the Draft Proposed Terms of Reference (see Attachment for 
more detail).These concerns include: 
  
- Reduced buffering/setbacks and impacts to approved residential building lots; 
- Traffic concerns;  
- Drainage and servicing impacts; 
- Noise; 
- Lack of data on the GHG emissions; 
- Confusing/Conflicting information on the total amount of waste/fill; and, 
- Visual Impacts.  
 
In addition to these concerns, Staff feel that the full range of options/alternatives 
have not been explored through this process and suggest that Terrapure 
investigate other alternatives to those presented in the draft ToR. In particular, it 
is recommended that Terrapure review alternative footprints that would increase 
the buffer between the residual waste area and the lands approved for 
development through Draft Plans of Subdivision located at 22 Green Mountain 
Road Wand 420 First Road West. City Council indicated serious concerns with 
this proposal to change the facility’s footprint being put forward only six (6) 
months after the removal of the Holding Zone on the approved Draft Plans of 
Subdivisions north of Green Mountain Road. Given the approvals are in place 
for the residential development, it is important to consider the effects of the 
proposed changes on these future residents. 
  
City Council also indicated concerns regarding odours allegedly coming from 
the facility. Odours coming from the facility need to be investigated and 
mitigated, and if warranted, a “one odour” unit should be implemented, meaning 
that the odour coming from the facility’s operations should be kept within the 
boundaries of the property.  
 
In addition, City Council expressed serious concerns regarding the proposed 
height increase of the landfill and the resulting visual impacts. 

Reduced Buffering/Setbacks and Approved Residential Building Lots 

With respect to reduced buffering/setback and potential impacts on residential 
building lots to the north of Green Mountain Road, it is our understanding that 
the proposed undertaking does not change the clay barrier requirements that 
were placed on the lands to the north of the site. This was a requirement of the 
City of Hamilton (City) on the developer of the lands to the north of Green 
Mountain Road and not an aspect that Terrapure was involved in or responsible 
for. In addition, this requirement was in relation to the closed landfill site to the 
west of the current SCRF.  

For context purposes, in 2010, a Landfill Impact Assessment (LIA) was 
completed by the owner of lands to the north of the SCRF as part of the draft 
plan of subdivision conditions. This LIA was prepared by MTE Consultants, 
peer reviewed (at the request of the City) by AMEC and submitted to the City to 
satisfy the condition to develop lands to the north of the SCRF as residential 
housing.  

The LIA determined that no mitigation measures were required to be placed on 
the proposed development lands beyond 500 m from the limit of fill at the 
SCRF, which under the SCRF’s original approval which was in place at the time 
was 30 m from the property boundary. Therefore, the current potential proposed 
changes to the SCRF should not affect the clay barrier requirements. 
Regardless, it should also be noted that Terrapure has revised the proposed 
ToR to include additional alternative methods for consideration in the SCRF EA. 

The LIA recommended that within 500 m of the limit of fill at the SCRF, at least 
1 m of clayey silt soil should be located between the highest groundwater 
elevation and the foundation of the basement level to ensure mitigation of any 
ammonia concern to indoor air. However, again, this condition that was 
recommended in the LIA was with respect only to the closed landfill (to the west 
of the SCRF) and not the operating SCRF. The LIA determined that no 
additional mitigation measures would be required on the residential lands to the 
north as a result of the operating SCRF, as there was no evidence of off-site 
adverse environmental effects.  

Further, in response to questions raised in 2012 regarding potential impacts of 
the operating SCRF, the Hamilton Associate Medical Officer of Health 
confirmed to the SCRF Community Liaison Committee “There is no evidence 
to suggest either air or leachate quality, as determined by on-site 
monitoring at the Newalta Hamilton Landfill [note: now SCRF], pose an 
adverse level of risk to the surrounding community.” This continues to be 
the case today. 

Traffic  

With respect to traffic, the site is currently permitted to receive up to 250 trucks 
per day; however, the average daily number received is about 70 to 80 trucks – 

November 
18, 2017 

Email (w/ 
Letter 
attachmen
t) 
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well below the permitted limit. This will not change as a result of our proposal.  

Trucks are permitted to enter the site off of Upper Centennial, but are not 
permitted to use this same exit. All trucks exit the site via First Road West, head 
south to Mud Street and then either head east or west to Upper Centennial or 
the Red Hill Expressway, respectively. 

We have requested and obtained up to date traffic information from the City of 
Hamilton, which we have used in our traffic analysis. The traffic analysis has 
confirmed the following: 

• Current peak hour volumes for Study Area intersections. 
• Current Study Area intersection operations  
• Peak traffic period for SCRF operations. 
• Study Area intersection capacities – ample reserve capacity, low levels of 

delay. 
• Other potential operational impacts to Study Area intersections resulting 

from existing truck traffic volumes. 

GHD confirmed with the City of Hamilton through discussions with Rich Shebib 
(Acting Project Manager, Corridor Management Section), that the City has no 
comments concerning the completed existing conditions traffic analysis and the 
City does not have any comments on the proposed future conditions analysis. 
Notwithstanding these discussions, as committed to in the draft ToR, we will be 
carrying out a traffic assessment as part of the SCRF EA. The results of the 
assessment will be submitted as part of the EA Report, which will be made 
available for review by the City of Hamilton. 

Drainage and Servicing  

At present, we protect the local water system through the following mechanisms 
related to drainage and servicing at the SCRF: 

1. Clean surface runoff from buffer areas is generally directed to off-site 
drainage ditches around the perimeter of the Site. 

2. Clean surface runoff from areas within the limit of landfill where final cover 
has been constructed is conveyed to the stormwater management pond in 
the northwest corner of the Site. The water is then sampled and analyzed to 
ensure that it meets quality parameters before being discharged to the 
sanitary sewer or to adjacent roadside ditch. Discharge will be re-routed to 
a storm sewer when First Road West is upgraded to an urban cross-section 
as part of the surrounding development. 

3. Groundwater and surface runoff from areas within the Site but outside of 
the limit of landfill is collected and re-used on-Site (e.g., dust suppression) 
before being discharged to the sanitary sewer through the on-Site leachate 
management system. 

4. Surface runoff from within the limit of landfill where final cover has not been 
constructed is collected through the Site’s leachate management system 
and conveyed to an equalization pond at the closed west landfill, where it is 
pre-treated and discharged to a sanitary sewer for final treatment at the 
Woodward Avenue Wastewater Treatment Plant through an agreement 
with the City of Hamilton. 

In addition, groundwater and surface water is analyzed regularly from on and 
off-Site monitoring locations to ensure that there are no impacts to the local 
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environment. 

The preceding mechanisms will be maintained as part of our proposal so that 
there will be no drainage and/or servicing impacts negatively affecting the local 
water system. As recently communicated to Mr. Brown of the City of Hamilton, 
this will be confirmed as part of the SCRF EA through the following studies 
committed to in the draft ToR: 

• Detailed assessment of the leachate management system  
• Detailed assessment of the stormwater management system 

The results of the preceding assessments will be submitted as part of the EA 
Report, which will be made available for review by the City of Hamilton. 

Noise 

Noise level limits and monitoring requirements for the existing SCRF are 
currently prescribed by the MOECC and are not expected to change as a result 
of this proposal.  

As committed to in the draft ToR we will be carrying out a noise assessment as 
part of the SCRF EA. The results of the assessment will be submitted as part of 
the EA Report, which will be made available for review by the City. 

Data on GHG Emissions 

GHG emission data is provided via Attachment #1 to Supporting Document #1, 
(Section 5.2) as well as within the Air and Odour Existing Conditions Report.  

Total Amount  of Waste/Fill 

The SCRF is presently approved to receive up to 6,320,000 m3 of residual 
materials and up to 2,000,000 m3 of industrial fill. The proposal is to replace the 
2,000,000 m3 of industrial fill with an equal amount of residuals materials and 
add an additional 1,680,000 m3 of residual materials to it for a total site capacity 
of 10,000,000 m3 (6,320,000 m3 plus 3,680,000 m3 (2,000,000 m3 plus 
1,680,000 m3 )). This total site capacity was arrived at after Terrapure 
completed its business plan for the future of the SCRF, which included an 
analysis of the economic opportunity to the company, and the ability to meet the 
needs of local customers from Hamilton and surrounding area over a timeframe 
that is appropriate for the business. 

Visual 

As part of the SCRF EA, we will be carrying out a visual assessment, where 
view-sheds will be analyzed and appropriate screening measures determined. 
Screening measures may include earth berms, vegetation, and fencing, which 
would be used to ensure that views of the SCRF are minimized from the 
surrounding community. 

Notwithstanding the preceding, we are pleased to advise that Terrapure has 
listened to input from members of our local community, including the members 
of the CLC and local councillors, regarding the current visibility of the site from 
surrounding vantage points. In response, we are presently implementing 
additional visual screening measures at the site, which may continue into 2017 
because of the time of year it is (e.g., tree planting, etc.). Berms have been 
heightened to increase screening around site access points and fencing is 
currently being installed on the west side of the site.  



 

 
 

GHD | Terms of Reference-Record of Consultation (Amended) | 11112771 (14) 51 

 

Review 
Agency Name Comment 

Date Method Comments from Review Agency Terrapure’s Response Response 
Date Method 

Investigate Other Alternatives 

As suggested by the City, Terrapure is proposing to consider additional options 
beyond the 2 conceptual footprint options put forward in the draft ToR.  Based 
on discussions with the MOECC, the following alternative methods for carrying 
out the proposed Undertaking will be included in the proposed ToR for 
consideration during the SCRF EA: 

• Reconfiguration of the SCRF 
• Horizontal expansion of the SCRF 
• Vertical expansion of the SCRF 
• Combinations of the preceding 3 alternatives 

Odours 

The SCRF is not permitted to take in putrescible waste (i.e. odourous), only 
non-hazardous residual materials from industrial operations like the local steel 
producers and infrastructure projects like the new James Street GO station and 
the McMaster Children’s Hospital expansion. As a result, when we do receive a 
call about odours, they are typically associated with other things happening in 
the area, such as tunnelling for the new sewer system on Upper Centennial or 
other agricultural practices related to fertilization activities. However, if someone 
does ever experience an issue with the operation of our site, we ask them to let 
us know as soon as possible so that we may investigate and correct the 
situation, if required. As committed to in the draft ToR we will be carrying out an 
Air Quality study (including odours) as part of the SCRF EA. The results of the 
assessment will be submitted as part of the EA Report, which will be made 
available for review by the City. 

Proposed Height Increase 

The proposed height increase associated with the alternative methods of 
carrying out the Undertaking will be assessed as part of the SCRF EA with the 
intent to reduce it as much as possible through design refinements. In addition, 
a visual impact assessment will be carried out as part of the SCRF EA to 
minimize/mitigate views from the surrounding community.  

The Proposed Draft ToR indicates that the EA will assess and evaluate the 
potential effects of the various footprint alternatives on the sensitive land uses 
located within the indicated local study area (500 m of the Site Study Area), 
including the effects on the residential subdivision under construction north of 
the Terrapure SCRF. The Draft Proposed ToR indicates that the nearest 
residential dwelling is located approximately 140 m north of the existing 
property boundary. The indicated distance between the closest residence and 
the site boundary changes throughout the Draft Proposed ToR and the 
Supporting Documents. Staff request Terrapure to verify the distance to the 
nearest residential dwelling, as there are residential dwellings located directly 
across the southern boundary of the property, on Mud Street. In addition, there 
are two approved Draft Plan of Subdivisions across Green Mountain Road 
West, very close to the facility property boundary. 

The nearest existing residential dwelling is located approximately 140 m north 
of the existing property boundary. This has been consistently reflected in the 
proposed ToR.  

Community Planning Section, Development Planning Section: 
As indicated in policy B.7.5.13.4 of the Nash Neighbourhood Secondary Plan, a 
Holding Zone is required for lands intended for residential use within 160 
metres of the Terrapure SCRF operating limits (i.e., landfill footprint). The 
purpose of the Holding “H” Provisions is to restrict development within 160 
metres of the boundary of the landfill site in order to protect the public’s interest. 

It is our understanding that the 160m holding provision was put in place by the 
City in relation to the East Quarry rehabilitation and not the operation of the 
SCRF.  
It should be pointed out that the Landfill Impact Assessment (LIA) was not 
intended to address the conditions of the Hold Provisions, but rather to satisfy 
the condition of the Draft Plan Approval. In order for the Hold to be lifted on 
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After 2013 when facility’s footprint was amended, Empire Communities 
(Empire) requested the Holding provision to be lifted from the affected portions 
of two approved Draft of Subdivisions located at 22 Green Mountain Road West 
and at 420 First Road West. In the applications to lift the holding provisions, 
Empire indicated that the realignment of the footprint moved the landfill 
southward, resulting in a greater distance to the subject lands and rendering the 
holding provision unnecessary. City of Hamilton Planning staff was of the 
opinion that all of the requirements of the holding provisions were fulfilled and it 
could be removed from the subject lands and Council approved the removal of 
the “H” Provision on these lands. 

Empire’s lands, the developer had to meet and satisfy 3 conditions, only one of 
which was attached to Terrapure lands (SCRF), but with no specific reference 
to the landfill itself: 
• That all residential lands within 160 metres of the working licensed limits of 

an active quarry or the limits of a former quarry under rehabilitation shall not 
be developed until such time as the completion of mining and the 
completion of rehabilitation on the quarry lands immediately adjacent to the 
residential holding zone have been finalized to the City’s satisfaction.  

Terrapure is not aware of a document that addresses the above noted condition 
of the Hold provision. If the City used the 2013 amendment to the SCRF 
footprint as part of its justification to remove the Hold, the City should be aware 
that only the limit of waste changed. Industrial fill was still approved to be 
placed within 30m from the property boundary, in order to continue the 
rehabilitation of the former quarry lands, matching the previously approved 
landfill footprint limit of waste. This would also correspond with the limits of the 
former east quarry. 
It’s important to note that the LIA found no issues with the operating SCRF at its 
former configuration/ original approved footprint, which was 30m from the 
property line at Green Mountain Road. With regards to protecting the public’s 
interest, as mentioned, it is our understanding that the proposed undertaking 
does not change the clay barrier requirements that were placed on the lands to 
the north of the site. This was a requirement of the City on the developer of the 
lands to the north of Green Mountain Road and not an aspect that Terrapure 
was involved in or responsible for. In addition, this requirement was in relation 
to the closed landfill site to the west of the current SCRF.   

According to the Draft Proposed ToR, in both alternative footprints, the section 
closest to Green Mountain Road West would switch back to accepting solid, 
non-hazardous industrial residual material, rather than accepting industrial fill. 
The document indicates that the “buffer areas to the south, east and west will 
not be altered ... Buffer areas to the north (towards Green Mountain Road) will 
be a minimum of 30 m under the alternative conceptual designs, consistent with 
the remainder of the site” (page 36). However, it appears that in one of the 
Alternative footprints the buffer to Green Mountain Road is less than 30 m. 

As mentioned, Terrapure is proposing to consider additional options beyond the 
2 conceptual footprint options put forward in the draft ToR. As a result, the 
section closest to Green Mountain Road West may or may not switch back to 
accepting solid, non-hazardous industrial residual material, rather than 
accepting industrial fill depending upon the alternative method. Notwithstanding 
this, a minimum of 30 m will be maintained between the SCRF’s property 
boundary and limit of either the residual material or industrial fill footprint,  as a 
30m buffer is the minimum under landfill design regulations in Ontario (O. Reg 
232/98).  

The figures showing the proposed alternative footprint do not contain the 
dimensions of the proposed buffer area between the limit of the waste footprint 
and the site boundary. Further analysis from Community Planning estimates 
that Alternative 1 will have a minimum 79 m setback from Green Mountain 
Road. Alternative 2, meanwhile, will have a minimum 28 m setback from the 
same road. 

See the preceding response.  

Appendix “G” to Staff Report PED16186, attached to this table, includes four 
figures showing the original 1996 footprint, the current footprint (1996) and 
proposed alternative footprints. The figures also show the 160 m Holding zone 
for residential uses as described in Policy B.7.5.13.4 of the Nash 
Neighbourhood Secondary Plan, and the Draft Approved Subdivisions north of 
the SCRF. These figures show that the proposed alternative footprints will place 
the Draft Approved subdivisions at 22 Green Mountain Road West and at 420 
First Road West within the 160 m setback from the landfill and in Holding 
Provision area. 

As mentioned, it is our understanding that the 160m holding provision was put 
in place by the City in relation to the East Quarry rehabilitation and not the 
operation of the SCRF. It is important to recognize that the 160 m limit does not 
serve as a buffer or setback to the existing SCRF boundaries, but rather is set 
to restrict future development within the 160 m limit until such time the 
conditions to remove the Hold, as identified in Zoning By-law 3692-92, are met 
and satisfactory to Council. 
The City has referred to the 160 m as a setback or buffer, however, as 
described above, the 160m was established as a part of the Holding By-Law. A 
Hold provision is not a buffer by any means -  it is a land use planning tool that: 

a. Can provide municipalities with the time required to evaluate the impact of a 
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proposed change in land use before development takes place  

b. May benefit the community by identifying necessary requirements (such as 
a traffic impact study) that are needed before a development can take place  

c. Can minimize impacts on the community by requiring measures to mitigate 
environmental disturbances from a use of land, such as noise or odour  

d. May ensure that adequate community infrastructure is in place prior to 
future development 

It should be pointed out that the Landfill Impact Assessment (LIA) was not 
intended to address the conditions of the Hold Provisions, but rather to satisfy 
the condition of the Draft Plan Approval. In order for the Hold to be lifted on 
Empire’s lands, the developer had to meet and satisfy 3 conditions, only one of 
which was attached to Terrapure lands (SCRF), but with no specific reference 
to the operating landfill itself: 
• That all residential lands within 160 metres of the working licensed limits of 

an active quarry or the limits of a former quarry under rehabilitation shall not 
be developed until such time as the completion of mining and the 
completion of rehabilitation on the quarry lands immediately adjacent to the 
residential holding zone have been finalized to the City’s satisfaction.  

Terrapure is not aware of a document that addresses the above noted condition 
of the Hold provision. If the City used the 2013 amendment to the SCRF 
footprint as part of its justification to remove the Hold, the City should be aware 
that only the limit of waste changed. Industrial fill was still approved to be 
placed within 30m from the property boundary, in order to continue the 
rehabilitation of the former quarry lands, matching the previously approved 
landfill footprint limit of waste. This would also correspond with the limits of the 
former east quarry. 
It is important to note that the LIA found no issues with the operating SCRF at 
its former configuration/ original approved footprint, which was 30m from the 
property line at Green Mountain Road. With regards to protecting the public’s 
interest, as mentioned, it is our understanding that the proposed undertaking 
does not change the clay barrier requirements that were placed on the lands to 
the north of the site. This was a requirement of the City on the developer of the 
lands to the north of Green Mountain Road and not an aspect that Terrapure 
was involved in or responsible for. In addition, this requirement was in relation 
to the closed landfill site to the west of the current SCRF.  

Should Terrapure choose to modify the boundary of their operation again, there 
are no opportunities to implement development restrictions to protect anyone 
within the approved plans to the north of the operations, as there are no 
Planning applications to trigger such provisions. 

As mentioned, the buffer area to the north (towards Green Mountain Road) 
between the limit of the waste footprint and the site’s property boundary will be 
a minimum of 30 m under any alternative footprint considered as part of the 
SCRF EA. This distance corresponds with the original 1996 footprint approved 
by the then Minister of the Environment. 
For context purposes, in 2010, a LIA was completed by the owner of lands to 
the north of the SCRF as part of the draft plan of subdivision conditions. This 
LIA was prepared by MTE Consultants, peer reviewed (at the request of the 
City) by AMEC and submitted to the City to satisfy the condition to develop 
lands to the north of the SCRF as residential housing.  
It is important to note that the LIA found no issues with the operating SCRF at 
its former configuration/ original approved footprint, which was 30m from the 
property line at Green Mountain Road evident and that no additional mitigation 
measures were required as the SCRF did not pose an issue or risk to the 
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proposed development lands to the north of Green Mountain Road (Empire 
Developments). 
With regards to protecting the public’s interest, as previously stated, it is our 
understanding that the proposed undertaking does not change the clay barrier 
requirements that were placed on the lands to the north of the site. This was a 
requirement of the City on the developer of the lands to the north of Green 
Mountain Road and not an aspect that Terrapure was involved in or responsible 
for. In addition, this requirement was in relation to the closed landfill site to the 
west of the current SCRF.  
To suggest that Terrapure could not go back to the original footprint due to a 
decision to remove the Hold provision suggests that the City no longer supports 
its own decision to implement the findings of the peer reviewed LIA and make it 
a condition of the Subdivision Agreement. 
Further, in response to questions raised in 2012 regarding potential impacts of 
the operating SCRF, the Hamilton Associate Medical Officer of Health 
confirmed to the SCRF Community Liaison Committee “There is no evidence 
to suggest either air or leachate quality, as determined by on-site 
monitoring at the Newalta Hamilton Landfill [note: now SCRF], pose an 
adverse level of risk to the surrounding community.” This continues to be 
the case today. 

Staff is also concerned that Terrapure has not mentioned or addressed the 160 
m Holding Zone policy from the Nash Neighbourhood Secondary Plan in the 
Draft Proposed ToR nor have they included this factor in the evaluation of 
alternatives. The ToR should be updated to indicate that new dwellings will be 
located in the proximity of the proposed alternative footprints. The EA should 
include a comprehensive assessment of the effects of the alternative methods 
on the residential uses to be built within the 160 metres holding zone that was 
previously stipulated for those developments north of Green Mountain Road 
West. 

As requested, the proposed ToR has been updated to:  
• Include the 160m Holding Zone policy from the Nash Neighbourhood 

Secondary Plan 
• Reflect the new dwellings that will be located in the vicinity of the SCRF.  
A comprehensive assessment of the effects of the alternative designs on the 
environment including existing and future land uses (e.g., residences) will be 
carried out during the SCRF EA.  

Community Planning strongly recommends Terrapure to consider additional 
alternative footprints that would keep the already approved Draft Plans of 
Subdivision located at 22 Green Mountain Road West and at 420 First Road 
West outside the 160 m Holding Zone boundary. 

As mentioned, Terrapure is proposing to consider additional footprint options 
beyond the 2 conceptual footprint options put forward in the draft ToR.  

Is there an opportunity to comment on the Alternatives to the Undertaking 
discussed in Section 6.1 (Do Nothing, Establish New Site Elsewhere in 
Hamilton, Reconfigure Site, or, Export to Other Sites)? The report starts from 
the assumption that the preferred alternative is Reconfigure Site - is there an 
opportunity to comment on that? 

As per directions from MOECC following the issuance of the draft ToR for 
comment, the proposed ToR will exclude the Alternatives To the Undertaking 
discussion. Instead, this information forms part of the business case for 
Terrapure moving forward with the proposal for additional capacity at the SCRF. 
Therefore, the City may choose to comment on these aspects as they see fit, 
but they will not form part of the proposed ToR when it is submitted to the 
Minister of the Environment and Climate Change (Minister) for review and 
approval. 

Policy Planning and Zoning By-law Reform Section: 
The report only reviews two alternative footprint options to reconfigure the site 
in Section 6.2. Neither of these options maintains the 160 m setback from 
residential uses which was previously identified in the Nash Neighbourhood 
Secondary Plan. It is recommended that a third alternative footprint be reviewed 
which will maintain this minimum 160 m setback from residential and/ or 
sensitive uses. 

As stated, additional alternative methods will be considered by Terrapure as 
part of the SCRF EA. 
It is important to recognize that the 160 m limit does not serve as a buffer or 
setback to the existing SCRF boundaries, but rather is set to restrict future 
development within the 160 m limit until such time the conditions to remove the 
Hold, as identified in Zoning By-law 3692-92, are met and satisfactory to 
Council. 
The City has referred to the 160 m as a setback or buffer, however , as 
described above, the 160m was established as a part of the Holding By-Law. A 
Hold provision is not a buffer by any means -  it is a land use planning tool that: 

a. Can provide municipalities with the time required to evaluate the impact of a 
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proposed change in land use before development takes place  

b. May benefit the community by identifying necessary requirements (such as 
a traffic impact study) that are needed before a development can take place  

c. Can minimize impacts on the community by requiring measures to mitigate 
environmental disturbances from a use of land, such as noise or odour  

d. May ensure that adequate community infrastructure is in place prior to 
future development 

Is there an opportunity to challenge the assumption that 10,000,000 m3 
capacity is required? This represents an increased capacity of 3,680,000 m3 for 
residual material (of which 2,000,000 m3 was previously approved for industrial 
fill). This is a significant increase. Seeing as the landfill was reconfigured only 2 
years ago (2014 approval of amended ECA), it would be interesting to 
understand why this increased demand was not identified at that time. 

Terrapure is a privately owned and operated company, conducting 
business in the Province of Ontario. As such, the question as to whether 
there is a need for the services that Terrapure provides is largely based 
on business decisions. Similarly, the question as to how the company 
provides these services is a Terrapure business decision. A specific 
example as it relates to the proposed undertaking is demonstrated 
through the recent indications and experiences that Terrapure is 
encountering with respect to external markets for residual materials and 
industrial fill – the market for residual material has become much stronger 
and more consistent than that for industrial fill.  

There is an economic opportunity associated with ability of the existing 
SCRF to accept additional post-diversion solid, non-hazardous industrial 
residual material. This opportunity is based, in part, on an internal 
business case for increasing the disposal capacity at the existing SCRF. 

With this in mind, the EA process has been initiated to examine the various 
alternatives available to Terrapure to develop increased capacity for the 
disposal of post diversion solid, nonhazardous industrial residual material and 
implement the company’s internal business plan. The expansion to 10,000,000 
m3 was determined through this business planning exercise, significant current 
and anticipated future market demands primarily from customers located in or 
near Hamilton, historic waste generation rates and an initial internal planning 
exercise to determine what the SCRF could realistically accommodate, based 
on general site characteristics.  

Both of the alternative footprint designs include a significant increase in peak 
height. The 1995 approved height was 214.0 m. The revision in 2014 increased 
the height to 218.5 m. The two alternative footprint options have heights of 
221.4 MASL and 222.8 MASL respectively. Clarification should be provided as 
to how this height increase will be mitigated through appropriate berming etc. 
Page 50 indicates that berm features will be “upgraded periodically as required 
to accommodate changes in Site operations or changes to the surrounding land 
uses”. More detail should be provided in this regard. 

As mentioned, Terrapure is proposing to consider additional options beyond the 
2 conceptual footprint options put forward in the draft ToR. As a result, the 
proposed height increase associated with the alternative methods of carrying 
out the Undertaking will be assessed as part of the SCRF EA with the intent to 
reduce it as much as possible through design refinements.  
In addition, as part of the SCRF EA, we will be carrying out a visual 
assessment, where view-sheds will be analyzed and appropriate screening 
measures determined. Screening measures may include earth berms, 
vegetation, and fencing, which would be used to ensure that views of the SCRF 
are minimized/mitigated from the surrounding community. 
Therefore, the requested detail will be provided during the SCRF EA as part of 
assessing/evaluating the generated alternative methods including developed 
footprint options.  

It is also recommended that Terrapure consult with the Niagara Escarpment 
Commission (NEC) as the Niagara Escarpment Plan area borders the subject 

The NEC was notified of the commencement of the SCRF EA ToR process and 
was invited to comment on the Draft ToR. The NEC has confirmed that the 
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lands to the northwest. A change to the maximum height could be of interest to 
the NEC in terms of visual impact. 

SCRF is not located within the Niagara Escarpment Plan Area and is outside 
the area of Development Control. For this reason, the NEC has indicated that 
they will not be commenting on the draft ToR.  

There are continual references to GHG emission reductions as a result of the 
footprint reconfiguration, but little data to back this up. Without knowing where 
the waste would go in the alternative, it is difficult to evaluate this assumption. 

GHG emission data is provided via Attachment #1 to Supporting Document #1, 
(Section 5.2) as well as within the Air and Odour Existing Conditions Report.  

The report indicates that the closest planned residential is 140 m away. This is 
incorrect. Residential development has been approved on the north side of 
Green Mountain Road West (approximately 20 m from the Terrapure property 
line). With the removal of the Holding provision in 2015, these lands are now 
zoned for residential development. The removal of the Holding Provision was 
based on the 2014 amended ECA which moved the extent of the approved 
landfill boundary further south away from Green Mountain Road. 

The nearest existing sensitive receptor (closest residential building 
façade) in relation to the northern SCRF property boundary is 
approximately 164 metres (approximately 133 metres from the SCRF 
property line to the residential property line).  

The nearest existing sensitive receptor (closest residential building 
façade) in relation to the southern SCRF property boundary is 
approximately 63 metres (approximately 61 metres from the SCRF 
property line to the residential property line).  

The nearest draft approved (future planned) residential dwelling in 
relation to the SCRF property boundary is approximately 20 metres from 
the northern SCRF property boundary, equal to the current right-of-way 
width of Green Mountain Road West.  

The above has been consistently reflected in the proposed ToR. 
With respect to the comment on the Holding provision, in order for the Hold to 
be lifted on Empire’s lands, the developer had to meet and satisfy 3 conditions, 
only one of which was attached to Terrapure lands (SCRF), but with no specific 
reference to the operating landfill itself: 
• That all residential lands within 160 metres of the working licensed limits of 

an active quarry or the limits of a former quarry under rehabilitation shall not 
be developed until such time as the completion of mining and the 
completion of rehabilitation on the quarry lands immediately adjacent to the 
residential holding zone have been finalized to the City’s satisfaction.  

Terrapure is not aware of a document that addresses the above noted condition 
of the Hold provision. If the City used the 2013 amendment to the SCRF 
footprint as part of its justification to remove the Hold, the City should be aware 
that only the limit of waste changed. Industrial fill was still approved to be 
placed within 30m from the property boundary, in order to continue the 
rehabilitation of the former quarry lands, matching the previously approved 
landfill footprint limit of waste. This would also correspond with the limits of the 
former east quarry. 

Page 44 - states “the rural residential dwellings within the Local Study Area 
represent the receiver locations which are the subject of the assessment”. This 
is incorrect - the planned (approved) residential development on the north side 
of Green Mountain Road is the closest residential receptor and is within the 
Urban Area. 
Is the traffic data accurate and does it take into account approved and planned 
future growth? 

We have requested and obtained up to date traffic information from the City of 
Hamilton, which we have used in our traffic analysis. The traffic analysis has 
confirmed the following: 
• Current peak hour volumes for Study Area intersections. 
• Current Study Area intersection operations  
• Peak traffic period for SCRF operations. 
• Study Area intersection capacities – ample reserve capacity, low levels of 

delay. 
• Other potential operational impacts to Study Area intersections resulting 

from existing truck traffic volumes. 
GHD confirmed with the City of Hamilton through discussions with Rich Shebib 
(Acting Project Manager, Corridor Management Section), that the City has no 
comments concerning the completed existing conditions traffic analysis and the 
City does not have any comments on the proposed future conditions analysis. 
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Notwithstanding these conversations, as committed to in the draft ToR we will 
be carrying out a traffic assessment as part of the SCRF EA. The results of the 
assessment will be submitted as part of the EA Report, which will be made 
available for review by the City of Hamilton. 

Will there be a requirement to apply for a further amendment to the existing 
ECA? Will this occur following the completion of the EA depending on the 
results of the EA? This should be clarified in Section 12. 

If the Proposed Undertaking identified through the Terrapure SCRF EA is 
approved by the Minister, then the existing ECA would be amended to reflect 
the alterations to the site as per the analysis undertaken in the EA. This has 
been clarified in the proposed ToR. 

Figure 5.4 - Provincial Growth Plan Urban Growth Centres - is not relevant and 
should be removed. 

Comment noted; however, the Figure will be kept in the proposed ToR because 
it provides context for the accompanying text that discusses  the proposed 
growth and development to occur within the Greater Golden Horseshoe, which 
facilitates the need for disposal capacity in Ontario. Increased growth in Ontario 
has led to an increase in residual materials that require proper and secure 
disposal sites, such as the Terrapure SCRF. 

The inclusion of census and statistical information on local employment and 
labour supply on page 50 is irrelevant. 

Comment noted. As per the EA Act, a proponent is required to include existing 
conditions information in the proposed ToR addressing the broad definition of 
the environment including its social and economic aspects. 

Check with Chelsey Tyers, Cultural Heritage Planner at the City regarding 
archaeology and built heritage (p.41). 

As part of carrying out the SCRF EA, we will follow-up with Chelsea Tyres 
regarding archaeology and built heritage and incorporate feedback as 
appropriate. In terms of feedback from the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and 
Sport (MTCS), they have provided correspondence that no further work on-site 
will be required from an archaeological/ cultural Heritage perspective (letter 
from Dan Minkin, Draft Proposed Terms of Reference Stoney Creek Regional 
Facility Environmental Assessment (MTCS file #: 0004994), dated August 17, 
2016) 
In addition, a brief description of the cultural environment has been included in 
the Proposed ToR. 

Check with Carmen Vega, Source Water Protection at the City regarding the 
500 m study area for hydrogeology (p.45) - is this an appropriate distance to 
measure well impacts? 

As part of carrying out the SCRF EA, we will follow-up with Carmen Vega 
regarding source water protection and incorporate feedback as appropriate.  

Check with Cathy Plosz or Melissa Kiddie, Natural Heritage Planners at the City 
regarding the statement that there are no ESAs, ANSls etc. in study area 
(p.46) - is this correct? 

As part of carrying out the SCRF EA, we will follow-up with Cathy Plosz or 
Melissa Kiddie regarding natural environment features (i.e. ESA, ANSI, etc) and 
incorporate feedback as appropriate. 

The document references a “Project Team” - Who makes up this team? Reference to the “Project Team” is no longer applicable and has been removed 
from the Proposed ToR. 

Growth Management Division: 
It is clear that Terrapure increasing the amount of Residual Material by 
3,680,000 m3, but it may be prudent to also note a re-allocation in the industrial 
fill/soil to attain this capacity of 10,000,000 m3.  
It is referenced in the report, but other sections simply state the increase in 
residual material (3,680,000 m3), which may be confusing without accounting 
for the re-allocation of industrial fill/soil (i.e. -2,000,000 m3), as some may 
calculate the total capacity with that included resulting in 12,000,000 m3. 

We have revised the proposed ToR to clarify the capacity increase of 3,680,000 
m3 to include the re-allocation of industrial fill (2,000,000 m3). 

We do not agree with the choice of Alternatives presented. Alternative 2, while 
supported by the fact that 50% waste is to come from Hamilton, the map 
provided and known growth projection numbers indicate that the rest of the 
GTHA and beyond is also to be serviced. We would like to propose that the 
Alternative be reworded to “Establish a New Site Elsewhere within the area 
serviced, within the Golden Horseshoe”. 

As previously mentioned, the proposed ToR will exclude the Alternatives To the 
Undertaking discussion based on directions from MOECC following the 
issuance of the draft ToR for comment. Instead, this information forms part of 
the business case for Terrapure moving forward with the proposal for additional 
capacity at the SCRF, 

The document mentions that the site collects only non-hazardous waste, but 
then also identifies “soils from contaminated site clean ups”. Please specify the 
characteristics of “contaminated soils”, and how they’re considered 

The soils that are accepted on-site do not fall under the hazardous waste 
definition within O. Reg 347. All material brought to the SCRF must 
demonstrate that the material is appropriate for acceptance and disposal at the 
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“non-hazardous” under your Certificate of Approval/ Environmental Compliance 
Approval. 

site – i.e. that it is non-hazardous -- and must meet the criteria outlined in the 
approved ECA.  

Note that there is a regulation that is being considered by the Ontario 
Legislature right now, dealing with excess soil - “Excess Soil Management 
Framework - EBR Reference Number 012-6065”. http 
://www.ebr.gov.on.ca/ERS-WEB-external/displavnoticecontent.do?noticeld=MTl
20TMO&statusld=MTkxNiU3&1anguage=en. 

Comment noted. 

This regulation proposes that soils be reused at the sites which produce them, 
which would require testing of both the source and potential receiving sites. 
This should be considered as part of your alternative evaluation, given that the 
site’s operation is long term and will be affected by this legislation. How flexible 
are your plans’ assumptions regarding “clean soil” and “contaminated soil”, and 
where does this figure in the estimates of volume of source materials that would 
require landfilling? 

We are aware of the provincial work regarding excess soils. Currently, the 
MOECC is relying on Best Management Practices (BMP) to guide soil reuse as 
opposed to formal regulations. We are hopeful they will introduce regulations to 
help clarify the current uncertainty, make the BMP elements mandatory not 
voluntary, and address the significant problem with soils ending up in places 
they should not. 
 
As a regulated waste management facility, Terrapure typically accepts 
contaminated soils that are considered by regulations to be waste. We do not 
expect current provincial policy review to change waste definitions; therefore, 
we would anticipate no impact to our business. As a result there should and will 
always be a need for contaminated soils that are not suitable for reuse to come 
to a licensed facility such as ours for environmentally responsible disposal. 
Regarding the industrial soils or “fill” aspect of our current site approval, it is 
possible that any regulatory changes implemented related to the current excess 
soils policy review would lead to even more difficulty for the SCRF to procure fill 
for the north end of the site, leading to a potentially longer lifespan for that 
aspect of the currently approved operation. 

Figure 6.4 (Alternative Footprint #2); it appears that the existing access from 
Upper Centennial is eliminated under this alternative. The proponent should be 
required to physically remove this access. 

As previously mentioned, Terrapure is proposing to consider additional options 
beyond the 2 conceptual footprint options put forward in the draft ToR. Traffic 
access and egress from the site will form part of the options so truck traffic 
movements can be assessed as part of the SCRF EA.  

There is no detailed plan outlining how the site is currently serviced; the 
proponent will be required to modify the existing leachate collection system to 
reflect the revised footprint. 

As previously stated, a detailed assessment of the leachate management 
system will be carried out as part of the SCRF EA as committed to in the ToR, 
which will address the City’s comments.  

As part of the Red Hill Development servicing, they are constructing a 
dedicated clean-water storm sewer from the existing pond at the south-east 
corner of Green Mountain and First Street to the outfall. This is not reflected in 
this report. 

This will be reflected in the existing conditions reporting that will take place 
during the SCRF EA. 

The stormwater release from the existing & revised SWM facility on the subject 
land should be controlled to allocated capacity of the clean water pipe on 1st 
Road W per designed and constructed by Red Hill’s 1/2 development. 
The stormwater discharge from the existing /revised SWM facility on the subject 
lands to clean water pipe must meet stormwater quality targets in accordance 
with City’s sewer use Bylaw. 

As previously mentioned, a detailed assessment of the stormwater 
management system will be undertaken as part of the SCRF EA as committed 
to in the ToR, which will address the City’s comments. 

Section 3 - Identification of How the EA will be prepared: Item 5 – You may wish 
to expand on “Environment” and include the definition description in the Ontario 
Environmental Assessment Act., for those members of public who are not 
familiar with the process, as it is a more encompassing term with respect to 
Environmental Assessments, and to ensure that all parts of the “environment” 
required for full alternative evaluation are fully understood by the project team. 

The description of the “Environment” has been expanded to reflect how it is 
defined in the EA Act. 

The quoted code of practice mentions the limitations of private proponents, and 
lists that it cannot implement a municipal waste diversion program such as 
curbside recycling. This should be included in the public consultation 
component of the EA, and become one of the criteria of evaluation of 
alternatives, to discuss whether Hamilton or other municipalities or industries 

The material accepted at the SCRF comes from a variety of customers and 
businesses who divert at their own operations. Diversion at the source of the 
generated residual material considers the economic viability of diversion as well 
as ensuring that there is a viable end market for the diverted material. 

We would like to point out that in addition to the Provincial Vision for the 
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are capable of recycling or reusing the materials collected. Also, only recycling 
is mentioned here, and reuse is not mentioned - The Ontario Waste Exchange 
is an example of a source of match up for exchanges, that should be 
considered for some of the waste collected 
http://www.wastechange.com/cgi-bin/freexchange.cgi?gid=100261 

Waste Free Ontario Act and Strategy, there is also an acknowledgement 
within the Strategy that there is a continued need for landfill space in 
Ontario.  Taken from the Strategy,  
 
“While Ontario works towards its goal of a zero waste there will still be a 
need for landfill space. As part of the proposed strategy, the province 
would carefully consider the need and location of new landfills to ensure 
proposals for new or expanded capacity continue to undergo rigorous 
review to protect adjacent communities.” 

Terrapure’s proposal aligns well with the government’s direction on continuing 
to require permitted, well-designed, environmentally-secure landfills to manage 
residual materials. The relatively short lifespan will provide an important bridge 
as the government and society work towards the vision of a zero-waste 
economy. 

Please revise Page numbers for referencing purposes. It’s confusing with 
numbers before the actual page number itself. 

Page numbers will be revised upon finalization of the Terms of Reference.  

Figures 6.3 and 6.4: suggest that the orientation be rotated to be consistent with 
the other figures (i.e. north should be pointed to the top of the page) 

These Figures have been removed from the proposed ToR. 

Section 7.2.1- Natural Environment: staff would ask that details of the 
information and the date of the most recent reports utilized be provided. (Note: 
City recognizes natural heritage inventories/assessments for a period of 5 years 
from the date of the field work) 

The Proposed ToR now includes a brief description of the environment, 
including natural environment within 1500 m of the SCRF reflecting direction 
from the MOECC. 
As part of carrying out the SCRF EA, details of the existing conditions 
information and the date of the most recent reports utilized will be provided.,    

Page 42 and 44 have differing distances for the closest residence {110 m or 
120 m?). Page 49 - Residential - 140 m for the closest residence conflicts with 
pages 42 and 44. Please review and update accordingly. 

The nearest existing residential dwelling is located approximately 140 m north 
of the existing property boundary. This has been consistently reflected in the 
proposed ToR. 

Page 44, Second last paragraph - staff note that the report identifies a noise 
study completed in 2012. Of note, this may need to be updated given that the 
MOE, now MOECC issued “NPC-300 Environmental Noise 
Guidelines - Stationary and Transportation Sources - Approvals and Planning” 
in August of 2013. Accordingly, requirements and regulations may have 
changed in this most recent guideline. 

As per your comment, MOECC “NPC-300 Environmental Noise 
Guidelines - Stationary and Transportation Sources - Approvals and Planning” 
has been included within our work plans in Appendix C.  

Terrestrial and Aquatic Section - No mention of Species at Risk (SAR) 
screening. Should be included as part of the natural heritage evaluation. 

As part of the SCRF EA, a Species at Risk (SAR) screening will be undertaken. 

Note: Aboriginal Consultation may require their PAID attendance on-site for any 
filed investigations of the environment (Social, built, natural, etc.) and reviews of 
ToR, and any other supporting documentation, as per current Provincial Policy 
Statement direction. 

Comment noted. Aboriginal communities were notified of the SCRF EA ToR for 
their comments. 

Presentations to the City of Hamilton - Is there a work plan, milestones? May 
not be required to be incorporated into ToR, but details should be provided 
where available. 

Appendix C to the proposed ToR provides the key tasks and milestones in a 
work plan format. 

Geology and Hydrogeology/Surface Water Resources – 
• Data Sources to include Spills Records, with MOECC - Spills Control, and City 
of Hamilton - Spills Response within  Compliance and Regulations Section of 
Hamilton 
Water Division of Public Works. (Please confirm the name of the Section, in 
case it’s changed, with Cari Vanderperk and/or her staff). 
• Leachate assessment to include laboratory test results of leachate and its 
treatability by the Wastewater Treatment Plan, including any Compliance 
Agreements with the City of Hamilton, and their progress/compliance. 

The identified data sources will be considered as part of carrying out the SCRF 
EA. As stated in the Proposed ToR, a leachate assessment will be undertaken 
as part of the SCRF EA. Lab and test results of leachate and its treatability by 
the Wastewater Treatment Plan, including any Compliance Agreements with 
the City of Hamilton, and their progress/compliance, will be updated as part of 
the updated Design and Operations Report during the ECA process.  

Appendix “C” - Attachment 6 - page c-14 - Land Use, Social and Economic - the 
considerations only include visual, and should also consider noise, vibrations, 

In addition to visual, Appendix “C” (Attachment 6) of the proposed ToR has 
been revised to consider noise, vibration, and air quality.  
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and air quality. 
It should establish a baseline assessment of current impacts and measure 
predicted impacts on surrounding sensitive user(s)/land use(s) as part of the 
evaluation of alternatives. 

Appendix C includes a description on how the existing conditions will be 
established, which is also known as “baseline conditions”. The existing 
conditions will be used to identify potential adverse effects on sensitive 
receptors in evaluating the alternative methods.  

The following items should be addressed during the Environmental 
Assessment: 
• All intersections within 500 m of site that may be impacted from additional 
truck traffic  
• Require proposed haul routes including maneuvers from city roads in/out of 
site  
• Impact on capacity/safety and overall operations of heavy trucks climbing 
RHVP or Centennial to access site  
• All intersections along proposed route to truck route and onto freeway  

• Down Upper Centennial/Centennial to QEW  
• Across Mud to LINC/RHVP  

• A Traffic Impact Study is needed  
• Reference to our Truck Route Master Plan and impacts  
• Pedestrian and cycling impacts along First and Green Mountain  
• Analysis should be done for what they can ultimately service, not just what is 
predicted (250 vehicles maximum) 

We have requested and obtained up to date traffic information from the City of 
Hamilton, which we have used in our traffic analysis. The traffic analysis has 
confirmed the following: 

• Current peak hour volumes for Study Area intersections. 
• Current Study Area intersection operations  
• Peak traffic period for SCRF operations. 
• Study Area intersection capacities – ample reserve capacity, low levels 

of delay. 
• Other potential operational impacts to Study Area intersections 

resulting from existing truck traffic volumes. 
GHD confirmed with the City of Hamilton through discussions with Rich Shebib 
(Acting Project Manager, Corridor Management Section), that the City has no 
comments concerning the completed existing conditions traffic analysis and the 
City does not have any comments on the proposed future conditions analysis. 
Notwithstanding these conversations, as committed to in the draft/proposed 
ToR we will be carrying out a traffic assessment as part of the SCRF EA. The 
results of the assessment will be submitted as part of the EA Report, which will 
be made available for review by the City of Hamilton. 
As previously mentioned in our meetings with the City, presently the site 
averages around 70-80 trucks per day, well under the permitted maximum of 
250. This will not change as a result of the proposed undertaking. In other 
words, no additional truck traffic is anticipated.  

Traffic Engineering: 
The EA should consider the following:  
 
All scenarios (current, interim, and ultimate) related to drainage need to be 
documented and evaluated in terms of downstream impact via the Site Plan 
Application protocol/requirements through Planning &Economic Development. 
 
Stormwater - that all drainage/runoff scenarios (current, interim, and ultimate) 
related to drainage need to be documented and evaluated in terms of 
downstream impact.  
 
Sanitary Sewage - any increase in sanitary sewage discharge must be 
documented and is subject to the Adequate Services by-law.  
 
Water Distribution - any changes in daily water demand must be documented. 
Changes in Required Fire Flow must be documented. Both are subject to the 
Adequate Services by-law.  
 
The City’s Adequate Services By-law, and Site Plan Application Process will be 
utilized in the future to determine if the changes at this location are supportable 
by existing services. 

As part of the Site Design and Operations Work Plan (Appendix C), the Site 
Design and Operations Technical Support Document will include an analysis on 
the requested items in your comment. Con 
The results of the analysis to be carried out during the SCRF EA will be 
submitted as part of the EA Report, which will be made available for review by 
the City of Hamilton. 

Buffer areas have been addressed in previous comments. Regulations state 
100 m from the site boundary can be reduced to 30 m if off site impacts are 
minimized. Provide details of proposed mitigation. 

The proposed mitigation measures will be developed as part of the SCRF EA to 
support the 30 m buffer area. All proposed mitigation measures developed 
during the SCRF EA for the proposed Undertaking will be documented in the 
EA Report, which will be made available for review by the City of Hamilton. 

Height has to be considered in both proposed footprint changes. Numerous As mentioned, Terrapure is proposing to consider additional options beyond the 
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complaints have been received based on the current elevation of the site, which 
was increased to 218.5 MASL with the 2013 approval. In both proposals an 
additional elevation increase has been proposed. Current visual barriers may 
block the top of waste elevation from the site south residential survey, however 
the berm may not block operations equipment or litter screens from residential 
views that work on top of the waste. 

2 conceptual footprint options put forward in the draft ToR. As a result, the 
proposed height increase associated with the alternative methods of carrying 
out the Undertaking will be assessed as part of the SCRF EA with the intent to 
reduce it as much as possible through design refinements. 
In addition, as part of the SCRF EA, a visual assessment will be carried out, 
where view-sheds will be analyzed and appropriate screening measures 
determined. Screening measures may include earth berms, vegetation, and 
fencing, which would be used to ensure that views of the SCRF are 
minimized/mitigated from the surrounding community. 
 

IC&I waste contains very little organics or putrescible waste, therefore 
Terrapure has demonstrated to the MOECC that there is no need for a gas 
collection system due to the low methane levels produced at the site. Is this still 
applicable? IC&I waste can produce nuisance gasses that cause odours, 
specifically Hydrogen Sulfide and Mercaptans which would need to be 
addressed and neutralized. 

As committed to in the proposed ToR, an Air Quality Assessment will be 
completed during the SCRF EA. The assessment will analyze potential impacts 
from landfill gas (if any) and will utilize the previous completed study submitted 
to the MOECC to exempt the site from developing a landfill gas collection 
system. 

Wind-blown litter remains a concern with IC&I waste. Under the current 
approval, table 3 soils would not have nuisance concerns that could possibly 
surpass the point of impingement for the surrounding survey. 

Terrapure currently operates the SCRF utilizing  Best Management Practices 
with respect to potential windblown litter. The potential concern of windblown 
litter will be addressed as part of the SCRF EA through the Site Design and 
Operations Work Plan. 

Public Health Services (PHS) has reviewed the Draft Terms of Reference, as 
well as comments provided by other City Departments, and supports Planning’s 
approach outlined in the staff report. PHS has no additional comments at this 
time. 

Comment noted. 

The EA should consider the following: 
• Current terms and conditions of the Compensation Agreements should be 
revisited as part of the proposed reconfiguration. 
• Impacts on existing agreements with City and Heritage Green Community 
Trust need to be reviewed as part of the Environmental Assessment. 

Terrapure, which funds the Heritage Green Community Trust and City of 
Hamilton Royalty Program as part of the on-going operations of the SCRF, is 
willing to review these specific arrangements with the City while the SCRF EA is 
being carried out. Any revisions to the Trust and Royalty Program would be 
subject to EA Act approval being received from the Minister for the Proposed 
Undertaking. 

 Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Notice 

Matt Lawson, 
Public Health 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 
N.A. N.A. N.A. Provided digital copy of draft Terms of Reference and requested written 

comments by August 19, 2016. Advised that hard copies were available on 
request. 

June 23, 
2016 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Emailed reminder that the comment period for draft Terms of Reference ends 
August 19, 2016. 

August 17, 
2016 

Email 

N.A. N.A. No comments on the Draft Terms of Reference received The following letter was sent via by email: 
We are following up with you to see if City of Hamilton – Public Health has any 
comments on the draft Terms of Reference prepared as part of the Stoney 
Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment (SCRF EA) being carried 
out by Terrapure Environmental (Terrapure).  
Terrapure initiated the SCRF EA Terms of Reference process in June 2016 and 
provided you the Notice of Commencement and Open House via email on June 
7, 2016. The correspondence was followed up by an email on June 23, 2016 
with the draft Terms of Reference requesting written comments no later than 
August 19, 2016.  
To date, we have not received comments from your agency on the draft Terms 
of Reference. As a result, we would appreciate receiving confirmation from you 
that your agency has no comments on the draft Terms of Reference. Your 
response is required to be included in the proposed Terms of Reference 

November 
8, 2016 

Email w/ 
Letter 
attached 
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submitted to the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change for review 
and approval. Therefore, we ask you to submit your response in writing as soon 
as possible. 

 Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Notice 

Terrapure provided notification confirming the date of ToR Submission, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the correct recipient of the ToR.  January 
18, 2017 

Email  

Left voicemail with Matt Lawson at 2:51 pm following up with email/letter sent on January 18, 2017, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the 
correct recipient of the ToR.  

January 
26, 2017 

Telephone 

 February 
3, 2017 

Email Thank you for notifying City of Hamilton stakeholders of the intention to submit 
proposed Terms of Reference (TOR) for the Stoney Creek Regional Facility 
Environmental Assessment being carried out by Terrapure. I spoke with Brad 
Clark this morning, who contacted me to ensure that I am aware of the TOR 
submission to the MOECC and the subsequent period for commenting. I will be 
working with other City departments with respect to providing comments on the 
proposed TOR prior to March 10, 2017. 

Good stuff. Thanks for acknowledging, Matt. 
  
Hope all is well and if you have any questions when you’re reviewing the TOR, 
please let us know. 
 

February 3, 
2017 

Email 

 Terrapure provided electric copy of the ToR, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission of the ToR, and 
the 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference. Terrapure also requested they confirm receipt of the ToR. 

February 8, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Document
s attached 

 Terrapure resent the Notice of Submission of the ToR email without shortened links due to issues with anti-spam blockers. February 8, 
2017 

Email  

 February 
9, 2017 

Email Just following-up, as requested, to inform you that Hamilton Public Health 
Services (PHS) has received the TOR documents for the Terrapure facility. 
Hamilton PHS will be submitting comments in conjunction with other City of 
Hamilton departments on or before March 10, 2017. 

No response required.  N.A. N.A. 

Michael Bown, 
Hamilton Water 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 
N.A. N.A. N.A. Provided digital copy of draft Terms of Reference and requested written 

comments by August 19, 2016. Advised that hard copies were available on 
request. 

June 23, 
2016 

Email w/ 
Notice 
attached 
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July 15, 
2016 

Email Thank You for the Q2 sewer report. The City Toluene sample on July 5th was at 
the minimum detection limit of 2ug/L. 
 
I have read the terms of reference documents on the Terrapure website. I 
couldn’t find much information on leachate or sanitary/storm discharges to City 
infrastructure. 
I need to brief the Director of Hamilton Water on any potential impacts the EA 
may have on the Hamilton Water Division. Could you please comment on the 
following: 
 
Impacts on sewers: 
• Increase/decrease in discharge volumes (surcharge) 
• Concentrations – increase/decrease, what parameters? 
• Odours – local and below escarpment 
• Potential impacts on sanitary/storm/ditches 
 
Update on work done on aeration pond.  
What work was done to fix toluene issue. 
Discharge points – same discharge points?  Any new connections to 
subdivision North/South of landfill, new trunk sewer on Centennial? 
Any other issues that may affect Hamilton Water Division. 
 
Below are comments from the City Operations – Landfills Department, Let me 
know if this is accurate. 
 
• Storm water run-off will impact the immediate area with a slope change 

from 3% to 5% at the top of the waste mound, causing more surface water 
to shed. More storm water controls may be needed on site to slow flow to 
neighbouring ditches. 

• Leachate generation will go down based on staged filling, however 
chemical concentrations of leachate usually rise as less surface water 
infiltrates lessening the dilution factor. Terrapure takes residual waste from 
the steel industry which at times produces caustic pH levels in leachate. 

Thank you for your email of July 15, 2016 to Mr. Brad Mullin of Terrapure 
regarding your comments on the draft Terms of Reference prepared as part of 
the Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment. Please find 
attached a table documenting our responses to each of your comments for your 
information. Please contact Blair Shoniker, Senior Waste & Environmental 
Planner at 905-429-5040, if you have any questions on the preceding 
information. 
 
(attachment) 

Comment Response 
What are the potential 
impacts of the proposal 
on sewers, specifically 
as it relates to the 
following: 
• Increase/decrease in 

discharge volumes 
(surcharge) 

• Concentrations-increa
se/decrease, what 
parameters? 

• Odours-local and 
below escarpment 

• • Potential impacts on 
sanitary/storm/ditches 

A detailed assessment of the potential 
impacts associated with discharging 
leachate to the sanitary sewer will be 
undertaken during the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility Environmental 
Assessment (SCRF EA) and submitted 
as part of the EA Report. Based on a 
preliminary assessment, it is anticipated 
that there will be an increase in the 
amount leachate generated as a result 
of the increased landfill footprint and 
waste mass. Since no changes are 
proposed to the types of waste being 
disposed of, leachate parameters and 
concentrations are expected to remain 
largely unchanged. Similarly, odours 
and other potential impacts are 
expected to be similar to those of the 
current system. 

What is the status on 
the work done to the 
existing aeration pond? 

All repairs to the aeration system were 
completed and the system is operating 
as it was designed. 

What work was done to 
fix the toluene issue? 

We conducted a sampling study for 
approximately three weeks where we 
sampled from multiple points and 
influences in both at the closed landfill 
and the SCRF. The specific source was 
not determined, but we strongly suspect 
that the source was hydro-carbon 
impacted soils or solids from event 
based volumes. 

July 22, 
2016 

Email (w/ 
Letter 
attachmen
t) 
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What are the potential 
impacts of the proposal 
on discharge points, 
specifically as it relates 
to the following: 
• Are the same 
discharge points going 
to be used for the 
proposal? 
• Are any new 
connections being 
proposed as part of the 
proposal (e.g., to the 
subdivision either north 
or south of the SCRF, 
new trunk sewer on 
Upper Centennial 
Parkway)? 

A detailed assessment of potential 
sanitary sewer discharge points will be 
undertaken during the SCRF EA and 
submitted as part of the EA Report. All 
leachate from the SCRF is presently 
discharged to the sanitary sewer under 
Mistywood Drive via an equalization 
pond on the closed West Landfill. While 
no changes are currently being 
proposed to this discharge point, 
Terrapure is monitoring development 
around the site to identify any new 
discharge points that may become 
available. 

Storm water run-off will 
impact the immediate 
area with a slope 
change from three 
percent to five percent 
at the top of the waste 
mound, causing more 
surface water to shed. 
More storm water 
controls may be needed 
on site to slow flow to 
neighbouring ditches. 

A detailed assessment of the 
stormwater management system will be 
undertaken during the SCRF EA and 
submitted as part of the EA Report. 
Currently, the slopes on top of the 
waste mound are expected to remain at 
a three percent grade. 

Leachate generation will 
go down based on 
staged filling, however 
chemical concentrations 
of leachate usually rise 
as less surface water 
infiltrates lessening the 
dilution factor. Terrapure 
takes residual waste 
from the steel industry 
which at times produces 
caustic pH levels in 
leachate. 

A detailed assessment of leachate 
generation will be undertaken during 
the SCRF EA and submitted as part of 
the EA Report. This will include an 
assessment of leachate generation 
rates at various stages of landfill 
development, chemical concentrations 
of leachate, and any potential impacts 
to the leachate associated with the 
various types of waste received. 

 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Emailed reminder that the comment period for draft Terms of Reference ends 
August 19, 2016. 

August 17, 
2016 

Email 

  Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Notice 

Justyna, 
Hidalgo, 
Solicitor 

November 
21, 2016 

Email We have a request from a member of the public to review Newalta’s Annual 
reports. Are there available online?  I only see the 2015 version. 

FYI, the 2015 Annual Report is the most current annual report available for 
review. 
 
The 2016 Annual Report is due to MOECC on June 30, 2017. 
 
Subsequent to that submission, Terrapure provides the City with a copy in July. 

November 
21, 2016 

Email 
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November 
21, 2016 

Email Do you have earlier reports available online? Terrapure’s 2013, 2014 and 2015 Annual Reports are available online (in the 
Document Library) for 
 review. 

November 
21, 2016 

Email 

November 
21, 2016 

Email Help me out with a link please. I do not see a tab titled “document library”. As requested, all the reports can be found 
here - http://www.terrapurestoneycreek.com/documentlibrary/ 
 
In addition the three links below will take you directly to each report.  
http://bit.ly/2cPNWRk 
http://bit.ly/2014_AnnualReport 
http://bit.ly/2015_Annual-Report 

November 
21, 2016 

Email 

Alissa Mahood, 
Senior Project 
Manager 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Notice 

Terrapure provided notification confirming the date of ToR Submission, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the correct recipient of the ToR.  January 
18, 2017 

Email 

January 
18, 2017 

Email Eniber Cabrera will be the main contact from Planning for the City. I have CC’d 
her on this email. 

No response required. N.A. N.A 

Eniber 
Cabrera, 
Planner 

January 
18, 2017 

Email Regarding your question, yes, please send us at least one printed copy of the 
entire ToR plus the electronic file and a link to download the supporting 
documentation. Are you sending printing copies of the ToR to the clerk’s office 
and/or the Public Library for public display? We might get that question from the 
public. 

Thank you for confirming your preferred method of receiving the Terms of 
Reference. As requested we will provide you with a printed copy of the Terms of 
Reference and a link to download the supporting documentation and the 
Record of Consultation.  
Yes, printed copies of the Terms of Reference will be placed at the Clerk’s 
Office and the Public Library (Valley Park Branch) for public viewing. 

January 
26, 2017 

Email 

 Terrapure provided a hard copy of the ToR enclosed with a covering letter, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of 
Submission for the ToR and a 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed ToR in response to the comments received on the draft ToR. 

February 
03, 2017  

Courier  

  Terrapure provided electric copy of the ToR, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission of the ToR, and 
the 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference. Terrapure also requested they confirm receipt of the ToR. 

February 8, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Document
s attached 

  Terrapure resent the Notice of Submission of the ToR email without shortened links due to issues with anti-spam blockers. February 8, 
2017 

Email  

  February 
8, 2017 

Email  Thank you for submitting the Proposed Terms of Reference for the Terrapure 
SCRF to the City. We have received the electronic information as well as the 
hard copy of the Terms of Reference and Appendices. 

No response required. N.A. N.A 

Hamilton 
Conservatio
n Authority 

Scott Peck, 
Director, 
Watershed 
Planning & 
Engineering, 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 
N.A. N.A. N.A. Provided digital copy of draft Terms of Reference and requested written 

comments by August 19, 2016. Advised that hard copies were available on 
request. 

June 23, 
2016 

Email w/ 
Notice 
attached 

August 4, 
2016 

Email The HCA has reviewed the draft terms of reference and have no comments or 
revisions to suggest. 
 
We look forward to working with Terrapure and GHD through the EA process. 

No response required. N.A. N.A. 

  Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Notice 

Terrapure provided notification confirming the date of ToR Submission, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the correct recipient of the ToR.  January 
18, 2017 

Email  

January 
18, 2017 

Email  I confirm that I am the correct person for you to provide the Terms of Reference 
for this email and I am the contact person for this project at  the HCA.  My 
contact information is as below. Thank you. 

No response required. N.A. N.A. 

  Terrapure provided electric copy of the ToR, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission of the ToR, and 
the 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference. Terrapure also requested they confirm receipt of the ToR. 

February 8, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Document
s attached 

  Terrapure resent the Notice of Submission of the ToR email without shortened links due to issues with anti-spam blockers. February 8, Email  
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2017 
  February 

9, 2017 
Email I have received this email. Thank you. 

 
No response required. N.A. N.A. 

  March 7, 
2017 

Email Mr. Battarino, to be clear. The HCA has no objection to the proposed terms of 
reference. Our 3 points are simply issues that should be considered as part of 
the EA process. 

No response required. N.A. N.A. 

Hamilton 
Wentworth 
Catholic 
District 
School 
Board 

Patrick Daly, 
Chairperson of 
the Board 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 
N.A. N.A. N.A. Provided digital copy of draft Terms of Reference and requested written 

comments by August 19, 2016. Advised that hard copies were available on 
request. 

June 23, 
2016 

Email 
w/Notice 
attached 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Emailed reminder that the comment period for draft Terms of Reference ends 
August 19, 2016. 

August 17, 
2016 

Email 

N.A. N.A. No comments on the Draft Terms of Reference received The following letter was sent via by email: 
We are following up with you to see if Hamilton-Wentworth Catholic District 
School Board has any comments on the draft Terms of Reference prepared as 
part of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment (SCRF 
EA) being carried out by Terrapure Environmental (Terrapure).  
Terrapure initiated the SCRF EA Terms of Reference process in June 2016 and 
provided you the Notice of Commencement and Open House via email on June 
7, 2016. The correspondence was followed up by an email on June 23, 2016 
with the draft Terms of Reference requesting written comments no later than 
August 19, 2016.  
To date, we have not received comments from your agency on the draft Terms 
of Reference. As a result, we would appreciate receiving confirmation from you 
that your agency has no comments on the draft Terms of Reference. Your 
response is required to be included in the proposed Terms of Reference 
submitted to the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change for review 
and approval. Therefore, we ask you to submit your response in writing as soon 
as possible. 

November 
8, 2016 

Email w/ 
Letter 
attached 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Notice 

Terrapure provided notification confirming the date of ToR Submission, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the correct recipient of the ToR.  January 
18, 2017 

Email  

 Terrapure provided electric copy of the ToR, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission of the ToR, and 
the 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference. Terrapure also requested they confirm receipt of the ToR. 

February 8, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Document
s attached 

 Terrapure resent the Notice of Submission of the ToR email without shortened links due to issues with anti-spam blockers. February 8, 
2017 

Email  

 February 
8, 2017 

Email  Thank you for sharing the information with us. I have forwarded it to our staff for 
review. We will get back to you as soon as possible with any comments we may 
have regarding the assessment. 

No response required. N.A. N.A. 

Mary Nardini, 
School Trustee 

Called Ms. Nardini at 3:20 pm- She stated that Pat Daly should be the main contact person, and supplied his email address. She also indicated that an electronic copy is fine. January 
26, 2017 

Telephone 

Hamilton 
Wentworth 
District 
School 
Board 
(HWDSB)  

Todd White, 
Chair of Board 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached. 
June 20, 
2016 

Email On behalf of HWDSB, we are disappointed with the communication from 
Terrapure. While I appreciated an advanced phone call from Brad Clark, a 
consultant on this project, further communication has been slim to none. 
HWDSB did not receive the Notice of Commencement, nor did we receive 
notice of the public open house this week. We learned about this information via 
an interview request with local media. There is a valid community expectation 
that we will be part of this process. As a school board, we cannot speak 
confidently with our stakeholders if we are not properly informed and included. I 

Follow-up telephone call and meetings. N.A. N.A. 
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was clear with local media about our approach, expectation and responsibility 
as a school board and future neighbour of Terrapure. 
 
The below meeting notice was just brought to our attention. It went directly to 
the junk email of our local trustee for Upper Stoney Creek. No other contacts at 
HWDSB were included. Please note that HWDSB cannot attend the upcoming 
meeting given insufficient notice. We very much want to participate in the future, 
but if we are truly welcome and respected, we kindly request proper notice. I am 
happy to introduce you to our appropriate staff and trustees. 
 
Thank you and we hope that the above gaps in communication can be 
resolved. 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Provided digital copy of draft Terms of Reference and requested written 
comments by August 19, 2016. Advised that hard copies were available on 
request. 

June 23, 
2016 

Email w/ 
Notice 
attached 

N.A. N.A. N.A. On behalf of Terrapure Environmental and Brad Clark, thanks for taking the 
time yesterday to meet and discuss the proposed changes to the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility (SCRF) along with a description of the Environmental 
Assessment (EA) process we are following. As mentioned in our discussions, 
we are at the early stages of the EA process, and are currently consulting on 
the Terms of Reference (ToR). All of the ToR documentation, along with 
additional reference material, is available on the project website: 
http://www.terrapurestoneycreek.com/. We are currently seeking comments and 
input on the Draft ToR and looking for feedback up to August 19, 2016.  
 I have also included a few attachments for your reference, including: 1.The list 
of contributions from the Heritage Green Community Trust to HWDSB member 
schools in upper Stoney Creek; and,  2. letter Terrapure received from the Chair 
of the HCDSB in response to the update letter (also attached) that was 
circulated to school board trustees in the spring.  As per our discussions 
yesterday during our meeting, I am also including Ellen Warling and Jackie 
Penman on this and  future emails with respect to the SCRF EA. 

June 29, 
2016 

Email 

N.A. N.A. N.A. Emailed reminder that the comment period for draft Terms of Reference ends 
August 19, 2016. 

August 17, 
2016 

Email 

N.A. N.A. N.A. I wanted to check in to see if HWDSB has any outstanding questions that we 
can answer related to our SCRF EA project. While the formal feedback deadline 
has passed, we are very much interested in answering your questions and 
receiving any comments you would like to provide.  
 
Should you have any outstanding questions, we would be more than happy to 
meet with you again prior to you finalizing comments, should you plan to 
provide them. As we discussed in June, HWDSB is a very important 
stakeholder for us in this process and we want to do everything we can to 
ensure we address any concerns you may have. 
 
I’ll follow up by phone later in the week, but in the meantime please don’t 
hesitate to reply by email. 

August 23, 
2016 

Email 

N.A. N.A. N.A. As you may know, in response to market demand and a strong economy, 
Terrapure has started a formal process to reconfigure its Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility (SCRF) to ensure that we can continue to meet the 
environmental needs of local industry and infrastructure development.  
 
This proposed reconfiguration is subject to a full Individual Environmental 
Assessment (EA) through the Ontario Ministry of the Environment and Climate 

October 6, 
2016 

Letter 
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Change, where stakeholder and public comments will be considered and 
responded to. Terrapure is in the early stages of the EA, currently finalizing the 
Proposed Terms of Reference (ToR) – step one of a two-step process. Since 
we have not yet received formal comments on the draft ToR from the 
Hamilton-Wentworth District School Board, we wanted to provide an update on 
the status of the project and our public consultation efforts. 
 
To date we have communicated with local residents through newspaper ads, 
distributing over 11,000 flyers to surrounding residences; a public open house; 
and individual meetings. We have had good engagement with the community 
and other key stakeholders. We will continue to make information on the 
proposed changes readily available to you and the community as we go through 
this process. 
 
During the initial consultations, some questions were raised about the proximity 
of a new residential sub-division to the SCRF, as well as the proposed return to 
the site’s original 1996 footprint. 
 
We want to ensure HWDSB is aware of the extensive due diligence that was 
performed by Hamilton City Council and staff in 2010, when they required a 
peer reviewed Landfill Impact Assessment to be completed before approving 
any new plans of subdivisions on the lands north of Green Mountain Road 
West. Both the Landfill Impact Assessment (conducted by MTE Consulting) and 
the Peer Review (conducted by AMEC Earth & Environmental) concluded that 
“residential development of the proponent (Empire) lands could proceed” and 
that there was “no need for any mitigations on the Empire Developments lands 
as a result of the ongoing operations at the SCRF”. The only mitigation 
measure put forward by MTE Consulting was with respect to the un-engineered 
closed west quarry landfill. Given that the peer reviewed Landfill Impact 
Assessment demonstrated no concerns related to the operating landfill liner, the 
mitigation measure imposed on Empire Developments (i.e. 1 m of clay around 
basement foundations) was applied from the operating SCRF landfill as a 
conservative redundancy. 
 
While there was previously a 160m holding provision put in place by the City 
related to quarry rehabilitation, which was subsequently lifted, as well as two 
conditions related to a neighbouring satellite operation, it is important to note 
that the Landfill Impact Assessment and Peer Review were conducted based 
on the original 1996 approved SCRF landfill footprint, which had a 30m setback 
from the operating SCRF fill area to the company’s property line.  
 
After assessing all potential impacts of the operating landfill within the original 
licensed footprint, MTE Consulting concluded, “As a result, matters pertaining to 
the Newalta landfill [note: now operating SCRF] have been properly addressed 
and residential development of the proponent lands could proceed.” Again, this 
decision was made based on the same setback (30m) as is currently 
contemplated under Terrapure’s proposed reconfiguration of the site.  
 
Further, in response to questions raised in 2012 regarding potential impacts of 
the operating SCRF, the Hamilton Associate Medical Officer of Health 
confirmed to the SCRF Community Liaison Committee “There is no evidence to 
suggest either air or leachate quality, as determined by on-site monitoring at the 
Newalta Hamilton Landfill, pose an adverse level of risk to the surrounding 
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community.” This continues to be the case today.  
 
While these reports may be somewhat familiar to some of you, we thought it 
would be helpful to point out these conclusions to alleviate any anxieties 
experienced by any of our stakeholders or current and future homeowners. 
 
This is the start of a highly consultative and iterative process, for which we will 
have further opportunities for discussion and input. Should HWDSB have any 
outstanding questions, we would be pleased to meet with you at your 
convenience to discuss them – either now, before we finalize the Proposed ToR 
in the next two weeks, or when we move on to the second stage of the process 
next year.  
 
We look forward to receiving any comments HWBDSB wishes to provide, which 
we would consider when finalizing our Proposed Terms of Reference for 
submission to the Minister of Environment and Climate Change for review and 
approval 

N.A. N.A. N.A. The following letter was sent via by email: 
We are following up with you to see if Hamilton-Wentworth District School 
Board has any comments on the draft Terms of Reference prepared as part of 
the Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment (SCRF EA) 
being carried out by Terrapure Environmental (Terrapure).  
Terrapure initiated the SCRF EA Terms of Reference process in June 2016 and 
provided you the Notice of Commencement and Open House via email on June 
7, 2016. The correspondence was followed up by an email on June 23, 2016 
with the draft Terms of Reference requesting written comments no later than 
August 19, 2016.  
To date, we have not received comments from your agency on the draft Terms 
of Reference. As a result, we would appreciate receiving confirmation from you 
that your agency has no comments on the draft Terms of Reference. Your 
response is required to be included in the proposed Terms of Reference 
submitted to the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change for review 
and approval. Therefore, we ask you to submit your response in writing as soon 
as possible. 

November 
8, 2016 

Email w/ 
Letter 
attached 

  Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Notice 

 David 
Anderson 

November 
29, 2016 

Email (w/ 
Letter 
attachmen
t) 

Hamilton-Wentworth District School Board (“HWDSB”) appreciates the 
opportunity to comment on the Terrapure Environmental (“Terrapure”) Stoney 
Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment (the “EA”) proposed terms 
of reference (the “Terms of Reference”) and to participate in the process. As the 
local English-Language public district school board, HWDSB expresses its 
position on behalf of the welfare of its students, staff and parents of its 
education community. 
 
As you are aware, HWDSB intends to acquire and construct an elementary 
school within metres of the northwestern comer of the site, at the intersection of 
Green Mountain Road West and First Road West (the “School Site”). HWDSB 
expects to acquire it within the next 3-4 years and construction to commence 
within 4-5 Years thereafter. The School Site has been identified as the most 
suitable location in the area given the projected residential development in the 
area and related pupil accommodation in the next decade. As such, it is 
imperative that Terrapure proceed with its alternatives with the knowledge that 
its future operations will need to be mitigated by this increased level of 

Thank you for the Hamilton-Wentworth District School Board’s (HWDSB) 
comments included in your letter sent on November 29, 2016. Please find 
attached a table documenting our responses to each of your comments. 

Comment Response 
As you are aware, HWDSB intends 
to acquire and construct an 
elementary school within metres of 
the northwestern comer of the site, 
at the intersection of Green 
Mountain Road West and First 
Road West (the “School Site”). 
HWDSB expects to acquire it 
within the next 3-4 years and 
construction to commence within 
4-5 Years thereafter. The School 
Site has been identified as the 
most suitable location in the area 

You are correct that we are aware 
of HWDSB’s plans to acquire and 
construct an elementary school at 
the intersection of Green Mountain 
Road West and First Road West. 
 
As part of completing the EA, 
Terrapure will undertake a number 
of environmental studies to assess 
the effects of the proposal to add 
disposal capacity on the 
surrounding community, included 
planned future uses such as the 
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residential, institutional and recreational uses, something Terrapure did not 
have to realistically address in its previous operating history. 
 
Furthermore, at this time, concept design and servicing for the School Site are 
not known with any certainty and, as such, HWDSB’s preliminary comments on 
the Terms of Reference are on the assumption that the school may be located 
anywhere on the School Site, but that sanitary and water services will be tied to 
municipal infrastructure. If these assumptions are later found to be amended or 
inaccurate, HWDSB reserves the right to revisit its Position and comments on 
the Terms of Reference or EA process in consultation with Terrapure. 
 
Firstly, we would like to thank Terrapure for compiling a very comprehensive 
package of documentation as an initial step in the EA and in support of its 
alternatives for the Terms of Reference. 
 
Using the categories identified in the Terms of Reference, HWDSB notes the 
following preliminary issues that will inform our consultative process and 
ongoing dialogue: 
 
Air Quality 
Given that the facility does not and will not receive putrescible materials, we 
expect many typical nuisances associated with landfill sites will be better 
mitigated. The wind flows may cause issues for dust particulate from both the 
site and the vehicular traffic entering/exiting the site, and these will need to be 
continually monitored and addressed, perhaps with vegetation along borders to 
capture some of the dust. 
 
Class time, schedules and location of play fields will need to be coordinated to 
ensure that air Quality and dust do not negatively impact students who will be 
outside at various times throughout the day. 
 
Noise 
The facility is expected to be operational from 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. with rather 
steady traffic and operational noise. Ongoing monitoring is required to ensure 
that these operational uses do not materially interfere with the proposed school. 
Terrapure will need to render analysis that demonstrate its noise levels 
surrounding the entire site are within Ministry of the Environment and Climate 
Change (“MOECC”) standards for residential development, so that proper 
mitigating measures can be discussed and implemented, rather than placing all 
such measures onto design requirements for residential, commercial or 
institutional buildings. 
 
Odour 
While HWDSB takes comfort from the excerpts of the reports within the Terms 
of Reference materials that demonstrate few complaints relating to odour, it 
remains a concern that the location of the School Site is proximate to the ponds 
and facilities that have the greatest potential for negative environmental effects, 
including leaching and odour. HWDSB will require ongoing monitoring and 
evidence of mitigating measures to address the nature and frequency of odour 
complaints. 
 
While it appears that given the nature of the waste at the facility, there is a 
reduced likelihood of gas as both a threat of combustion risk and odour, 

given the projected residential 
development in the area and 
related pupil accommodation in the 
next decade. As such, it is 
imperative that Terrapure proceed 
with its alternatives with the 
knowledge that its future 
operations will need to be 
mitigated by this increased level of 
residential, institutional and 
recreational uses, something 
Terrapure did not have to 
realistically address in its previous 
operating history. 

elementary school, and ensure the 
potential effects are mitigated as 
much as possible.  

Furthermore, at this time, concept 
design and servicing for the School 
Site are not known with any 
certainty and, as such, HWDSB’s 
preliminary comments on the 
Terms of Reference are on the 
assumption that the school may be 
located anywhere on the School 
Site, but that sanitary and water 
services will be tied to municipal 
infrastructure. If these assumptions 
are later found to be amended or 
inaccurate, HWDSB reserves the 
right to revisit its Position and 
comments on the Terms of 
Reference or EA process in 
consultation with Terrapure. 

Comment noted. Terrapure is 
committed to continued 
consultation with the HWDSB 
during the EA. 

Air Quality 
Given that the facility does not and 
will not receive putrescible 
materials, we expect many typical 
nuisances associated with landfill 
sites will be better mitigated. The 
wind flows may cause issues for 
dust particulate from both the site 
and the vehicular traffic 
entering/exiting the site, and these 
will need to be continually 
monitored and addressed, perhaps 
with vegetation along borders to 
capture some of the dust. 
Class time, schedules and location 
of play fields will need to be 
coordinated to ensure that air 
Quality and dust do not negatively 
impact students who will be 
outside at various times throughout 
the day. 

As committed to in the draft ToR 
we will be carrying out an Air 
Quality study as part of the SCRF 
EA. The results of the assessment 
will be submitted as part of the EA 
Report for the HWDSB’s review. 

Noise Noise level limits and monitoring 
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HWDSB believes that additional testing may be required to confirm this, given 
the proximity of the various pond facilities in the northerly and westerly locations 
of the site. 
 
Groundwater Quality/Flow 
It would assist to have a comprehensive table that demonstrates the location 
and reporting analysis of each of the monitoring facilities, particularly along the 
northerly and westerly borders of the Terrapure facility. Updated tests will be 
required to confirm the state of repair of the liner of the leachate collection 
pond, storm water management pond and related infrastructure. Impacts to 
potable water must be better understood, together with an analysis that will 
ascertain impacts from operations rather than natural subsurface rock features. 
 
There also appears to be uncertainty about the future location of these ponds 
and HWDSB would like to discuss options to reconfigure the Terrapure site so 
that these ponds are not proximate to any buffer, set back or lot line that faces 
any residential or institutional use. 
 
Traffic  
Traffic will become a growing concern as general development increases but 
particular attention must be made to maintaining traffic safety. With the advent 
of a school and surrounding residential construction, heavy industrial traffic will 
need to be calmed and assessed frequently. 
 
Terrapure is licensed to accommodate up to 250 vehicles each day (between 
9:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m.) but only currently realizes about 70-80. As it is 
uncertain how the facility will accommodate regional (and, in some cases, 
Provincial) industrial materials/fill and maintain these traffic numbers. As such, 
we suggest that the terms of reference consider traffic mitigation measures as  
if the facility had traffic closer to the licensed amount of 250 vehicles. 
 
Speed limits, traffic calming and signage/signalization may need to be 
considered to ensure safe streets for all development over the next decade. 
 
Visual Impacts 
Ongoing assessment and reassessment of visual impacts should be made 
frequently to avoid any nuisance. The proposed elementary school may not 
exceed three stories, but in any event, visual impacts as viewed from the 
School Site, should be addressed in the EA. Increased fill along borders may 
assist but other measures should be considered if the effect would be to 
increase the risk of dust or poor air quality. Terrapure should be considering the 
feasibility of landscaping or partial enclosures (fencing) to promote safety and 
visual impacts. 
 
Site Design  
The EA should appropriately address the reconfiguration of the site to best 
address the environmental impacts noted in the Terms of Reference and the 
ensuing consultation process. While municipal site plan approvals will be 
necessary in any event, the community Gains when site design elements for 
such an enterprise are discussed in consultation with appropriate stakeholders. 
 
It is important, therefore, that Terrapure provide rationalizations for its various 
site design options for reconfiguration. HWDSB would be pleased to further 

The facility is expected to be 
operational from 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 
p.m. with rather steady traffic and 
operational noise. Ongoing 
monitoring is required to ensure 
that these operational uses do not 
materially interfere with the 
proposed school. Terrapure will 
need to render analysis that 
demonstrate its noise levels 
surrounding the entire site are 
within Ministry of the Environment 
and Climate Change (“MOECC”) 
standards for residential 
development, so that proper 
mitigating measures can be 
discussed and implemented, rather 
than placing all such measures 
onto design requirements for 
residential, commercial or 
institutional buildings 

requirements for the existing 
SCRF are currently prescribed by 
the MOECC and are not expected 
to change as a result of this 
proposal.  
 
As committed to in the draft ToR 
we will be carrying out a noise 
assessment as part of the SCRF 
EA. The results of the assessment 
will be submitted as part of the EA 
Report, which will be made 
available for review by the 
HWDSB. 
 

Odour 
While HWDSB takes comfort from 
the excerpts of the reports within 
the Terms of Reference materials 
that demonstrate few complaints 
relating to odour, it remains a 
concern that the location of the 
School Site is proximate to the 
ponds and facilities that have the 
greatest potential for negative 
environmental effects, including 
leaching and odour. HWDSB will 
require ongoing monitoring and 
evidence of mitigating measures to 
address the nature and frequency 
of odour complaints. 
While it appears that given the 
nature of the waste at the facility, 
there is a reduced likelihood of gas 
as both a threat of combustion risk 
and odour, HWDSB believes that 
additional testing may be required 
to confirm this, given the proximity 
of the various pond facilities in the 
northerly and westerly locations of 
the site. 

As committed to in the draft ToR 
we will be carrying out an Air 
Quality study (including odours) as 
part of the SCRF EA. This 
assessment will include potential 
odour associated with the north 
and west ponds. The results of the 
assessment, including 
commitments to ongoing odour 
monitoring, mitigation, and 
complaint response protocols, will 
be submitted as part of the EA 
Report. 
 

Groundwater Quality/Flow 
It would assist to have a 
comprehensive table that 
demonstrates the location and 
reporting analysis of each of the 
monitoring facilities, particularly 

As a condition of approval and 
operation, Terrapure is required to 
prepare annual monitoring reports, 
which provide locations and 
reporting on all the monitoring 
infrastructure and facilities. The 
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discuss opportunities to relocate geohydrological infrastructure such as the 
various ponds, and certain industrial activities (such as the location of the 
vehicle wash stations in a more appropriate area to reduce the chance for 
contamination). 
 
Testing, Monitoring and Due Diligence 
 
The comprehensive testing Terrapure has compiled to date is helpful; however, 
many of the reports are from around 2010-2012 and relate to the approved 
subdivisions to the northeast. These reports may not reference environmental 
standards that are in place at present or may have been under former MOECC 
guidelines. Furthermore, these reports are appropriate and were generated to 
the residential development to the north, which will have its own set of 
geological, fluvialgeological, land use and other environmental impacts that may 
not be appropriate for development on the westerly portion of the facility. 
Additional consultation and reporting is likely and HWDSB would appreciate 
receiving copies of those reports during the EA process and beyond, especially 
where ongoing monitoring is required.  
 
Again, we thank you for the opportunity to provide our preliminary comments 
and areas of concern and look forward to working with Terrapure in a 
consultative role throughout the EA process to ensure our communities are safe 
and desirable. Please contact Ellen Warling, Manager, Planning, 
Accommodation & Rentals by email: cwarling@hwdsh.on.ca or phone 905. 
527-5092 ext. 2488 to confirm receipt of this correspondence and to notify 
HWDSB of future steps in the EA process. 

along the northerly and westerly 
borders of the Terrapure facility. 
Updated tests will be required to 
confirm the state of repair of the 
liner of the leachate collection 
pond, storm water management 
pond and related infrastructure. 
Impacts to potable water must be 
better understood, together with an 
analysis that will ascertain impacts 
from operations rather than natural 
subsurface rock features. 
There also appears to be 
uncertainty about the future 
location of these ponds and 
HWDSB would like to discuss 
options to reconfigure the 
Terrapure site so that these ponds 
are not proximate to any buffer, set 
back or lot line that faces any 
residential or institutional use. 

reports are available on-line at our 
website.  
 
Terrapure’s existing mechanisms 
to protect ground and surface 
water will be maintained as part of 
our proposal so that there will be 
no groundwater Quality/Flow 
impacts negatively affecting the 
local water system. The below 
assessments will also help better 
understand impacts to potable 
water. The following studies 
committed to in the draft ToR: 
Detailed assessment of the 
leachate management system  
Detailed assessment of the 
stormwater management system 
The results of the preceding 
assessments will be submitted as 
part of the EA Report, which will be 
made available for review by the 
HWDSB. 
The future location of ponds will be 
assessed during the EA and in 
consultation with stakeholders, 
such as HWDSB. 

Traffic  
Traffic will become a growing 
concern as general development 
increases but particular attention 
must be made to maintaining traffic 
safety. With the advent of a school 
and surrounding residential 
construction, heavy industrial 
traffic will need to be calmed and 
assessed frequently. 
Terrapure is licensed to 
accommodate up to 250 vehicles 
each day (between 9:00 a.m. and 
5:00 p.m.) but only currently 
realizes about 70-80. As it is 
uncertain how the facility will 
accommodate regional (and, in 
some cases, Provincial) industrial 
materials/fill and maintain these 
traffic numbers. As such, we 
suggest that the terms of reference 
consider traffic mitigation 
measures as if the facility had 
traffic closer to the licensed 
amount of 250 vehicles. 
Speed limits, traffic calming and 

As committed to in the draft ToR, 
we will be carrying out a traffic 
assessment as part of the SCRF 
EA, which will consider appropriate 
traffic movements on a daily basis 
and establish a worst case 
scenario (i.e. maximum number of 
trucks). The results of the 
assessment will be submitted as 
part of the EA Report, which will be 
made available for review by the 
HWDSB. The traffic assessment 
will consider mitigation measures, 
which may include changes to 
speed limits, traffic calming 
infrastructure and additional 
signage, and determine if the 
mitigation measures are 
warranted. 

mailto:cwarling@hwdsh.on.ca
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signage/signalization may need to 
be considered to ensure safe 
streets for all development over 
the next decade. 
Visual Impacts 
Ongoing assessment and 
reassessment of visual impacts 
should be made frequently to avoid 
any nuisance. The proposed 
elementary school may not exceed 
three stories, but in any event, 
visual impacts as viewed from the 
School Site, should be addressed 
in the EA. Increased fill along 
borders may assist but other 
measures should be considered if 
the effect would be to increase the 
risk of dust or poor air quality. 
Terrapure should be considering 
the feasibility of landscaping or 
partial enclosures (fencing) to 
promote safety and visual impacts. 

As part of the SCRF EA, we will be 
carrying out a visual assessment, 
where view-sheds will be analyzed 
and appropriate screening 
measures determined. Screening 
measures may include earth 
berms, vegetation, and fencing, 
which would be used to ensure 
that views of the SCRF are 
minimized from the surrounding 
community, including the proposed 
elementary school. 

Site Design  
The EA should appropriately 
address the reconfiguration of the 
site to best address the 
environmental impacts noted in the 
Terms of Reference and the 
ensuing consultation process. 
While municipal site plan 
approvals will be necessary in any 
event, the community gains when 
site design elements for such an 
enterprise are discussed in 
consultation with appropriate 
stakeholders. 
It is important, therefore, that 
Terrapure provide rationalizations 
for its various site design options 
for reconfiguration. HWDSB would 
be pleased to further discuss 
opportunities to relocate 
geohydrological infrastructure such 
as the various ponds, and certain 
industrial activities (such as the 
location of the vehicle wash 
stations in a more appropriate area 
to reduce the chance for 
contamination). 

The site design considerations will 
take place during the EA and will 
be a point of consultation with 
stakeholders, including HWDSB. 

Testing, Monitoring and Due 
Diligence 
The comprehensive testing 
Terrapure has compiled to date is 

As a condition of approval and 
operation, Terrapure is required to 
prepare annual monitoring reports, 
which provide locations and 
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Review 
Agency Name Comment 

Date Method Comments from Review Agency Terrapure’s Response Response 
Date Method 

helpful; however, many of the 
reports are from around 2010-2012 
and relate to the approved 
subdivisions to the northeast. 
These reports may not reference 
environmental standards that are 
in place at present or may have 
been under former MOECC 
guidelines. Furthermore, these 
reports are appropriate and were 
generated to the residential 
development to the north, which 
will have its own set of geological, 
fluvialgeological, land use and 
other environmental impacts that 
may not be appropriate for 
development on the westerly 
portion of the facility. Additional 
consultation and reporting is likely 
and HWDSB would appreciate 
receiving copies of those reports 
during the EA process and 
beyond, especially where ongoing 
monitoring is required.  

reporting on all the monitoring 
infrastructure and facilities. These 
reports are submitted to the 
MOECC and City of Hamilton in 
June of every year, providing the 
monitoring results for the previous 
calendar year. For example, in 
June 2016, the 2015 Annual 
Monitoring Report was sent to the 
MOECC, City of Hamilton and 
posted on Terrapure’s CLC 
website. 
 
Terrapure will update HWDSB on 
all reports related to the EA as well 
as providing a reminder when the 
annual monitoring reports are 
posted.  If there are any specific 
reports HWDSB would like to 
review but has not been able to 
find, please let us know and we will 
be happy to provide them.  
 

 

  Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Notice 

Ellen Warling Terrapure provided notification confirming the date of ToR Submission, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the correct recipient of the ToR.  January 
18, 2017 

Email 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Notice 

January 
18, 2017 

Email Thank you. I am the correct person. No response required. N.A. N.A. 

  Terrapure provided electric copy of the ToR, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission of the ToR, and 
the 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference. Terrapure also requested they confirm receipt of the ToR. 

February 8, 
2017 

Email w/ 
Document
s attached 

  Terrapure resent the Notice of Submission of the ToR email without shortened links due to issues with anti-spam blockers. February 8, 
2017 

Email  

  February 
8, 2017 

Email  We did receive the email both times. 
 

No response required. N.A. N.A. 
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Table 5.2 Summary of Comments from Aboriginal Communities and their Consideration 

Aboriginal 
Community 

Contact 
Name 

Comment 
Date Method Comments from Aboriginal Community Terrapure’s Response Response 

Date Method 

Mississaugas 
of the New 
Credit First 
Nation 

 Fawn Sault, 
Consultation 
Manager 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached and sent the letter by regular mail as well. 
June 28, 
2016 

Email w/ 
Letter 
attached 

We have reviewed the document you have provided and determined that, at this time, MNCFN has a 
low level of concern about the project. Please see the attached letter for more information. 
 
Respectfully, we ask that you immediately notify MNCFN if there are any changes to the project as 
they may impact MNCFN’s interests. Additionally, MNCFN requests a copy of all associated 
environmental and/or archaeological reports. These can be electronic copies, if you prefer. 
Furthermore, MNCFN employs Field Liaison Representatives who must be on location whenever any 
fieldwork for environmental and/or archaeological assessments is undertaken. If additional work is 
scheduled, please notify us as soon as possible so that we may work together to discuss and 
arrange for MNCFN’s participation. 
 
Letter attachment: 
 
We are the Mississaugas of the New Credit First Nation (MNCFN), the descendants of the 
Mississaugas of the River Credit. Our traditional territory extends from the Rouge River Valley in the 
east, across to the headwaters of the Thames River, down to Long Point on Lake Erie, and back 
along the shores of Lake Erie, the Niagara River, and Lake Ontario to the Rouge River 
Valley. It encompasses present-day London, Hamilton, and Toronto, as well as our communal lands. 
Our traditional territory has defined and sustained us as a First Nation for countless generations, and 
must continue to do so for all our generations to come.  
 
Thank you for your notification on the Notice of Commencement and Public Open House for 
Terrapure Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment dated June 7, 2016. The 
Mississaugas of the New Credit First Nation (MNCFN) has various treaty rights across its traditional 
territory, including the area contemplated by your project. For further information, please see our 
website, http://www.newcreditfirstnation.com/. MNCFN continues to exercise treaty rights which 
include, but are not limited to, rights to harvest, fish, trap and gather species of plants, animals and 
insects for any purpose including food, social, ceremonial, trade and exchange purposes. The 
MNCFN also has the right to use the water and resources from the rivers, creeks and lands across 
the MCNFN traditional territory. 
 
At this time, MNCFN does not have a high level of concern regarding the proposed project and 
therefore, by way of this letter, approves the continuation of this project. However, MNCFN requests 
that you continue to notify us about the status of the project. In addition, we respectfully ask you to 
immediately notify us if there are any changes to the project as they may impact MNCFN’s interests 
and that you please provide us with a copy of all associated environmental and archaeology reports. 
This includes, but is not limited to changes related to the scope of work and expected archaeological 
and environmental impacts. 
 
Additionally, MNCFN employs Field Liaison Representatives (“FLRs”) to act as official 
representatives of the community and who are answerable to MNCFN Chief and Council through the 
Department of Consultation and Accommodation. The FLRs’ mandate is to ensure that MNCFN’s 
perspectives and priorities are considered in the field and to enable MNCFN to provide timely, 
relevant, and meaningful comment on the Project. Therefore, it is MNCFN policy that FLRs are on 
location whenever any fieldwork for environmental and/or archaeological assessments are 
undertaken. It is expected that the proponent will cover the costs of this FLR participation in the 
fieldwork. Please also provide the contact information of the person, or consultant, in charge of 
organizing this work so they may facilitate the participation of the MNCFN FLRs. 
 
Nothing in this letter shall be construed as to affect the Aboriginal or Treaty rights and hence shall 

Thank you for your June 28, 2016 letter regarding the 
Terrapure Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental 
Assessment (the Project). We appreciate the information 
you have provided on the various treaty rights the 
Mississaugas of the New Credit First Nation (MNCFN) 
have across its traditional territory, which includes our 
Project. We acknowledge that the MNCFN does not 
have a high level of concern regarding the Project at this 
time. Notwithstanding this, Terrapure Environmental will 
continue to keep the MNCFN updated as part of the 
Project, as per your request. 
 
In addition, we will notify the MNCFN if there are any 
changes to the Project which may impact your interests.  
 
As requested, attached to this correspondence please 
find a copy of the Draft Natural Environment Existing 
Conditions Report. This report, as part of the Draft 
Proposed Terms of Reference for the Terrapure Stoney 
Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment 
documentation, is available for review and comment until 
August 19, 2016. All Draft Proposed Terms of Reference 
documentation is also available on the Project website 
(www.terrapurestoneycreek.com). Should you require 
hard copies of any of the Draft Proposed Terms of 
Reference documents, please let us know. 
 
As the reconfiguration proposed as part of this Project 
would occur on lands previously disturbed by the 
existing Stoney Creek Regional Facility and, before that, 
the quarry that once operated at the site, archaeological 
investigations are not anticipated to be required by the 
Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport for this 
Environmental Assessment.  
 
Should you have any questions on the preceding 
information or the project in general, please do not 
hesitate to contact us. 

July 25, 
2016 

Email w/ 
Letter 
attached 
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Aboriginal 
Community 

Contact 
Name 

Comment 
Date Method Comments from Aboriginal Community Terrapure’s Response Response 

Date Method 

not limit any consultation and accommodation owed to MNCFN by the Crown or any proponent, as 
recognized by section 35 of the Constitution Act, 1982, of any other First Nation. 
 
MNCFN reserves the right in relation to any development project or decision, to decide whether it 
supports a project and to: comment to regulators, participate in regulatory processes and hearings, 
seek intervener funding or status, or to challenge and seek remedies through the courts. 
 
MNCFN expects all proponents to act according to the following best practices: 
• Engage early in the planning process, before decisions are made 
• Provide information in meaningful and understandable formats. 
• Convey willingness to transparently describe the project and consider any MNCFN concerns. 
• Recognize the significance of cultural activities and traditional practices of the MNCFN 
• Demonstrate a respect for MNCFN knowledge and uses of land and resources. 
• Understand the importance of youth and elders in First Nation communities. 
• Act with honour, openness, transparency and respect. 
• Be prepared to listen and allow time for meaningful discussion. 

  Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email w/ 
letter & 
registered 
mail 

Terrapure provided notification confirming the date of ToR Submission, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the correct recipient of the ToR.  January 
18, 2017 

Email w/ 
letter & 
registered 
mail 

January 18, 
2017 

Email I am the correct person to send the proposed Terms of Reference to. A USB flash drive is 
acceptable. 

No response required. N.A. N.A 

Terrapure provided the ToR, supporting documentation and the Record of Consultation on a USB flash drive enclosed with a letter containing a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, 
Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission for the ToR and a 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference in 
response to the comments received on the draft ToR. 

February 
03, 2017  

Courier  

  Terrapure provided electric copy of the ToR, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission of the ToR, and 
the 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference. Terrapure also requested they confirm receipt of the ToR. 

February 
8, 2017 

Email w/ 
Documents 
attached 
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Aboriginal 
Community 

Contact 
Name 

Comment 
Date Method Comments from Aboriginal Community Terrapure’s Response Response 

Date Method 

  February 8, 
2017 

Email Sent read receipt “Fawn Sault <Fawn.Sault@newcreditfirstnation.com> read this at 12:41 PM on 
2/8/17” 

No response required. N.A. N.A 

  N.A. N.A N.A Left a voicemail at 2:25 pm with Ms. Sault to confirm she 
had received the ToR and to ask if she is okay with the 
format. We offered to provide a hard copy of the ToR if 
that would be easier for reviewing purposes. We are 
asked her to contact us if she had any questions. 

February 
10, 2017  

Voicemail 

Haudenosaunee 
Development 
Institute (HDI) 

Todd 
Williams 

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached and sent the letter by regular mail as well. 
June 30, 
2016 

Telephone Comment stated during telephone call made by Alex Pereira, GHD, to follow-up on the issuance of 
the Notice of Commencement issued and inform regarding the availability of the Draft Terms of 
Reference: 
 
Project description is not clear on the notice of commencement 

Clarification regarding the project description was 
provided during the telephone call. 

NA NA 

 N.A. N.A. No comments on the Draft Terms of Reference received The following letter was sent via registered mail and by 
email, and a follow-up call was placed and voicemail was 
left: 
 
We are following up with you to see if the 
Haudenosaunee Development Institute has any 
comments on the draft Terms of Reference prepared as 
part of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental 
Assessment (SCRF EA) being carried out by Terrapure 
Environmental (Terrapure).  
 
Terrapure initiated the SCRF EA Terms of Reference 
process in June 2016 and provided a letter to the 
Haudenosaunee Development Institute dated June 6, 
2016, which included the Notice of Commencement and 
Open House (see attached). The correspondence was 
followed up by an email on June 7, 2016 again with the 
Notice of Commencement and Open House included for 
your information.  
 
The draft Terms of Reference is available on our project 
website 
(http://www.terrapurestoneycreek.com/document-library/) 
for your information and review. The Terms  
of Reference outlines how Terrapure will carry out the 
subsequent environmental assessment including how 
consultation should take place with Aboriginal 
communities. With this in mind, we would like to receive 
your input on how the Haudenosaunee Development 
Institute should be consulted and about any, issues or 
concerns that may affect your community, any Aboriginal 
claims or interests potentially affected by the proposal, 
etc.  
 
These comments are required to be included in the 
proposed Terms of Reference submitted to the Minister 
of the Environment and Climate Change for review and 
approval. Therefore, we ask you to submit your response 
in writing as soon as possible.  

November 
7, 8, and 
9, 2016 

Letter sent 
by 
registered 
mail, Email 
with letter 
attached, 
and 
Voicemail 
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Aboriginal 
Community 

Contact 
Name 

Comment 
Date Method Comments from Aboriginal Community Terrapure’s Response Response 

Date Method 

  N.A. N.A. No response received from the letter regarding the Draft Terms of Reference for the Terrapure 
Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF)Environmental Assessment (EA), which was previously sent 
to the HDI on November 7, 2016 by registered mail and November 8, 2016 by email. 

Sent an email and made a follow-up regarding the letter 
about the SCRF EA, which was previously sent on 
November 7, 2016 by registered mail and November 8, 
2016 by email. 
 
Please find attached a letter regarding the Draft Terms 
of Reference for the Terrapure Stoney Creek Regional 
Facility Environmental Assessment, which was 
previously sent to you on November 7, 2016 by 
registered mail and November 8, 2016 by email.  
 
To date, we have not received any comments from 
yourself or the Haudenosaunee Development Institute 
on the Draft Terms of Reference, which was made 
available for review and comment on June 23, 2016. If 
you do not have any comments on the Draft Terms of 
Reference we would appreciate a response confirming 
that. Please do not hesitate to contact me should you 
have any questions. 

December 
9, 2016 

Email and 
Voicemail 

  Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email w/ 
letter & 
registered 
mail 

  Terrapure provided notification to HCCC & HDI confirming the date of ToR Submission, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the correct 
recipient of the ToR.  

January 
18, 2017 

Email w/ 
letter & 
registered 
mail 

  Terrapure provided  HDI & HCCC with the ToR, supporting documentation and the Record of Consultation on a USB flash drive enclosed with a letter containing a memorandum from Mr. 
Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission for the ToR and a 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of 
Reference in response to the comments received on the draft ToR. 

February 
03, 2017  

Courier  

  Terrapure provided  HDI & HCCC an electric copy of the ToR, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission 
of the ToR, and the 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference. Terrapure also requested they confirm receipt of the ToR. 

February 
8, 2017 

Email w/ 
Documents 
attached 

  Terrapure resent the Notice of Submission of the ToR email without shortened links due to issues with anti-spam blockers. February 
8, 2017 

Email  

  N.A. N.A. N.A. Asked Mr. Williams to confirm that he has received the 
proposed Terms of Reference (ToR) and that he is 
happy with the format he has received it in; on a USB 
flash drive and an electronic copy via email. He said 
they have received it and that electronic copy is 
preferred because they are running out of storage 
space for hard copies. 
He stated that they are interested in the project, 
specifically with archaeological and environmental 
monitoring. He asked if any has been undertaken and 
said they would like to see that move forward. I stated 
that it will be as apart of the Environmental Assessment 
(EA). 

February 
10, 2017 

Telephone 
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Aboriginal 
Community 

Contact 
Name 

Comment 
Date Method Comments from Aboriginal Community Terrapure’s Response Response 

Date Method 

Asked if the way we are sending correspondence is 
fine. He said yes sending everything the way we have 
been, directly to HDI sent to Ms. Hazel Hill with 
attention to him is fine. 
Mr. Williams asked if the call will be recorded in our 
records, which I confirmed and then summarized our 
conversion and asked if there was anything I had not 
captured. He said no and then stated they are not likely 
to provide comments on the Proposed ToR due to time 
constraints but will be more involved in the EA. 
I thanked him for his time and said to call me if he had 
any further questions. 

Six Nations of 
the Grand River 

Chief Ava 
Hill & 
Lonny 
Bomberry  

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached and sent the letter by regular mail as well. 
N.A. N.A. No comment received Voicemail was left at 11:13 a.m. regarding the issuance 

of the Notice of Commencement and the availability of 
the Draft ToR for comment. Voicemail was not 
responded to. 

June 30, 
2106 

Telephone 

  N.A. N.A. No comments on the Draft Terms of Reference received The following letter was sent via registered mail and by 
email, and a follow-up call was placed and voicemail was 
left: 
 
We are following up with you to see if the Six Nations of 
the Grand River First Nation has any comments on the 
draft Terms of Reference prepared as part of the Stoney 
Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment 
(SCRF EA) being carried out by Terrapure 
Environmental (Terrapure).  
 
Terrapure initiated the SCRF EA Terms of Reference 
process in June 2016 and provided a letter to the Six 
Nations of the Grand River First Nation dated June 6, 
2016, which included the Notice of Commencement and 
Open House (see attached). The correspondence was 
followed up by an email on June 7, 2016 again with the 
Notice of Commencement and Open House included for 
your information.  
 
The draft Terms of Reference is available on our project 
website 
(http://www.terrapurestoneycreek.com/document-library/) 
for your information and review. The Terms of Reference 
outlines how Terrapure will carry out the subsequent 
environmental assessment including how consultation 
should take place with Aboriginal communities. With this 
in mind, we would like to receive your input on how the 
Six Nations of the Grand River First Nation should be 
consulted and about any, issues or concerns that may 
affect your community, any Aboriginal claims or interests 
potentially affected by the proposal, etc.  
 

November 
7, 8, and 
9, 2016 

Letter sent 
by 
registered 
mail, Email 
with letter 
attached, 
and 
Voicemail 



 

 
 

GHD | Terms of Reference-Record of Consultation (Amended) | 11112771 (14) 80 

 

Aboriginal 
Community 

Contact 
Name 

Comment 
Date Method Comments from Aboriginal Community Terrapure’s Response Response 

Date Method 

These comments are required to be included in the 
proposed Terms of Reference submitted to the Minister 
of the Environment and Climate Change for review and 
approval. Therefore, we ask you to submit your response 
in writing as soon as possible.  

  N.A. N.A. No response received from the letter regarding the Draft Terms of Reference for the Terrapure SCRF 
EA, which was previously sent to the Six Nations of the Grand River First Nation on November 7, 
2016 by registered mail and November 8, 2016 by email. 

Placed a follow-up call, leaving a voicemail regarding the 
letter about the SCRF EA, which was previously sent on 
November 7, 2016 by registered mail and November 8, 
2016 by email. 
An email was sent as a follow-up from the message left. 
 
My name is Greg Jones and I’m writing to follow up on 
the attached letter, which was mailed on November 7, 
and the email below from November 8 regarding the 
draft Terms of Reference for the Terrapure Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility Environmental Assessment. The 
purpose of the letter and email was to find out if you 
have any comments on the Draft Terms of Reference for 
our Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental 
Assessment.  
 
We understand that you receive numerous requests and 
are busy, but we want to ensure we do all we can to 
reach out to Six Nations to determine if you have any 
comments or feedback on the Environmental 
Assessment, as we have not heard back to date. If you 
don’t have any comments, we’d also appreciate if you 
could send us an email or letter indicating that. 
 
Should you have any questions, we would be happy to 
meet with Six Nations at your convenience to discuss the 
project and Draft Terms of Reference in more detail. Or 
feel free to call me at either number below or Blair at the 
number noted in the attached letter. 

December 
22, 2016 

Email and 
Voicemail 

  N.A. N.A. No response from the follow-up call or email placed by Greg Jones on December 22, 2016 Placed a follow-up call, leaving a voicemail regarding the 
letter about the SCRF EA, which was previously sent on 
November 7, 2016 by registered mail and November 8, 
2016 by email. 
An email was sent as a follow-up from the message left. 
 
Please find attached a letter regarding the Draft Terms 
of Reference for the Terrapure Stoney Creek Regional 
Facility Environmental Assessment. 
  
To date, we have not received any comments from 
yourself or the Six Nations of the Grand River First 
Nation on the Draft Terms of Reference, which was 
made available for review and comment on June 23, 
2016. If you do not have any comments on the Draft 
Terms of Reference we would appreciate a response 
confirming that. Please do not hesitate to contact me 
should you have any questions. 

January 4, 
2017 

Email and 
Voicemail 

  Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, Email w/ 
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2017 letter & 
registered 
mail 

  Terrapure provided notification confirming the date of ToR Submission, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the correct recipient of the ToR.  January 
18, 2017 

Email w/ 
letter & 
registered 
mail 

  Left voicemail with Lonny Bomberry at 3:49 pm following up with email/letter sent on January 18, 2017, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm 
the correct recipient of the ToR.  

January 
26, 2017 

Telephone 

  Terrapure provided the ToR, supporting documentation and the Record of Consultation on a USB flash drive enclosed with a letter containing  
a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission for the ToR and a 2-page summary of the revisions made to the 
proposed Terms of Reference in response to the comments received on the draft ToR. 

February 
03, 2017  

Courier  

  Terrapure provided electric copy of the ToR, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission of the ToR, and 
the 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference. Terrapure also requested they confirm receipt of the ToR. 

February 
8, 2017 

Email w/ 
Documents 
attached 

  Terrapure resent the Notice of Submission of the ToR email without shortened links due to issues with an anti-spam blocker. February 
8, 2017 

Email  

  February 8, 
2017 

Email Sent Read Receipt “Lonny Bomberry <lonnybomberry@sixnations.ca> read this at 9:36 AM on 
2/8/17” 

No response required N.A. N.A 

  February 8, 
2017 

Email Sent Read Receipt “To: Ava Hill 
   Subject: Notice of Submission of the Proposed Terms of Reference for the Terrapure Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility Environmental Assessment (Six Nations) 
   Sent: Wednesday, February 8, 2017 9:23:32 AM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada) 
 was read on Wednesday, February 8, 2017 

No response required N.A. N.A 

  N.A. N.A N.A. Left a voicemail at 2:37 pm with Mr. Bomberry to confirm 
he had received the ToR and to ask if she is okay with 
the format. We offered to provide a hard copy of the ToR 
if that would be easier for reviewing purposes. We are 
asked her to contact us if she had any questions. 

February 
10, 2017  

Voicemail 

Haudenosaunee 
Confederacy 
Chiefs Council 
(HCCC) 

Leroy Hill  Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached and sent the letter by regular mail as well. 
June 30, 
2016 

Telephone Comment stated during telephone call made by Alex Pereira, GHD, to follow-up on the issuance of 
the Notice of Commencement issued and inform regarding the availability of the Draft Terms of 
Reference: 
 
Leroy Hill stated, he will notify HDI of the availability of the ToR 

No response required N.A. N.A 

 N.A. N.A. No comments on the Draft Terms of Reference received The following letter was sent via registered mail and by 
email, and a follow-up call was placed and voicemail was 
left: 
 
The purpose of this letter is to inform you that, as per 
your suggestion on a call with Mr. Alex Pereira, GHD, on 
June 30, 2016, we followed up with Haudenosaunee 
Development Institute (HDI). We advised Mr. Tod W 
illiams of the availability of the draft Terms of Reference 
prepared as part of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility 
Environmental Assessment (SCRF EA) being carried out 
by Terrapure Environmental (Terrapure). 
  
Notwithstanding this, we would like to confirm that we 
should continue to issue all project related notifications 
directly to both the Haudenosaunee Confederacy Chiefs 
Council (HCCC) and HDI so that you are both kept 

November 
7, 8, and 
9, 2016 

Letter sent 
by 
registered 
mail, Email 
with letter 
attached, 
and 
Voicemail 
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informed of the SCRF EA as it is carried out. We ask you 
to submit your response in writing as soon as possible, 
so it included in the proposed ToR submitted to the 
Minister of the Environment and Climate Change for 
review and approval.  
 
Please contact me directly at 905-429-5040 or 
647-525-9798 should you have any questions on the 
preceding information. If it is more convenient, then we 
would be pleased to meet with the HCCC at your offices 
at your convenience to discuss the SCRF EA ToR 
further. 

  N.A. N.A. No response received from the letter regarding the Draft Terms of Reference for the Terrapure SCRF 
EA, which was previously sent to the HCCC on November 7, 2016 by registered mail and November 
8, 2016 by email. 

Sent an email and made a follow-up regarding the letter 
about the SCRF EA, which was previously sent on 
November 7, 2016 by registered mail and November 8, 
2016 by email. 
 
Please find attached a letter regarding the Draft Terms 
of Reference for the Terrapure Stoney Creek Regional 
Facility Environmental Assessment, which was 
previously sent to you on November 7, 2016 by 
registered mail and November 8, 2016 by email.  
 
To date, we have not received any comments from 
yourself or the Haudenosaunee Confederacy Chiefs 
Counci on the Draft Terms of Reference, which was 
made available for review and comment on June 23, 
2016. If you do not have any comments on the Draft 
Terms of Reference we would appreciate a response 
confirming that. Please do not hesitate to contact me 
should you have any questions. 

December 
9, 2016 

Email and 
Voicemail 

  Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email w/ 
letter & 
registered 
mail 

  Terrapure provided notification to HCCC & HDI confirming the date of ToR Submission, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the correct 
recipient of the ToR.  

January 
18, 2017 

Email w/ 
letter & 
registered 
mail 

  At 11:40 am called general number listed on HCCC website (519-445-4222) 
 
Conversion with Misty:  
 
 We explained that we have previously sent correspondence from the Terrapure Stoney Creek Regional Facility to Leroy Hill and it was returned to sender in early January. We asked who 
we should send it to instead. Misty replied, “send it to Todd Williams”. We explained we have been sending packages to both Leroy Hill and Todd Williams. Misty said “ send one package to 
Todd Williams”. We asked if she could confirm if sending an electronic copy to Todd Williams is fine and she said “yes electronic is fine”. 

January 
26, 2017 

Telephone 

Métis Nation of 
Ontario 

James 
Wagar  

Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached and sent the letter by regular mail as well. 
June 30, 
2016 

Telephone Comment stated during telephone call made by Alex Pereira, GHD, to follow-up on the issuance of 
the Notice of Commencement issued and inform regarding the availability of the Draft Terms of 
Reference: 

No response required N.A. N.A. 
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Aboriginal 
Community 

Contact 
Name 

Comment 
Date Method Comments from Aboriginal Community Terrapure’s Response Response 

Date Method 

 
James Wagar stated, he will notify and pass on information regarding the Notice of Commencement 
and Draft ToR to Jeremy Clark (Clear Waters Metis Council). 

  N.A. N.A. No comments on the Draft Terms of Reference received The following letter was sent via registered mail and by 
email, and a follow-up call was placed and voicemail was 
left: 
 
We are following up with you to see if the Métis Nation of 
Ontario has any comments on the draft Terms of 
Reference prepared as part of the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility Environmental Assessment (SCRF EA) 
being carried out by Terrapure Environmental 
(Terrapure).  
 
Terrapure initiated the SCRF EA Terms of Reference 
process in June 2016 and provided a letter to the Métis 
Nation of Ontario dated June 6, 2016, which included the 
Notice of Commencement and Open House (see 
attached). The correspondence was followed up by an 
email on June 7, 2016 again with the Notice of 
Commencement and Open House included for your 
information.  
 
The draft Terms of Reference is available on our project 
website 
(http://www.terrapurestoneycreek.com/document-library/) 
for your information and review. The Terms of Reference 
outlines how Terrapure will carry out the subsequent 
environmental assessment including how consultation 
should take place with Aboriginal communities. W ith this 
in mind, we would like to receive your input on how the 
Métis Nation of Ontario should be consulted and about 
any, issues or concerns that may affect your community, 
any Aboriginal claims or interests potentially affected by 
the proposal, etc. 
 
These comments are required to be included in the 
proposed Terms of Reference submitted to the Minister 
of the Environment and Climate Change for review and 
approval. Therefore, we ask you to submit your response 
in writing as soon as possible.  

November 
7, 8, and 
9, 2016 

Letter sent 
by 
registered 
mail, Email 
with letter 
attached, 
and 
Voicemail 

  N.A. N.A. No response received from the letter regarding the Draft Terms of Reference for the Terrapure SCRF 
EA, which was previously sent to the MNO on November 7, 2016 by registered mail and November 
8, 2016 by email. 

Sent an email and made a follow-up regarding the letter 
about the SCRF EA, which was previously sent on 
November 7, 2016 by registered mail and November 8, 
2016 by email. 
Below is a summary of the conversion. 
 
Mr. Wager had not received any comments from their 
communities to date, but would appreciate the door 
being kept open to the Metis Nation of Ontario for this 
project and if we could follow-up with them on each 
phase of the  
Project. James said he would not mind confirming the 

December 
9, 2016 

Tel 
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Aboriginal 
Community 

Contact 
Name 

Comment 
Date Method Comments from Aboriginal Community Terrapure’s Response Response 

Date Method 

conversion by responding to the email to be sent on 
Monday  
summarizing the conversion. 

  N.A. N.A. N.A. Thank you for taking the time on Friday to speak with 
me, with regards to the Stoney Creek Regional Facility 
(SCRF) draft Terms of References. As discussed, we 
would appreciate you to confirm the following: 
  
The Métis Nation of Ontario has no comments on the 
Draft ToR at this time but, would like to be kept informed 
on forthcoming reports and commenting opportunities for 
the SCRF Environmental Assessment. 
  
Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have 
any questions. We look forward to hearing from you. 

December 
12, 2016 

Email 

  December 
12, 2016 

Email Your record of our telephone discussion from last week is accurate. No response required N.A. N.A. 

  N.A. N.A. N.A. Called to confirm Jerry Clarke’s number to follow up with 
him directly. 
Below is a summary of the conversion. 
 
Thanked Mr. Wager for confirming our conversion on 
Friday via email and asked if he had Jerry Clarke’s 
correct phone number as the one we have and the one 
listed on the website (905-318-2336) for Jerry Clarke is 
not the phone number for his office.  
 
Stated that he can provide us with his email address but 
not his phone number unless it is listed on the MNO 
website as he is volunteer and they receive an average 
of 5000 notices a year and you can image the number of 
phone calls that would be. The Land, Recourses, & 
Consultation Branch distributes notices along to all 
interested parties. 
 
Going forward is it okay Mr. Clarke is removed from the 
list and all notices are sent to you to forward on?  
 
Confirmed that, that was fine. 

December 
13, 2016 

Tel 

 Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Update  January 6, 
2017 

Email w/ 
letter & 
registered 
mail 

Terrapure provided notification confirming the date of ToR Submission, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the correct recipient of the ToR.  January 
18, 2017 

Email w/ 
letter & 
registered 
mail 

Left voicemail with James Wager at 3:53 pm following up with email/letter sent on January 18, 2017, inquiring the format they would like to receive the ToR in and asking them to confirm the 
correct recipient of the ToR.  

January 
26, 2017 

Telephone 

 Terrapure provided the ToR, supporting documentation and the Record of Consultation on a USB flash drive enclosed with a letter containing 
a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission for the ToR and a 2-page summary of the revisions made to the 
proposed Terms of Reference in response to the comments received on the draft ToR. 

February 
03, 2017  

Courier  
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 Terrapure provided electric copy of the ToR, a memorandum from Mr. Gavin Battarino, Special Project Officer, MOECC with further instructions, the Notice of Submission of the ToR, and 
the 2-page summary of the revisions made to the proposed Terms of Reference. Terrapure also requested they confirm receipt of the ToR. 

February 
8, 2017 

Email w/ 
Documents 
attached 

 N.A. N.A N.A. Left a voicemail at 2:35 pm with Mr. Wager to confirm he 
had received the ToR and to ask if she is okay with the 
format. We offered to provide a hard copy of the ToR if 
that would be easier for reviewing purposes. We are 
asked her to contact us if she had any questions. 

February 
10, 2017  

Voicemail 

Métis Nation of 
Ontario Clear 
Waters 

Jerry Clarke Terrapure provided the Notice of ToR Commencement and Open House on June 7, 2016 via an email w/ letter attached and sent the letter by regular mail as well. 

 N.A. N.A. No comments on the Draft Terms of Reference received The following letter was sent via registered mail and by 
email, and a follow-up call was placed and voicemail was 
left: 
 
We are following up with you to see if the Métis Nation of 
Ontario Clear Waters Métis Council has any comments 
on the draft Terms of Reference prepared as part of the 
Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental 
Assessment (SCRF EA) being carried out by Terrapure 
Environmental (Terrapure). 
  
Terrapure initiated the SCRF EA Terms of Reference 
process in June 2016 and provided a letter to the Métis 
Nation of Ontario Clear Waters Métis Council dated June 
6, 2016, which included the Notice of Commencement 
and Open House (see attached). The correspondence 
was followed up by an email on June 7, 2016 again with 
the Notice of Commencement and Open House included 
for your information.  
 
The draft Terms of Reference is available on our project 
website 
(http://www.terrapurestoneycreek.com/document-library/) 
for your information and review. The Terms of Reference 
outlines how Terrapure will carry out the subsequent 
environmental assessment including how consultation 
should take place with Aboriginal communities. With this 
in mind, we would like to receive your input on how the 
Métis Nation of Ontario Clear Waters Métis Council 
should be consulted and about any, issues or concerns 
that may affect your community, any Aboriginal claims or 
interests potentially affected by the proposal, etc. 
 
 These comments are required to be included in the 
proposed Terms of Reference submitted to the Minister 
of the Environment and Climate Change for review and 
approval. Therefore, we ask you to submit your response 
in writing as soon as possible. 

November 
7, 8, and 
9, 2016 

Letter sent 
by 
registered 
mail, Email 
with letter 
attached, 
and 
Voicemail 

  N.A. N.A. No response received from the letter regarding the Draft Terms of Reference for the Terrapure SCRF 
EA, which was previously sent to the Métis Nation of Ontario Clear Waters Métis Council on 
November 7, 2016 by registered mail and November 8, 2016 by email. 

Sent an email and made a follow-up regarding the letter 
about the SCRF EA, which was previously sent on 
November 7, 2016 by registered mail and November 8, 
2016 by email. 

December 
9, 2016 

Email  
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Please find attached a letter regarding the Draft Terms 
of Reference for the Terrapure Stoney Creek Regional 
Facility Environmental Assessment, which was 
previously sent to you on November 7, 2016 by 
registered mail and November 8, 2016 by email.  
 
To date, we have not received any comments from 
yourself or the Métis Nation of Ontario Clear Waters 
Métis Council on the Draft Terms of Reference, which 
was made available for review and comment on June 
23, 2016. If you do not have any comments on the Draft 
Terms of Reference we would appreciate a response 
confirming that. Please do not hesitate to contact me 
should you have any questions. 

  December 
14, 2016 

Email I was speaking with our LRC Branch of the MNO and we were advised that no further action on our 
part was required at this time. 

Thank you for your response confirming that the Métis 
Nation of Ontario Clear Waters Métis Council has no 
comments at this time. Mr. James Wager advised that 
notices for future commenting opportunities for 
the Stoney Creek Regional Facility 
(SCRF) Environmental Assessment (EA) should be sent 
to him directly to forward on to you as appropriate. We 
would appreciate if you could confirm your agreement on 
this approach, or if you could state if you would prefer if 
you were contacted and followed-up with directly with 
regards to future commenting opportunities for the SCRF 
EA. 
  
We look forward to hearing from you. Please do not 
hesitate to contact me should you have any questions. 

December 
22, 2016 

Email 

  December 
23, 2016 

Email I confirm my agreement on the approach as mentioned by James Wagar. No response required N.A. N.A. 
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Table 5.3 Summary of the Issues Raised by the Public and How They Were Considered by Terrapure 

Public Issue Raised How the Issue was Considered by Terrapure 

Purpose/Opportunity Statement and Consideration of Alternatives To The Undertaking 
Oppose any increase in the capacity at the SCRF There is an economic opportunity associated with the ability of the existing SCRF to accept additional post diversion solid, non hazardous industrial residual 

material. This economic opportunity was determined through an internal business case for increasing the disposal capacity at the existing SCRF, which was 
based in part on a review of historic industrial waste generation in Ontario and the volume of this material received at the SCRF. Further, Terrapure 
reviewed projected future waste volumes based on existing clients and customers. This review clearly predicted a continued demand for disposal capacity 
for this type of waste, and that the demand will exceed the demand for the disposal capacity of industrial fill and soils.  

In addition, with the current SCRF running out of residual waste disposal capacity, adding additional capacity at the SCRF is the preferred option for 
Terrapure to realize the economic opportunity and continue providing residual waste disposal service in Ontario. With this in mind, the EA process has been 
initiated to examine the various alternatives available to Terrapure to develop increased capacity for the disposal of post diversion solid, no-nhazardous 
industrial residual material and implement Terrapure’s internal business plan. 

Discussion on the business plan and economic opportunity (Purpose of the Undertaking) is included in Supporting Document #1 to the proposed Terms of 
Reference. 

Consider another alternative to increasing capacity at the SCRF to ensure that all recyclable 
waste streams are diverted from the site in order to ensure that the remaining capacity is 
used for waste streams that cannot be put to other uses. 

This option would be considered the status quo and was considered as part of an analysis of options to satisfy Terrapure’s purpose/opportunity statement. 
This option would not address the established need for the proposed Undertaking or the economic opportunity or goals for Terrapure to continue its 
business within Hamilton and Greater Toronto Area, which is based on current market demands for both local and regional industrial residual material 
disposal needs. In addition, it would not reflect Terrapure’s current market outlook with respect to the waste management services it provides to its 
long-standing customers in the local and regional area. Therefore, it was not carried forward as the preferred Alternative To the Undertaking. Discussion on 
the analysis of the Status Quo option is now included in Supporting Document #1 to the proposed Terms of Reference. Previously these options were 
included in the main body of the Terms of Reference. 

With regards to diversion, the material accepted at the SCRF comes from a variety of customers and businesses that divert at their own operations and 
have implemented their own diversion and recovery system. Terrapure has Standard Operating Procedures (SOP) that addresses the screening and 
verification of material that is received on-site to ensure the materials received on-site cannot reasonably be diverted or reintroduced into the circular 
economy from both an economical and feasible perspective. Diversion at the source of the generated residual material from generators and customers 
considers both the economic viability of diversion as well as ensuring that there is a viable end market for the diverted material. It is not appropriate or 
reasonable for Terrapure to develop a diversion plan at the site given that the volumes of material that could be potentially diverted are minimal, and lack an 
established and financially viable end-market. 

Consider moving the facility elsewhere This option was considered as part of an analysis of options to satisfy Terrapure’s purpose/opportunity statement. This option would not address the 
established need for the proposed Undertaking, nor provide local industry with options that are affordable or realistic. As a private corporation, Terrapure 
does not have the powers of expropriation to obtain a site, if such a location existed. Therefore, it was not carried forward as the preferred Alternative To the 
Undertaking. 

Discussion on the analysis of this option is now included in Supporting Document #1 to the proposed Terms of Reference. Previously these options were 
included in the main body of the Terms of Reference. 

The purpose of the project (i.e. to increase the capacity of the SCRF and the specific 
amount of the increase) is not clear 

To clarify the amount of additional disposal capacity being sought in the SCRF EA, the purpose/opportunity statement has been refined as follows: to 
increase the approved capacity for post-diversion solid, non-hazardous industrial residual material at the SCRF by 3,680,000 m3 so that Terrapure can 
continue to receive such residual material generated primarily within the Hamilton and Greater Toronto Area.  

Request to clarify if Terrapure’s long term commitments to their clients go beyond the 
company’s current ability to accommodate the landfill disposal needs 

Terrapure has many long-standing customers and provides a variety of waste management solutions and services to these customers. As a private 
business, Terrapure would like to continue providing its customers with a local disposal option for the post-diversion waste material in order to ensure the 
current level of service is maintained. 

Additional screening questions should be considered in assessing the “Alternatives To the 
Undertaking” 

The screening questions utilized as part of preparing the draft Terms of Reference were reflective of MOECC’s Code of Practice: Preparing and Reviewing 
Terms of Reference for Environmental Assessments in Ontario. However, discussion on the analysis of the alternatives  
(now called options) are now included in Supporting Document #1 to the proposed Terms of Reference. Previously these options were included in the main 
body of the Terms of Reference. 
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Public Issue Raised How the Issue was Considered by Terrapure 

Alternative Methods of Carrying out the Undertaking 
Consider other alternatives that would not include vertical or horizontal expansion (i.e. 
reconfiguration into the fill area). 

In response to feedback received during development of the Terms of Reference, the number of “Alternative Methods of Carrying out the Undertaking” to be 
evaluated in the SCRF EA was broadened from 2 in the draft Terms of Reference to 6 in the proposed Terms of Reference. This allows for additional 
alternatives to be assessed and evaluated before selecting a recommended alternative that will be the subject of further consultation during the SCRF EA. 

Effects of the Facility on the Environment and Local Community 
Supportive of SCRF EA, due to the importance of SCRF in supporting local industry and 
economy 

Comment noted. Approximately fifty percent of the material received annually at the SCRF comes from customers in the City of Hamilton. If this material 
had to go to another facility farther away, it would add significant cost and environmental impact from increased transportation. As a result, the SCRF plays 
a critical role in supporting local industry and the local economy with a conveniently located, environmentally sound facility for non-recyclable industrial 
residual material. 

Supportive of SCRF EA, due to its alignment with the priorities set by Hamiltonians for 
healthy and safe communities 

Comment noted. The facility has been part of the local upper Stoney Creek community since 1996 when it was approved by the then Minister of the 
Environment following the successful completion of an Individual Environmental Assessment. Terrapure’s compliance record at the SCRF is exemplary by 
operating it in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly engineered site ensures maximum environmental protection through a 
double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels of natural clay liner and a single geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and 
groundwater collection systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment. The design has 
been called “state of the art” by an independent panel of experts. 

Comments regarding Heritage Green Community Trust and City of Hamilton Royalty 
Program 

• Supportive of SCRF EA due to importance of the Heritage Green Community Trust 
and City of Hamilton Royalty Program 

• Importance of immediate neighbours receiving a direct benefit from the facility 
through royalties received by the City from Terrapure 

• Consider increasing royalty program 

Comment noted. Terrapure maintains two major community investment programs related to the SCRF – the Heritage Green Community Trust and a City of 
Hamilton Royalty Program. One dollar for every tonne of material received at the SCRF each year goes into each initiative, which support community 
charitable and infrastructure programs.  
Over the nearly 20 years that these programs have been in place, they have injected a combined total of more than $22 million into the local community 
which has created several major lasting-legacy initiatives for residents of upper Stoney Creek. These include the development of the Eramosa Karst 
Conservation Area, $2 million towards the new East Escarpment Conservation Area, almost $1 million to create the new Terrapure leash-free dog park on 
First Road West and $45,000 to Mount Albion Elementary School to transform the school library and gym. 
Terrapure will continue to make payments to both programs as long as residual materials are placed in the SCRF. However, under the current approval, 
these payments will continue for only 3 to 5 years, after which time they will cease, as they are not associated with the receipt of industrial fill. Should the 
SCRF EA be approved by the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change, investments in the local community would continue, resulting in a total of 
approximately $14 million in additional funding to community groups and local infrastructure projects in upper Stoney Creek. Revisiting royalties is a 
discussion Terrapure is willing to have at the appropriate time. 

Concern for health of neighbouring residents due to effects from the Site Terrapure takes pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours. We have an exemplary track record of environmental 
protection and have always been in compliance with our operating permits (known as an Environmental Compliance Approval or “ECA”) since the facility 
was approved by the then-Minister of the Environment in 1996. This will not change going forward. We have been in operation for 20 years, as development 
has occurred around us, and we have never had an incident affecting public health. Additionally, Hamilton Public Health has reviewed all of the extensive 
health and environmental monitoring data we have accumulated over 20 years in existence and confirmed there is nothing that poses a risk to the 
community. 
In 2012 the Hamilton Associate Medical Officer of Health confirmed to the SCRF Community Liaison Committee “There is no evidence to suggest either air 
or leachate quality, as determined by on-site monitoring at the Newalta Hamilton Landfill [note: now SCRF], pose an adverse level of risk to the surrounding 
community.” This continues to be the case today. 
For context purposes, in 2010, a Landfill Impact Assessment (LIA) was completed by the owner of lands to the north of the SCRF as part of the draft plan of 
subdivision conditions. This LIA was prepared by MTE Consultants, peer reviewed (at the request of the City of Hamilton) by AMEC and submitted to the 
City of Hamilton to satisfy the condition to develop lands to the north of the SCRF as residential housing.  
The LIA determined that no mitigation measures were required to be placed on the proposed development lands beyond 500 m from the limit of fill at the 
SCRF, which under the original approval was 30 m from the property boundary. Therefore, the proposed changes to the SCRF should not affect the clay 
barrier requirements. 
The LIA recommended that within 500 m of the limit of fill at the SCRF, at least 1 m of clayey silt soil should be located between the highest groundwater 
elevation and the foundation of the basement level to ensure mitigation of any ammonia concern to indoor air. However, this condition that was 
recommended in the LIA was with respect only to the closed landfill (to the west of the SCRF) and not the operating SCRF. The LIA determined that no 
additional mitigation measures would be required on the residential lands to the north based on the current SCRF as there was no evidence of off-site 
adverse environmental effects.  
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Public Issue Raised How the Issue was Considered by Terrapure 

As part of the SCRF EA, Terrapure will be updating the Land Use and Social Environment Existing Conditions report to include details on the LIA and the 
fact that, based on the original footprint approved in 1996 (i.e. 30 m buffer from Green Mountain Road), no mitigation measures were determined to be 
necessary on residential lands to the north. The SCRF EA will demonstrate that the proposed undertaking will not affect the broad definition of environment 
under the Environmental Assessment Act, which includes sensitive receptors and land use. 

Concerns regarding odour The SCRF does not take in garbage, only non-hazardous residual materials from industrial operations like the local steel producers and infrastructure 
projects like the new James Street GO station and the McMaster Children’s Hospital expansion, so there are no garbage-related odours. This would not 
change as a result of the SCRF EA. The SCRF EA will include an assessment of the potential effects of odour, including identification of appropriate 
mitigation measures. 

Concerns regarding increased truck traffic The SCRF currently averages approximately 70-80 trucks per day, well under the permitted maximum of 250. This will not change as a result of the 
proposed undertaking, as there will be no change to the annual permitted tonnage received. The SCRF EA will include an assessment of the potential 
effects of traffic, including identification of appropriate mitigation measures. 
Currently, trucks are permitted to enter the site off of Upper Centennial, but are not permitted to use this same exit. All trucks exit the site via First Road 
West, head south to Mud Street and then either head east or west to Upper Centennial or the Red Hill Expressway, respectively. 

Concerns regarding height of the proposed reconfiguration, visibility from the surrounding 
community, and requirements for additional berms and/or fences 

In response to feedback received during development of the Terms of Reference regarding the height of the alternative footprints, the number of “Alternative 
Methods of Carrying out the Undertaking” to be evaluated in the SCRF EA was broadened from 2 in the draft Terms of Reference to 6 in the proposed 
Terms of Reference, including alternatives that do not include any height increase. Additionally, as part of the SCRF EA, we will be carrying out a visual 
assessment, where view-sheds will be analyzed and appropriate screening measures determined. Screening measures may include earth berms, 
vegetation, and fencing, which would be used to ensure that views of the SCRF are minimized from the surrounding community. 

Impact of the proposed project on adjacent property values The effect on property values is speculative as the determination of property value is based on a number of factors, including the economy. Terrapure 
cannot offer speculation as to the likely current or future values of properties. 

Compatibility with the future location of the proposed Hamilton Wentworth District School 
Board school 

The Hamilton Wentworth District School Board (HWDSB) is part of the Government Review Team established as part of the SCRF EA to review and 
provide comments on the proposal from their perspective. With this in mind, Terrapure consulted with the HWDSB during the Terms of Reference process, 
including meetings regarding their proposed future area school. Terrapure will continue to consult with the HWDSB as the SCRF EA progresses to ensure 
their comments are appropriately considered. 

SCRF should not be located in a residential area; proximity to homes on Green Mountain 
Road; proposed footprints reduce buffer zones between SCRF and current/future residential 
developments 

Terrapure takes pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours. We have an exemplary track record of environmental 
protection and have always been in compliance with our operating permits (known as an Environmental Compliance Approval or “ECA”) since the facility 
was approved by the then-Minister of the Environment in 1996. This will not change going forward. We have been in operation for 20 years, as development 
has occurred around us, and we have never had an incident affecting public health. Additionally, Hamilton Public Health has reviewed all of the extensive 
health and environmental monitoring data we have accumulated over 20 years in existence and confirmed there is nothing that poses a risk to the 
community. 
In 2012 the Hamilton Associate Medical Officer of Health confirmed to the SCRF Community Liaison Committee “There is no evidence to suggest either air 
or leachate quality, as determined by on-site monitoring at the Newalta Hamilton Landfill [note: now SCRF], pose an adverse level of risk to the surrounding 
community.” This continues to be the case today. 
It is Terrapure’s understanding that the proposed reconfiguration does not change the clay barrier requirements that were placed on the lands to the north 
of the site. This was a requirement of the City on the developer of the lands to the north of Green Mountain Road as mitigation against potential offsite 
impacts from the closed West Landfill and not the operating SCRF, and not an aspect that Terrapure was involved in or responsible for.  
For context purposes, in 2010, a Landfill Impact Assessment (LIA) was completed by the owner of lands to the north of the SCRF as part of the draft plan of 
subdivision conditions. This LIA was prepared by MTE Consultants, peer reviewed (at the request of the City of Hamilton) by AMEC and submitted to the 
City of Hamilton to satisfy the condition to develop lands to the north of the SCRF as residential housing.  
The LIA determined that no mitigation measures were required to be placed on the proposed development lands beyond 500 m from the limit of fill at the 
SCRF, which under the original approval was 30 m from the property boundary. Therefore, the proposed changes to the SCRF should not affect the clay 
barrier requirements. 
The LIA recommended that within 500 m of the limit of fill at the SCRF, at least 1 m of clayey silt soil should be located between the highest groundwater 
elevation and the foundation of the basement level to ensure mitigation of any ammonia concern to indoor air. However, this condition that was 
recommended in the LIA was with respect only to the closed landfill (to the west of the SCRF) and not the operating SCRF. The LIA determined that no 
additional mitigation measures would be required on the residential lands to the north based on the current SCRF as there was no evidence of off-site 
adverse environmental effects. 
In response to feedback received during development of the Terms of Reference, the number of “Alternative Methods of Carrying out the Undertaking” to be 
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evaluated in the SCRF EA was broadened from 2 in the draft Terms of Reference to 6 in the proposed Terms of Reference. This allows for additional 
alternatives to be assessed and evaluated before selecting a recommended alternative that will be the subject of further consultation during the SCRF EA. 

Concerns regarding leachate generation; ground and surface water protection The existing SCRF operates in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. This would not change as a result of the SCRF EA. The highly 
engineered site ensures maximum environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels of natural clay liner and a single 
geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick and ensures 
nothing is able to escape to the natural environment. The design has been called “state of the art” by an independent panel of experts. 
The local water system is protected through the following mechanisms: 

1. Clean surface runoff from buffer areas is generally directed to off-site drainage ditches around the perimeter of the Site. 
2. Clean surface runoff from areas within the limit of landfill where final cover has been constructed is conveyed to the stormwater management pond 

in the northwest corner of the Site. The water is then sampled and analyzed to ensure that it meets quality parameters before being discharged to 
the adjacent roadside ditch. Discharge will be re-routed to a storm sewer when First Road West is upgraded to an urban cross-section as part of the 
surrounding development. 

3. Groundwater and surface runoff from areas within the Site but outside of the limit of landfill is collected and re-used on-Site (e.g., dust suppression) 
before being discharged to the sanitary sewer through the on-Site leachate management system. 

4. Surface runoff from within the limit of landfill where final cover has not been constructed is collected through the Site’s leachate management 
system and conveyed to the sanitary sewer for treatment at the Woodward Avenue Wastewater Treatment Plant through an agreement with the 
City of Hamilton. The disposal and treatment of leachate is done under an agreement with the City of Hamilton, and is subject to the City of 
Hamilton sewer use by-law. A supervisory control and data acquisition (SCADA) system also allows the City of Hamilton to monitor the discharge, 
and remotely shut off the system if necessary. 

In addition, groundwater and surface water is analyzed regularly from on and off-Site monitoring locations to ensure that there are no impacts to the local 
environment. 
Impacted groundwater from the west landfill is captured through a number of mechanisms including drainage trenches, containment wells, and pumping 
well M4. Groundwater chemistry and flow are documented in the Annual Monitoring Report, which shows that the flow of groundwater is generally inward, 
toward the site. Relative to the SCRF, the engineered liner has shown no indication that any contaminants have migrated through the upper clay liner or into 
the hydraulic control  layer and therefore contaminants could not have penetrated through the lower clay liner.  
All related environmental monitoring and testing data is included in the Terrapure SCRF Annual Report, which is submitted to the Ontario Ministry of the 
Environment and Climate Change.  
The SCRF EA will include an assessment of potential effects of groundwater and surface water, including identification of additional mitigation measures as 
appropriate. This will ensure that all appropriate measures are taken to ensure there is no risk to the environment or health. 

Concerns regarding air quality and request for information on air quality protection Terrapure is diligent in efforts to minimize the generation of dust at the SCRF or dirt tracked out of the site. For example, Terrapure regularly employs the 
use of a street sweeper to keep area roads clean. Over the past 11 years we have not received any complaints about dust and only one complaint about 
dirt being tracked onto First Road West.  
Terrapure monitors PM 10 particulate matter and has Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) in place to assess whether hourly or daily exceedances of 
regulated PM 10 limits can be attributed to SCRF operations. If they are, Terrapure implements procedures, such as watering down of the site, to address 
dust issues.  
There is no current regulation to monitor PM 2.5. PM 2.5 is primarily formed from chemical reactions in the atmosphere and through fuel combustion. PM 
2.5 particulate is not generated directly from the SCRF itself. The primary source of particulate is vehicle traffic on paved and unpaved roads. Regardless, 
we will assess total particulate and small particle size emissions including PM10 and PM2.5 during the SCRF EA. With this in mind, we will assess fugitive 
particulate emissions and model the particulate concentrations that result off-site. Contour plots will be prepared to show the particulate concentrations. 

Request to receive information regarding calculation of GHG emission reductions Appendix A to Supporting Document #1 of the Terms of Reference (Economic Impacts of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility, RIAS Inc.) provides 
information on the Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emission calculations. 

Concerns regarding industrial waste vs. “inert fill”; what is “inert fill” The industrial soils or “fill” currently approved to be received at the SCRF are associated with Tables 1 to 3 and not just Table 1 (as indicated in comment) in 
the Soil, Ground Water and Sediment Standards for Use Under Part XV.1 of the Environmental Protection Act. Table 3 soil is more impacted by 
contaminants than Table 1 soil.  
 
The residual material that the SCRF is permitted to receive is industrial solid non-hazardous residual materials. To ensure nothing is deposited into the 
SCRF that is not permitted, all material that comes to the site undergoes extensive analysis at a MOECC-accredited third-party lab and must be 
pre-approved before it is received. When a vehicle arrives at the site, we review the paperwork to ensure it matches the analysis that was done and is 
approved to be received. We also do a visual inspection of each incoming load to further ensure the material matches what was pre-approved. 
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If we have any uncertainty, the vehicle is moved to another area of the site, where its material is quarantined until we perform secondary analytical testing to 
ensure it is safe to be at the site. Only then would it be allowed to be received. Beyond that we perform regular, random inspections, as does the MOECC. 

Site Life and End Use 

Site should be closed as soon as possible; lifespan was originally supposed to be 20 years The proposed undertaking will help ensure that the site closes sooner than under the current approval. Currently, without the proposed reconfiguration, the 
site is projected to be open for another 16-22 years, accepting a combination of residual materials and industrial soil or “fill.” If the SCRF EA is approved 
and the site is able to accept more residual materials instead of fill, the site could close up to 9 years earlier than under the current situation (see illustration 
below). This is the case because the market for residual materials from local industry is much stronger than that for industrial fill. 

 
As Terrapure is not the original owner of the site, Terrapure was not involved with discussions on projected lifespan when the SCRF was first permitted. 
Regardless, the lifespan of a site is not regulated, therefore any projections – either at the outset or throughout its operating life – would simply be based on 
all available data at the time. 

Terrapure should begin the closure planning process; future uses of the site As a result of this feedback, Terrapure has initiated the process of determining a pre-consultation plan with the community regarding closure of the site and 
post-closure land use.  

Waste Characteristics and Waste Diversion 
Questions/comments regarding the type and quantity of waste material to be accepted 
 

The SCRF is currently only permitted to receive industrial solid non-hazardous residual materials from operations like the local steel producers and 
infrastructure projects like the new James Street GO station and the McMaster Children’s Hospital expansion. This will not change as a result of the SCRF 
EA. 
All material that comes to the site undergoes extensive analysis at a Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change (MOECC)-accredited third-party lab 
and must be pre-approved before it is received. When a vehicle arrives at the site, Terrapure reviews the paperwork to ensure it matches the analysis that 
was done and is approved to be received. We also do a visual inspection of each incoming load to further ensure the material matches what was 
pre-approved. If we have any uncertainty, the vehicle is moved to another area of the site, where its material is quarantined until we perform secondary 
analytical testing to ensure it is safe to be at the site. Only then would it be allowed to be received.  

Verification that all materials received at the Site are, in fact, “end of life” and have 
exhausted all recycling opportunities 

The material accepted at the SCRF comes from a variety of customers and businesses that divert at their own operations and have implemented their own 
diversion and recovery system. Terrapure has Standard Operating Procedures (SOP) that addresses the screening and verification of material that is 
received on-site to ensure the materials received on-site cannot reasonably be diverted or reintroduced into the circular economy from both an economical 
and feasible perspective. Diversion at the source of the generated residual material from generators and customers considers both the economic viability of 
diversion as well as ensuring that there is a viable end market for the diverted material. 

With respect to the SOP, prior to receiving waste, Terrapure requires a Generator’s Waste Profile to be completed. The waste generator must complete the 
Waste Profile, which is checked by environmental technicians, and the waste requiring disposal is then analyzed by accredited, independent labs to ensure 
it does not contain unacceptable waste, and is compared against approved limits. If the analytical results do not meet the criteria or the waste contains 
unacceptable materials, a Waste Rejection Report is issued. Upon receipt at the SCRF, incoming waste is subject to inspections and random sampling to 
ensure it is consistent with the pre-screening analysis. Terrapure maintains four full-time staff dedicated to ensuring environmental compliance at the SCRF. 

EA Process and Public Consultation 
Did not receive any notifications regarding the Open House A Public Open House for the SCRF EA was held on June 21, 2016 and attended by 53 individuals. Notification of the Public Open House was provided 

through a variety of means to increase the potential number of public members attending. Specifically, notification of the event was provided as follows: 
• 2 ads in the Hamilton Spectator on June 7 and 9, 2016 
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• Ad in the Stoney Creek News on June 16, 2016 
• Direct mailing and emailing on June 7, 2016 to all identified agencies, Aboriginal communities, and stakeholder groups on the project-specific contact 

database 
• Unaddressed Canada Post mail-drop to approximately 4,500 addresses within an approximate radius of 1.5 km from the facility during the week of June 

6, 2016 
A follow-up flyer was distributed to residences in the L8J postal code (approximately 6,000) in August 2016 to provide an overview of the proposal and then 
directed people to the website to find more specific project details. This flyer also noted the August 19 deadline to provide comments on the draft Terms of 
Reference. In addition, door hangers were placed at about 800 residences situated in closest proximity to the SCRF on September 8 with further information 
about the project and, again, offering the opportunity to meet in person if interested. 
In addition, in response to this feedback, the proposed EA Consultation Plan included in the proposed Terms of Reference includes additional methods of 
notification for future consultation events held during the SCRF EA.  
Finally, Terrapure has met with interested community members as part of Terms of Reference process to share information and answer questions about the 
project and is willing to continue to do this as part of the EA process. 

Information in the notices about the purpose of the project is misleading To clarify the amount of additional disposal capacity being sought in the SCRF EA, the purpose/opportunity statement has been refined as follows: to 
increase the approved capacity for post-diversion solid, non-hazardous industrial residual material at the SCRF by 3,680,000 m3 so that Terrapure can 
continue to receive such residual material generated primarily within the Hamilton and Greater Toronto Area. This information was included in subsequent 
notices during the Terms of Reference and will be included in the Notice of Submission for the proposed Terms of Reference. 

Consider hosting another open house; open house should not have been held during the 
summer 

The Public Open House was in fact held on June 21, 2016, with notice provided two weeks in advance – both well before the typical summer holiday period. 
There will be subsequent open houses and associated advanced notifications as part of actually carrying out the SCRF EA. The preparation and 
submission of the proposed Terms of Reference to the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change (Minister) for review and approval is the first step of 
the two step EA approvals process. 

Existing Site Operations 
Existing facility should be shut down; concerns about visibility of existing facility Comments regarding the existing operations at the SCRF are outside of the scope of this Environmental Assessment. Notwithstanding this, Terrapure takes 

pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours. In response to comments received during the SCRF EA regarding the 
current visibility of the site from surrounding vantage points Terrapure implemented additional visual screening measures such as planting additional trees, 
installing fencing and increasing the height of existing berms.  

Concerns regarding the August 2016 fire at the existing facility Comments regarding the existing operations at the SCRF are outside of the scope of this Environmental Assessment. Notwithstanding this, the Hamilton 
Fire Department has reported to Terrapure that the small fire that occurred at the facility on August 26, 2016 was most likely the result of spontaneous 
combustion due to high temperatures and dry weather creating conditions for spontaneous combustion. There was no damage to the site or the surrounding 
environment and the fire was put out within 10 minutes. The debris was made up of construction and wood materials. 
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Table 5.4 Summary of Comments from Government Review Team Members on the Proposed Terms of Reference and their Consideration 

Review 
Agency Name Comment 

Date Method Comments from Review Agency Terrapure’s Response Response 
Date Method 

Provincial Ministries and Agencies 

Ontario 
Ministry of 
Agriculture, 
Food and 
Rural Affairs 
(OMAFRA)  

Jackie Van de 
Valk, Rural 
Planner 

March 10, 
2017 

Email OMAFRA staff has reviewed the Proposed Terms of Reference (Report No.16; 
February 8, 2017) and generally find that matters related to the Ministry’s 
jurisdictional mandate and interests as they relate to the proposal have been 
adequately identified. It is also expected that OMAFRA’s jurisdictional mandate 
and interests would be sufficiently addressed if an Environmental Assessment 
was completed as proposed in the “Stoney Creek Regional Facility 
Environmental Assessment Proposed Terms of Reference”. 
 
At this time, the only specific comment OMAFRA has about the Proposed 
Terms of Reference is to note our expectation that potential effects on farm 
businesses and other agriculturally-related businesses will be evaluated as part 
of the “businesses” evaluations referenced in Appendices C and D. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the “Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility Environmental Assessment Proposed Terms of Reference”. If 
you would like to discuss the comments provided, please do not hesitate to 
contact me directly. 

To confirm, agriculturally-related businesses will be evaluated as “businesses” 
referenced in Appendices C and D. 

March 29, 
2017 

Email 

Ministry of 
the 
Environment 
and Climate 
Change 
(MOECC) 

Gavin 
Battarino, 
Special Project 
Officer-Environ
mental 
Assessment 
Services/EAB 

March 10, 
2017 

Email The Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change’s Environmental 
Approvals Branch has completed its review of the Terms of Reference for 
Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment. The review was 
carried out to determine whether the document meets the requirements of the 
Environmental Assessment Act; and, the expectations set out in the Ministry of 
the Environment and Climate Change’s Code of Practice: Preparing and 
Reviewing Terms of Reference for Environmental Assessments in Ontario 
(Code of Practice).  
 
In addition, the Ministry review of the Terms of Reference for Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility Environmental Assessment also assessed the clarity and 
detail of the Terms of Reference documentation in order to ensure that the 
Minister of the Environment and Climate Change will be able to fully understand 
all the information in the document when making a decision about the Terms of 
Reference.  
 
The Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change’s Environmental 
Approvals Branch has the following comments pertaining to the identified 
sections of the Terms of Reference documentation: 

No response required. March 26, 
2016 

Email 

Section 2 Identification of the Proponent  
 
a) Section 2.1, entitled “History of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility”, explains 
that the Stoney Creek Regional Facility is a highly engineered landfill that 
ensures maximum environmental protection; and, that the design of the landfill 
was called “state of the art” by an independent panel of experts in 2000. 
Although the statement that the facility ensures maximum environmental 
protection is not being questioned, it is not understood how this conclusion was 
determined. It is also not understood, given the amount of time that has elapsed 
since the cited report was published, as to whether the conclusions of the report 
are still relevant. It is therefore the expectation of the Ministry of the 
Environment and Climate Change that an explanation will be provided to clarify 
how it was determined that the Stoney Creek Regional Facility ensures 

 
To be clear, the statement in the ToR reads, “The SCRF is an engineered 
landfill site that ensures maximum environmental protection through a 
double-liner system” and the statement is made in the context of the type of 
liner system that was constructed and put in place, which is based on Ontario 
Regulation (O. Reg.) 232/98: Landfilling Sites. Section 10 of O. Reg. 232/98 
describes the design for groundwater protection to ensure the site does not 
cause the concentration of any contaminant listed in O. Reg. 232/98.  A person 
shall not establish a new landfilling site unless a written report describing the 
design for the groundwater protection features of the site has been prepared in 
accordance with Section 10. The Annual Reports submitted to the Ministry of 
the Environment and Climate Change (MOECC) describe the groundwater 
monitoring events and have consistently and continually demonstrated no 
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Date Method Comments from Review Agency Terrapure’s Response Response 
Date Method 

maximum environmental protection. The explanation should include relevant 
supporting information, such as documentation, assessments or reports, which 
demonstrates, confirms or validates this conclusion.  
 

unacceptable impacts have occurred. Under O. Reg. 232/98, “Unacceptable 
impact” means interference with existing or potential reasonable uses of, 
(b) groundwater in or under land. 
 
In providing the history of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility, we wanted to 
demonstrate that, in the past, the design of the facility was called “state of the 
art”. We qualified the statement based by including a past tense (i.e. “was 
called”) as well as citing the year the statement was made (i.e. “in 2000”). 
Whether or not the expert panel’s comments are relevant now is not material to 
the purpose of this section of the ToR, which was to describe the history of the 
Stoney Creek Regional Facility. 
 
Should the MOECC require additional information on the effectiveness of the 
protection of groundwater, we would direct the MOECC to the Annual 
Monitoring Reports that are provided to the District office by June 30 of each 
calendar year. 
 
Notwithstanding the above points of clarification, we have amended the 
Proposed ToR (Section 2.1) and revised as follows: 
 
The SCRF is an engineered landfill site that ensures groundwater protection 
and leachate collection maximum environmental protection through a 
double-liner system. 
 

Section 2 Identification of the Proponent  
 
b) Section 2.1, entitled “History of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility”, explains 
that the Stoney Creek Regional Facility has a proven history of operating in 
accordance with the requirements of its Environmental Compliance Approval, 
and other applicable provincial legislation. Although the statement that the 
facility has a proven history of adhering to all regulatory requirements and 
legislation is not being questioned, it is not understood how this conclusion was 
determined. Furthermore, the statement does not appear to be consistent with 
abatement and reporting records that are maintained by the Ministry of the 
Environment and Climate Change. It is therefore the expectation of the Ministry 
of the Environment and Climate Change that an explanation will be provided to 
clarify how it was determined that the Stoney Creek Regional Facility has a 
proven history of operating in accordance with the requirements of its 
Environmental Compliance Approval, and other applicable provincial legislation. 
The explanation should include relevant supporting information, such as 
documentation, assessments or reports, which demonstrates, confirms or 
validates this conclusion.  
 

 
We are able to demonstrate through Annual Monitoring Reports that are 
provided to the MOECC by June 30 of each calendar year that Terrapure has a 
proven history of operating in accordance with the requirements of its 
Environmental Compliance Approval (ECA) and other applicable legislation.  
 
Notwithstanding the above, we have amended the Proposed ToR (Section 2.1) 
and revised as follows: 
 
The facility operates has a proven history of operating in accordance with the 
requirements of its ECA and other applicable provincial legislation. During the 
operating life of the facility, this has been acknowledged in published reports 
such as the one prepared by the independent panel of experts in 2000. 

Section 2 Identification of the Proponent  
 
c) Section 2.1.1, entitled “Receiving Post-Diversion Material at the Stoney 
Creek Regional Facility”, explains that the materials accepted at site come from 
generators that have implemented diversion and recovery systems. It is further 
explained that Terrapure also has Standard Operating Procedures that govern 
the screening and verification of materials that are received to ensure that they 
cannot reasonably be diverted or reintroduced into the circular economy from 
both an economical and feasibility perspective. For these reasons, it is 
suggested that it is not appropriate or reasonable for Terrapure to develop an 

 
As stated in Section 2.1.1 of the ToR, Terrapure’s Standard Operating 
Procedure (SOP) is in place to screen and verify that the material received on 
site matches the Generator’s Waste Profile to ensure it does not contain 
unacceptable wastes. Terrapure does not make a determination as to whether 
or not the material can be diverted or reintroduced to the circular economy from 
both an economical and feasible perspective, as it relies on the customers and 
businesses that send material to the facility to make their own determination at 
their own operations. Terrapure accepts the materials from a variety of 
customers and businesses that have diverted at their own operations and have 
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onsite diversion plan. Although it is understood that the Stoney Creek Regional 
Facility has developed Standard Operating Procedures to ensure that any 
materials that have the potential to be diverted or reintroduced into the circular 
economy, from both an economical and feasibility perspective, are not accepted 
at site, it is not understood how it is determined that materials have the potential 
to be diverted or reintroduced into the circular economy. It is therefore the 
expectation of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that an 
explanation will be provided to clarify how it is determined that materials 
received at site may have the potential to be diverted or reintroduced into the 
circular economy, from both an economical and feasibility perspective. The 
explanation should include a description of the practices and procedures that 
are undertaken at site to evaluate and confirm whether any materials received 
may have the potential to be diverted or reintroduced into the circular economy.  

implemented their own diversion and recovery system.  
 
Notwithstanding the above, we have amended the Proposed ToR (Section 
2.1.1) and revised as follows: 
 

The material accepted at the SCRF comes from a variety of customers and 
businesses that divert at their own operations and have implemented their own 
diversion and recovery system. Terrapure has Standard Operating Procedures 
(SOP) that addresses the screening and verification of material that is received 
on-site to ensure the materials received on-site match the Generator’s Waste 
Profile, and that the Generator of the material has made the determination that 
the material cannot reasonably be diverted. or reintroduced into the circular 
economy from both an economical and feasible perspective. Diversion at the 
source of the generated residual material from generators and customers 
considers both the economic viability of diversion as well as ensuring that there 
is a viable end market for the diverted material. It is not appropriate or 
reasonable for Terrapure to develop a diversion plan at the site given that the 
volumes of material that could be potentially diverted are minimal, and lack an 
established and financially viable end-market. Regardless, in the spirit of the 
Province’s new Waste Free Ontario Act (WFOA) that sets goals to increase 
diversion in Ontario, Terrapure will review the potential for on-site diversion as 
part of the SCRF EA, (i.e. viability and financial feasibility of diversion for the 
types of materials received at the site currently). Terrapure will also work with 
its customers to continue to ensure diversion at the source of the generated 
material takes place. 

 
Section 2 Identification of the Proponent  
 
d) Section 2.1.1, entitled “Receiving Post-Diversion Material at the Stoney 
Creek Regional Facility”, explains that the Stoney Creek Regional Facility 
landfill has Standard Operating Procedures that govern the screening and 
verification of materials that are received at site to ensure that they cannot 
reasonably be diverted or reintroduced into the circular economy from both an 
economical and feasibility perspective. It is explained that once materials are 
accepted at site, and unloaded, the materials are spread in even lifts. If any 
non-compliant material is discovered, the sites environmental technicians are 
contacted and appropriate actions are taken to remove the non-compliant 
materials. Although it is understood that any materials that are received at site 
that are determined to have the potential to be diverted or reintroduced into the 
circular economy are removed, it is not understood where these materials are 
sent or how they are shipped off site after receipt. It is therefore the expectation 
of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that an explanation will 
be provided to clarify where non-compliant materials that have been discovered 
after receipt are sent and how they are shipped off site. The explanation should 
include a description of the practices and procedures that are undertaken to 
ensure that any non-compliant materials received at site are appropriately 
gathered and transferred offsite.  

 
It is the responsibility of the Generator to ensure the materials they are sending 
to the site match the Generator’s Waste Profile. It is the Generator’s 
responsibility to divert at the source where the material is generated. 
 
Notwithstanding the above, we have amended the Proposed ToR (Section 
2.1.1) and revised to include the following statement, which will be inserted as 
the last paragraph in Section 2.1.1: 
 
Environmental Technicians (ET) at the SCRF investigate material, and if they 
deem it non-compliant, the ET informs Terrapure site management of this 
finding. Terrapure then contacts the Generator to notify them of non-compliant 
material and offers the Generator the option of returning material to the 
generator site or if applicable, have the material sent to another facility that can 
receive and process the material. The non-compliant material is then removed 
from site and Terrapure issues an internal rejection report. The load rejections 
are also summarized in the Annual Monitoring Reports submitted to the 
MOECC. 
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Section 3 Identification of How the EA will be Prepared  
 
a) Section 3, entitled “Identification of How the EA will be Prepared”, explains 
that the Terms of Reference seeks approval to prepare an Environmental 
Assessment in accordance with subsections 6(2)(c) and 6.1(3) of the of the 
Environmental Assessment Act. It is further explained that, as permitted by 
subsection 6.1(3) of the Act, an Environmental Assessment will be prepared 
that will exclude addressing the generic requirements of describing the purpose 
of the undertaking and the assessment of “Alternatives To” the undertaking. 
Although subsection 6.1(3) of the Environmental Assessment Act does allow for 
a Terms of Reference to seek approval to prepare an Environmental 
Assessment that consists of information other than that required by subsection 
6.1(2) of the Act, it does not allow for an Environmental Assessment to be 
prepared that excludes the requirement for providing a description of the 
purpose of an undertaking.  
 
In accordance with subsection 6.1(2)(a) of the Environmental Assessment Act, 
and the expectations set forth in section 4.2.1 of the Ministry of the Environment 
and Climate Change’s Codes of Practice: Preparing and Reviewing 
Environmental Assessments in Ontario, an Environmental Assessment is to 
include an explanation about why an Environmental Assessment has been 
prepared. This is commonly referred to as a Statement of Purpose. It is 
explained that a Statement of Purpose must clearly define the problem or 
opportunity that prompted the environmental assessment process; and, provide 
an explanation about the purpose of the proposed undertaking that is to be 
considered as part of the environmental assessment process to address this 
problem or opportunity. The Statement of Purpose should build upon the 
explanation about the purpose of the undertaking that was originally presented 
in an approved Terms of Reference.  
 
It is the expectation of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that 
Section 3 of the Terms of Reference will be amended to clarify that in 
accordance with subsection 6.1(2)(a) of the Environmental Assessment Act, an 
Environmental Assessment will be prepared that includes a description of the 
purpose of the undertaking. 

We confirm that the Environmental Assessment will include description of the 
purpose of the undertaking consistent with the description of the Purpose 
provided in Section 3 of the ToR.  
 
 
We have amended the Proposed ToR as follows: 
 

• Purpose of the undertaking (Section 3.1) 
 

As permitted by subsection 6.1(3) of the EA Act, this ToR excludes the generic 
requirements of the purpose of the undertaking and alternatives to the 
undertaking in the preparation of the SCRF EA. Supporting Document #1 
provides the rationale for excluding thisese requirements as part of following 
subsection 6(2)(c).  

 
 

Section 3 Identification of How the EA will be Prepared 
 
b) Section 3, entitled “Identification of How the EA will be Prepared”, explains 
that the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change’s Code of Practice 
makes reference to private sector proponents in the waste industry; and, 
identifies that private sector proponents may only consider landfill or onsite 
diversion because they cannot implement a municipal waste diversion program 
such as curbside recycling, they cannot export waste because it would affect 
their business and thermal technology is not economically viable because 
waste volumes are too small. Please note that the Ministry of the Environment 
and Climate Change is concerned that the reference to the Code of Practice 
which has been cited has been done so out of context, and incorrectly suggests 
that the only options available to private sector waste proponents are landfill or 

Terrapure will amend the Proposed ToR (Section 3) as follows: 
 

As it relates to the Proponent and its business, the Code of Practice also makes 
reference to private sector Proponents in the waste industry as follows: 

The private sector Proponent may only consider landfill or on-site 
diversion because: 

• It cannot implement a municipal waste diversion program such as 
curbside recycling; 
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onsite diversion. Please note that the section 5.2.5 of the Code of Practice 
provides an explanation about the range of alternatives that are to be 
considered during the environmental assessment process; and, how a 
reasonable range of alternatives can be determined. As part of this explanation 
it is noted that the range of alternatives that may be reasonable for one 
proponent may not be reasonable for another because the circumstances 
between proponents may vary widely; and, a number of examples are provided 
to illustrate what those circumstances could include. The main example cited in 
subsection 5.2.5 of the Code of Practice is one that describes the general 
differences in circumstances between private and public sector proponents, and 
uses an undertaking involving waste management to provide context. The cited 
example is intended to provide a general explanation about how the 
circumstances of private and public sector proponents of waste management 
undertakings may influence what may be considered a reasonable range of 
alternatives. The example does not prescribe the range of alternatives that a 
private or public sector proponent of a waste management undertaking may 
only consider during the environmental assessment process. 
 
It is the expectation of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that 
the Section 3 of the Terms of Reference will be amended to remove the 
following wording:  
 
“In addition the Code of Practice also states:  
The private sector Proponent may only consider landfill or on-site diversion 
because:  
 
• It cannot implement a municipal waste diversion program such as curbside 
recycling;  
• Export would affect their business; and,  
• Thermal technology is not economically viable because waste volumes are too 
small.”  
 
And, replaced with the following wording:  
 
“As it relates to the Proponent and its business, the Code of Practice also 
makes reference to private sector Proponents in the waste industry as follows:  
 
The ministry recognizes that there may be restrictions on some proponents that 
will limit the range of alternatives examined. The proponent must provide 
justification in the terms of reference for limiting the examination of alternatives.  
 
For example, a municipality and a private sector proponent would both like to 
increase waste disposal capacity in a semi-rural community. The municipality 
might consider one or more of the following as a reasonable range of 
alternatives to:  

• Waste diversion program;  
• Export;  
• Landfill; or,  
• Thermal technology.  

 

• Export would affect their business; and, 

• Thermal technology is not economically viable because waste 
volumes are too small.5 

As it relates to the Proponent and its business, the Code of Practice also makes 
reference to private sector Proponents in the waste industry as follows: 

 
The ministry recognizes that there may be restrictions on some proponents that 
will limit the range of alternatives examined. The proponent must provide 
justification in the terms of reference for limiting the examination of alternatives. 
For example, a municipality and a private sector proponent would both like to 
increase waste disposal capacity in a semi-rural community. The municipality 
might consider one or more of the following as a reasonable range of 
alternatives 
to: 

• Waste diversion program; 
• Export; 
• Landfill; or, 
• Thermal technology. 

 
The private sector proponent may only consider landfill or on-site diversion 
because: 

• It cannot implement a municipal waste diversion program such as 
curbside recycling; 

• Export would affect their business; and, 
• Thermal technology is not economically viable because waste volumes 

are too small. 
 
Alternative methods for the municipality could include a site selection process 
for the alternative chosen, as they have the ability to expropriate land. For a 
private sector proponent, there may be different designs on one site as they 
only own one site and cannot expropriate.” 
 
Other references to the Codes of Practice have been presented, in our opinion, 
appropriately and accurately in the ToR.  

                                                      
5 Codes of Practice, Preparing and Reviewing terms of Reference for Environmental Assessments in Ontario, January 2014, Pg. 33-34 
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The private sector proponent may only consider landfill or on-site diversion 
because:  
 

• It cannot implement a municipal waste diversion program such as 
curbside recycling;  

• Export would affect their business; and,  
• Thermal technology is not economically viable because waste volumes 

are too small.  
 
Alternative methods for the municipality could include a site selection process 
for the alternative chosen, as they have the ability to expropriate land. For a 
private sector proponent, there may be different designs on one site as they 
only own one site and cannot expropriate.”  
 
Furthermore, it is the expectation of the Ministry of the Environment and 
Climate Change that any reference to the Code of Practice that is cited in a 
Terms of Reference is not presented out of context. 
Section 5 Description of and Rationale for the Alternative Methods  
 
a) Subsection 5.1, provides a description of each of the “Alternative Methods” 
that will be carried forward as part of the environmental assessment process. It 
is not understood why a “Do Nothing” alternative has not been identified for 
consideration as part of the environmental assessment process.  
 
Please be advised that the “Do Nothing” alternative represents what is expected 
to happen if none of the alternatives being considered during the environmental 
assessment process are carried out; and, is used as the benchmark against 
which the advantages and disadvantages of the alternatives being considered 
can be measured and compared. In accordance with the expectations set forth 
in Subsection 5.2.5 of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change’s 
Codes of Practice, the consideration of a reasonable range of alternatives is an 
important component of the environmental assessment planning and decision 
making framework. A proponent should only consider those alternatives that 
have the potential to adequately address the problem or opportunity that 
prompted the environmental assessment process; and, are within the scope of 
the proponent’s ability to implement. In addition, proponents must also consider 
a “Do Nothing” alternative, which represents what is expected to happen if none 
of the alternatives being considered during the environmental assessment 
process are carried out; and, represents the benchmark against which the 
advantages and disadvantages of the alternatives being considered can be 
measured and compared. It is the Ministry of the Environment and Climate 
Change’s expectation that during the environmental Assessment process 
proponents will consider a reasonable range of alternatives, which will be 
assessed against the mandatory “Do Nothing” alternative.  
 
It is the expectation of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that 
subsection 5.1 of the Terms of Reference will be amended to identify that in 
addition to “Alternative Methods” presented, a “Do Nothing” alternative will also 
be considered as part of the environmental assessment planning and decision 
making process; and, that an explanation will be provide to clarify that the “Do 
Nothing” alternative will represent the benchmark against which the advantages 
and disadvantages of the alternatives being considered will be measured and 
compared. 

Terrapure will amend the Proposed ToR (Section 5) as follows: 
 

The intent of each of the preceding Alternative Methods is to provide a 
maximum increase in capacity for post-diversion solid, non-hazardous industrial 
residual material of 3,680,000 m3 at the SCRF. In addition a “Do Nothing” 
alternative will be included as part of the SCRF EA to represent what is 
expected to happen if none of the Alternative Methods being considered is 
carried out. Although the “Do Nothing” alternative does not address the Purpose 
of the Undertaking and is therefore not a viable option, it is included in EAs as a 
matter of best practice to represent the benchmark against which the 
advantages and disadvantages of the Alternative Methods being considered 
can be measured and compared. 
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Section 5 Description of and Rationale for the Alternative Methods  
 
b) Subsection 5.1, entitled “Description of the Alternative Methods of Carrying 
Out the Undertaking”, explains that alternative methods for leachate treatment 
will not be assessed as part of the environmental assessment process. This is 
because the Stoney Creek Regional Facility landfill currently has an existing 
leachate collection system that will be utilized as part of the proposed 
expansion. Although it is understood that Terrapure Environmental would like to 
utilize the existing leachate collection system as part of the proposed expansion 
of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility landfill, it must be demonstrated that the 
existing system can accommodate the proposed expansion. It is therefore the 
expectation of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that an 
explanation will be provided to clarify how it has been determined that the 
existing leachate collection system is capable of accommodating the proposed 
expansion. The explanation should include relevant supporting information, 
such as documentation, assessments or reports, which demonstrates, confirms 
or validates this conclusion.  

It would not be economically viable and would be technically difficult for 
Terrapure to modify the existing leachate collection system approved for the 
current operations. Further, based on our years of experience operating the 
site, we don’t expect that excess leachate will be generated above the 
quantities originally expected nor do we expect the leachate to change in 
overall composition.  
 
Notwithstanding the above, we will amend the Proposed ToR (Section 5.1) as 
follows: 
 

An assessment of the existing leachate collection and treatment system relative 
to the Alternative Methods will be carried out as part of the SCRF EA to 
determine if any modifications or additions are required. Any modifications or 
additions to the existing leachate collection and treatment system that are 
required for the preferred Method will be identified as part of the SCRF EA 
Leachate treatment Alternative Methods and landfill gas systems will not be 
assessed as part of the SCRF EA. Terrapure is required to meet the design and 
performance standards of O. Reg. 232/98 for leachate collection and given that 
this is an existing, operating facility, with an established leachate collection 
system in place, the SCRF will utilize this existing infrastructure for the selected 
alternative method. Modifications to the existing leachate collection system 
relative to the Alternative Methods will be reviewed during the SCRF EA. 

 

 
Section 5 Description of and Rationale for the Alternative Methods  
 
c) Subsection 5.1, entitled “Description of the Alternative Methods of Carrying 
Out the Undertaking”, explains that landfill gas collection will not be assessed 
as part of the environmental assessment process. This is because the Stoney 
Creek Regional Facility landfill was exempted in 2011 from a landfill gas 
collection requirement. Although it is understood that Terrapure Environmental 
was previously exempted from the requirement to have a landfill gas collection 
system, it must be demonstrated that the 2011 exemption will apply to the 
proposed expansion. It is therefore the expectation of the Ministry of the 
Environment and Climate Change that an explanation will be provided to clarify 
how it has been determined that the 2011 exemption for the requirement to 
have a landfill gas collection system will apply to the proposed expansion. The 
explanation should include relevant supporting information, such as 
documentation, assessments or reports, which demonstrates, confirms or 
validates this conclusion.  

As stated in the ToR, the site is exempt for landfill gas collection system and 
was supported by the study, Newalta Stoney Creek East Landfill Gas Emission 
Study, dated January 24, 2011 and submitted and accepted by the MOECC. 
 
The composition and waste types accepted at the site for the proposed 
expansion will not change, therefore we expect the results of the previously 
submitted analysis that resulted in the exemption by the MOCEE would not 
change as a result of the potential addition capacity being sought at the SCRF. 
Terrapure has and will continue to conduct landfill gas monitoring as per the 
requirement setout in the ECA and will provide a description of the monitoring in 
the EA. 
 
Therefore, based on the above, we will amend the proposed ToR (Section 5.1) 
as follows: 

With respect to a landfill gas collection system, because the SCRF is not 
approved to receive putrescible or organic material, very little landfill gas is 
produced at the SCRF and as such, the facility is not required to have a landfill 
gas collection system in place under its current ECA (as previously described in 
Section 2.1 of this ToR). As previously mentioned in Section 2.1 of this ToR, 
this was confirmed by MOECC in 2011, when the then owners of the site 
(Newalta) successfully applied for an exemption from a landfill gas collection 
requirement. This current situation will remain the same with the proposed 
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undertaking.Under the current ECA for the SCRF, Terrapure is required to 
monitor for landfill gas and provide the results in the Annual Monitoring Report 
submitted to the MOECC June 30th every calendar year. A Landfill Gas 
Assessment was conducted in 2011, demonstrating that very little gas is 
generated at the SCRF. Notwithstanding this, an update of the 2011 
Assessment will be carried out as part of the SCRF EA to determine the 
necessity or lack thereof of landfill gas collection system being required for the 
Preferred Method.  

 
Section 5 Description of and Rationale for the Alternative Methods  
 
d) Subsection 5.2, entitled “Rationale for the Alternative Methods of Carrying 
Out the Undertaking”, explains that there are no other “Alternative Methods” 
available to Terrapure Environmental beyond the ones identified. This 
explanation contradicts the statement in subsection 5.1 of the Terms of 
Reference that the “Alternative Methods” that will be considered during the 
environmental assessment process include, but are not limited to, those that 
have been identified. It is the expectation of the Ministry of the Environment and 
Climate Change that a determination will be made to whether the “Alternative 
Methods” that will be considered during the environmental assessment process 
are limited to those identified or whether they may include additional 
“Alternative Methods” that could potentially be developed through input 
obtained during the preparation of the Environmental Assessment. Once this 
determination is made, it is the expectation of the Ministry and Climate Change 
that subsections 5.1 and 5.2 of the Terms of Reference will be amended 
accordingly.  

Alternative Methods that will be considered by Terrapure as part of the SCRF 
EA will include, but may not be limited to, those listed in subsection 5.1 of the 
Terms of Reference. 
 
Therefore, based on the above, we will amend the proposed ToR (Section 5.2) 
as follows: 
 
There are no other reasonable Alternative Methods available to Terrapure 
beyond those identified to address the purpose/opportunity of the proposed 
undertaking. 

Section 6 Description of the Environment and Potential Effects  
 
a) Subsection 6.1, entitled “Preliminary Study Area”, explains that the 
preliminary environmental assessment study area for the Environmental 
Assessment extends 1500 metres (m) from each of the four roads that border 
the existing Stoney Creek Regional Facility landfill. It is further explained that 
the preliminary study area will be finalized during preparation of the 
environmental assessment process, and after the “Alternative Methods” have 
been confirmed and the potential environmental effects are better known. 
Although the boundaries of the proposed environmental assessment study area 
have been defined, the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change is 
concerned that the boundaries of the proposed environmental assessment 
study area do not adequately represent the geographical area within which the 
potential effects of the proposed undertaking for which approval under the 
Environmental Assessment Act will be sought and the alternatives being 
considered as part of the environmental assessment process are likely to occur.  
 
In accordance with the expectations set forth in Subsection 5.2.6 of the Ministry 
of the Environment and Climate Change’s Codes of Practice, as part of the 
environmental assessment process, a Terms of Reference should define an 
area that represents the anticipated geographical boundaries within which the 
environment that may be affected or that may reasonably be expected to be 
affected by, directly or indirectly, by the alternatives being considered as part of 
the environmental assessment process and the undertaking for which approval 
under the Environmental Assessment Act is being sought may occur. This is 

As stated in the ToR,  

A preliminary study area has been proposed. The preliminary study area will be 
finalized during preparation of the SCRF EA when the Alternative Methods have 
been confirmed, and the potential environmental effects are better known. 

For the purposes of the ToR, Terrapure developed the Preliminary Study Area 
based on the following: 
 

• The range of Alternative Methods that will be considered as part of preparing 
the SCRF EA (all of the Alternative Methods are situated within the confines of 
the four roads surrounding the existing SCRF)  
• The study area identified as part of 1996 Taro East Quarry EA, which was 
1500 m (or 1.5 km) from the proposed Taro East Quarry (now known as the 
SCRF)  

• The data from monitoring the existing SCRF for the past 20 years, which 
demonstrates compliance with the approved ECA for the facility and limited 
potential for and extent of off-site adverse environmental effects.  
 
The above points are also stated in the Proposed ToR.  
 
In addition, interested government agencies, Aboriginal communities and 
members of the public have not expressed disagreement with the Preliminary 
Study Area in the Proposed ToR in terms of their respective jurisdictional 
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commonly referred to as the Environmental Assessment Study Area. Interested 
government agencies, Aboriginal communities and members of the public rely 
upon the description of the Environmental Assessment Study Area to determine 
whether the proposed undertaking and its alternatives may impact their 
respective jurisdictional mandate, Aboriginal rights or interests. It is therefore 
important to explain how the boundaries of the Environmental Assessment 
Study Area were determined.  
 
It is the expectation of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that 
an explanation will be provided to clarify how the geographic area that may be 
affected or that may reasonably be expected to be affected by, directly or 
indirectly, by the proposed undertaking and the alternatives being considered 
as part of the environmental assessment process was confirmed. This 
explanation should include the identification of any relevant information that 
supports the conclusion that there are no anticipated affects that are likely to 
occur beyond a1500 m from each of the four roads that border the existing 
Stoney Creek Regional Facility landfill. 

mandate, Aboriginal rights or interests. 
 
Notwithstanding the above, the Proposed ToR (Section 6.1) will be amended as 
follows: 
 
The preliminary study area will be reviewed, modified (as required), and 
finalized during preparation of the SCRF EA when the Alternative Methods have 
been confirmed, a more detailed description of the environment has been 
prepared reflecting field investigations and the potential environmental effects 
(both direct and indirect) are better known including their extent.  

Section 6 Description of the Environment and Potential Effects  
 
b) Subsection 6.2.1, entitled “Natural Environment” provides a preliminary 
description about the geology and hydrology within the proposed environmental 
assessment study area. It is understood that a description of the hydrological 
and aquatic environments describes groundwater flow zones, groundwater 
quality and natural water features; however, there is no information with respect 
to source water protection. It should be noted that the province of Ontario has a 
multi-barrier approach to protect drinking water. The first step is protecting the 
surface or ground water that supplies municipal drinking water systems. This is 
called source protection; and, source water protection should be considered as 
part of the environmental assessment process. It is the expectation of the 
Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that an explanation will be 
provided to clarify whether there are any existing Source Water Protection 
Areas, Wellhead Protection Areas and Intake Protection Zones located within 
the proposed environmental assessment study area. The explanation should 
include relevant supporting information, such as documentation, assessments 
or reports, which demonstrates, confirms or validates this conclusion.  

According to the Source Protection Plan for the Halton Region Source 
Protection Area and the Hamilton Region Source Protection Area, Version 3.2, 
(Approved by the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change on August 5, 
2015), the SCRF study area is located in the Hamilton Source Water Protection 
area. There are no Wellhead Protection Areas or Intake Protection Zones that 
encroach on the SCRF itself. The Woodward Intake Protection Zone 
designation IPZ-2 touches the boundary of the Preliminary Study Area, however 
the delineation of the IPZ-2 inland were determined via professional judgement 
and were taken to the foot of the Niagara Escarpment. The Source Protection 
Plan notes that the delineation is conservative and once appropriate data is 
collected, the IPZ-2 for the Woodward intake will be refined and reported on in 
an update Assessment Report. Specifically, the report states: 
“the in-land delineation of the intake protection zone is also highly uncertain due 
to the absence of stream flow data to assess the time of travel within the 
watercourses.” (Section 6.1.6) 
 
It should also be noted that the Source Protection Plan does not identify any 
significant threats to the Woodward Intake beyond the Niagara Escarpment 
(Figure 6.3), including the existing SCRF. 
 
The Preliminary Study Area includes highly vulnerable aquifers and significant 
groundwater recharge areas, although the Source Water Protection Report 
notes the following: 
 
“Limited data is available for review to understand the localized impacts to 
source water within the mapped areas of highly vulnerable aquifers and 
significant groundwater recharge areas. Future updates to this Assessment 
Report will include the results of these assessments.” (Section 7.1.3) 
 
A paragraph will be added to the Proposed ToR (Section 6.2.1) as follows: 
 
According to the Source Protection Plan for the Halton Region Source 
Protection Area and the Hamilton Region Source Protection Area, Version 3.2, 
(Approved by the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change on August 5, 
2015), the Preliminary Study Area is located in the Hamilton Source Water 
Protection area. The Woodward Intake Protection Zone designation IPZ-2 
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touches the boundary of the Preliminary Study Area, however the delineation of 
the IPZ-2 inland were determined via professional judgement and were taken to 
the foot of the Niagara Escarpment. The Source Protection Plan notes that the 
delineation is conservative and once appropriate data is collected, the IPZ-2 for 
the Woodward intake will be refined and reported on in an update Source 
Protection Assessment Report.  
It should also be noted that the Source Protection Plan does not identify any 
significant threats to the Woodward Intake beyond (i.e. above) the Niagara 
Escarpment including the existing SCRF. 
 
The Preliminary Study Area also includes areas delineated as highly vulnerable 
aquifers and significant groundwater recharge areas, although the Source 
Water Protection Report notes the following: 
“Limited data is available for review to understand the localized impacts to 
source water within the mapped areas of highly vulnerable aquifers and 
significant groundwater recharge areas. Future updates to this Assessment 
Report will include the results of these assessments.” (Section 7.1.3) 
 
There are no Wellhead Protection Zones within the Preliminary Study Area. 

Section 6 Description of the Environment and Potential Effects  
 
c) Subsection 6.2.1, entitled “Natural Environment” provides a preliminary 
description about the geology and hydrology within the proposed environmental 
assessment study area. It is not understood why a description of the 
atmospheric conditions within the proposed environmental assessment study 
area have not been provided. It should be noted that atmospheric conditions 
are considered to be key elements of the natural environment. It is the 
expectation of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that an 
explanation will be provided to clarify why the description of the natural 
environment in the proposed environmental assessment study area does 
include a summary of atmospheric conditions.  

The ToR will be amended to move the description for Atmospheric, from 
Section 6.2.3 to Section 6.2.1. 

Section 6 Description of the Environment and Potential Effects  
 
d) Subsection 6.2.3, entitled “Social Environment”, provides a description of the 
atmospheric conditions with the preliminary study area. It is not understood how 
air and noise were determined to represent aspects of the social environment. It 
should be noted that atmospheric conditions, including those related to air and 
noise, are considered to be key elements of the natural environment. It is the 
expectation of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that an 
explanation will be provided to clarify why the summary of atmospheric 
conditions, in particular air and noise, are included as part of the description of 
the social environment in the proposed environmental assessment study area.  

The ToR will be amended to move the description for Atmospheric, from 
Section 6.2.3 to Section 6.2.1. 

Section 6 Description of the Environment and Potential Effects  
 
e) Subsection 6.2.5, entitled “Cultural Environment”, explains that the 
preliminary environmental assessment study area exhibits the potential for the 
discovery of archaeological resources in areas that have not been subjected to 
significant disturbance; however, there is no mention of whether a Stage 1 
Archaeological Assessment was completed in accordance with the Ontario 
Heritage Act, 2005, and the Standards and Guidelines for Consulting 
Archaeologists, 2011. It is the expectation of the Ministry of the Environment 
and Climate Change that an explanation will be provided to clarify whether a 
Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment was completed during the preparation of 

A Stage 1 was not completed during the ToR process. At the request of the 
MOECC, we included cultural heritage within the Preliminary Study Area 
description. Our analysis has shown and been confirmed by MTCS that the 
SCRF does not exhibit archaeological potential. This will be reiterated in the EA 
and a previously completed archaeological assessment report completed as 
part of the original approval will be included as Supporting Document #2 to the 
ToR. 
 
As stated in the ToR, after a review of documentation, the Preliminary Study 
Area may result in potential discovery of archaeological resources, however 
none that would have a bearing on the SCRF and the proposed undertaking. 
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the Terms of Reference. In addition, an explanation is also to be provided to 
clarify how it was determined that the preliminary environmental assessment 
study area exhibits the potential for the discovery of archaeological resources in 
areas that have not been subjected to significant disturbance. The explanation 
should include relevant supporting information, such as documentation, 
assessments or reports that demonstrates, confirms or validates this 
conclusion.  

This will be reiterated in the EA. 
 
The ToR (Section 6.2.5) has been amended to include the following: 
 
Notwithstanding the above, should any potential archaeological resources be 
discovered during other field investigations (i.e. geological), the MTCS will be 
contacted and any required archaeological assessment work will be 
undertaken. 

Section 6 Description of the Environment and Potential Effects 
 
f) Subsection 6.2.6.3, entitled “Potential Effects”, includes a table that identifies 
the types of potential effects that will be assessed during the environmental 
assessment process. It is not understood why potential effects to human health 
have not been identified as part of the social environment. It is the expectation 
of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that an explanation will 
be provided to clarify whether effects to human health will be considered and 
assessed during the environmental assessment process. 

As stated in the ToR, Terrapure commissions an independent annual 
Community Health Assessment Review, which has consistently concluded that 
the SCRF poses no scientifically significant or measurable potential impact to 
human or environmental health. The study reviews the cumulative impacts of 
ongoing monitoring data of key parameters that could impact the health of the 
local community. Given that studies will be completed that are benchmarked 
against human health parameters, such as air quality and groundwater, 
Terrapure will continue to complete the Community Health Assessment Review 
as part of the ongoing operation of the SCRF. 
 
As such, Terrapure will not consider Human Health during the EA process, but 
will continue to work with the City of Hamilton Public Health Services when 
completing the annual Community Health Assessment Review.  
 
It should be noted that the City of Hamilton Public Health Services has in the 
past stated that no substantive adverse health outcomes have been reported in 
association with the current SCRF operations after reviewing the Community 
Health Assessment Review. Terrapure proposes to continue evaluating Human 
Health in this manner going forward should the proposed expansion proceed to 
the EA and be approved.  
 
Further, as part of its jurisdictional mandate, the City of Hamilton Public Health 
Services has not requested Terrapure to consider Human Health as a 
standalone evaluation component as part of the ToR and EA. 
 
Notwithstanding the above, the Proposed ToR Appendix C and D will be 
amended to include Human Health as an indicator under the Social 
environmental component  

Section 6 Description of the Environment and Potential Effects 
 
Subsection 6.2.6.3, entitled “Potential Effects”, includes a table that identifies 
the types 
of potential effects that will be assessed during the environmental assessment 
process. 
It is not understood why the potential effects on economic feasibility have not 
been 
identified as part of the economic environment. It is the expectation of the 
Ministry of the 
Environment and Climate Change that an explanation will be provided to clarify 
whether 
effects to economic feasibility will be considered and assessed during the 
environmental 
assessment process. 

Appendix C and Appendix D to the ToR provides an evaluation criteria “Cost of 
facility” which will review relative costs of the alternative methods.  
 
It should be noted that the economic feasibility is a business decision made by 
at the sole discretion of the private proponent.  
 
Notwithstanding the above, the Proposed ToR (Table 6.1) will be amended to 
include the following under the “Economic” column: 
 
Increase in capital/ operating cost at the SCRF 

Section 7 Description of the Assessment and Evaluation Methodology  
 

Impact management measures, other than those currently being utilized at the 
existing site, may be developed and assessed as part of the Environmental 
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a) Subsection 7.1.1.1, entitled “Assessment of Alternative Methods”, explains, 
that as part of a net effects analysis, impact management measures will be 
developed based on current procedures, historical performance, and 
environmental conditions to avoid or minimize potential adverse environmental 
effects. It is not understood whether consideration will be given to developing 
impact management measures that are not being utilized as part of current 
procedures. It is the expectation of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate 
Change that an explanation will be provided to clarify whether impact 
management measures other than those currently being utilized at the existing 
site will be developed and assessed; and, if not, then an explanation of the 
rationale that supports this decision is to be provided.  

Assessment. 
 
Therefore, the Proposed ToR (Section 7.1.1.1) will be amended as follows: 
 

Develop impact management measures based on current procedures, 
historical performance, and environmental conditions to avoid/minimize 
potential adverse environmental effects. In addition, impact management 
measures other than those currently utilized at the existing SCRF may be 
developed and assessed as part of the EA. 

 
Section 7 Description of the Assessment and Evaluation Methodology  
 
b) Subsection 7.1.1.1, entitled “Assessment of Alternative Methods”, explains 
that evaluation criteria and indicators have been developed to facilitate the 
assessment and evaluation of “Alternative Methods”. It is also explained that 
the evaluation criteria and indicators are preliminary, and will be finalized during 
the environmental assessment process. Although it is understood that the 
evaluation criteria and indicators will be finalized during the environmental 
assessment process, it not explained how evaluation criteria and indicators may 
be refined or finalized.  
 
In accordance with the requirements of subsection 6.1(1) of the Environmental 
Assessment Act, an Environmental Assessment must be prepared in 
accordance with an approved Terms of Reference. As a Terms of Reference 
cannot be amended after it has been approved, it is important that flexibility be 
incorporated into the document to accommodate circumstances that could 
prevent the commitments in the Terms of Reference from being met. If it is 
known or anticipated that a potential change to a commitment in a Terms of 
Reference may be required, because the commitment may be preliminary or 
potentially subject to revisions through input obtained during the preparation of 
the Environmental Assessment, it should be clearly explained in the Terms of 
Reference that the commitment may be subject to further refinement. It should 
also be clearly identified how the potential refinement may be carried out or 
considered during the environmental assessment process.  
 
Given that the Terms of Reference has identified that the evaluation criteria and 
indicators for use in the assessment and evaluation of “Alternative Methods” are 
preliminary, there is an expectation that an explanation be provided that clarifies 
how the evaluation criteria and indicators may be refined or finalized during the 
environmental assessment process. It is the expectation of the Ministry of the 
Environment and Climate Change that an explanation will be provided to clarify 
how the evaluation criteria and indicators for use in the assessment and 
evaluation of “Alternative Methods” are to be refined or finalized during the 
environmental assessment process. 

As discussed in Section 9.2.3 of the Proposed Terms of Reference, interested 
participants will be consulted on the evaluation criteria and indicators as part of 
the first key decision-making milestone. Terrapure may consider additional 
evaluation criteria and/or indicators as a result of this consultation. Evaluation 
criteria and indicators will be finalized following this decision-making milestone. 
 
Therefore, the Proposed ToR (Section 7.1.1.1) will be amended as follows: 
 

1. Develop appropriate evaluation criteria and indicators based on the 
purpose of the undertaking, environmental conditions within the final 
study area, developed Alternative Methods (i.e. conceptual designs), and 
type of potential environmental effects from the Alternative Methods. 
Preliminary evaluation criteria and indicators have been developed, 
which will include, but may not be limited to, those set out in Appendix 
C. The preliminary evaluation criteria and indicators will be finalized 
during preparation of the SCRF EA. Further details on the finalization of 
preliminary criteria and indicators are been provided in Section 9.2.3 and 
Section 10 of the Proposed ToR. 

 

Section 8 Commitments and Monitoring  
 
a) Subsection 8.1, entitled “ToR and EA Commitments”, explains that during the 
preparation of the Terms of Reference a number of commitments were made; 
and, that a list of these commitments can be found in Appendix E. Please note 
that Appendix E does not include a list of commitments. Instead Appendix E 
includes copies of a Terms of Reference Update Notice. It is the expectation of 

According to our records, the MOECC was provided with a copy of the 
Proposed ToR that contained Appendix E - Proposed Terms of Reference 
Commitments Table.  
 
Appendix E of the Record of Consultation contains the Terms of Reference 
Update Notice, so please confirm that you have received both the correct layout 
of the hardcopy and electronic copy of the ToR. 
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the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that Appendix E of the 
Terms of Reference will be amended to address this inconsistency.  
Section 9 Terms of Reference Consultation & Consultation Plan for the 
Terrapure SCRF EA 
 
a) Subsection 9.1, entitled “Terms of Reference Consultation”, provides an 
explanation about the consultation that was carried out during the preparation of 
the Terms of Reference. It is noted that 19 government agencies were engaged 
and consulted; however, there is no explanation about why they were engaged 
or if they raised any issues of concern.  
 
In accordance with the expectations set forth in Subsection 4.1.1 of the Ministry 
of the Environment and Climate Change’s Codes of Practice, consultation with 
potentially affected government agencies during the preparation of a Terms of 
Reference is required. Proponents are responsible for identifying, engaging and 
providing information to any relevant government agencies that may reasonably 
be expected to be potentially affected or impacted, directly or indirectly, by a 
proposed undertaking and the alternatives being considered as part of an 
environmental Assessment process. The purpose of which is to confirm 
whether a particular jurisdictional mandate or legislative requirement may be 
affected; and, to determine how a potentially affected jurisdictional mandate or 
legislative requirement should be considered and addressed as part of the 
environmental assessment process.  
 
Although it is understood that the results of consultation carried out with 
government agencies during preparation of the Terms of Reference has been 
documented in a Record of Consultation, the purpose of the information 
presented in a Record of Consultation is to provide additional detail or 
clarification about the consultation that was carried out during the preparation of 
a Terms of Reference. It should be noted that the Record of Consultation is 
considered a supporting document and, in accordance with section 5.3.1 of the 
Codes of Practice, is not approved by the Minister of the Environment and 
Climate Change when making a decision about a Terms of Reference. 
Accordingly, there is an expectation that the description of consultation carried 
out during the preparation of the Terms of Reference, and the results of this 
consultation presented in a Record of Consultation, will be summarized in the 
main body of a Terms of Reference.  
 
It is the expectation of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that 
subsection 9.1 of the Terms of Reference will be amended to explain why each 
of the identified government agencies were engaged and consulted with during 
the preparation of the Terms of Reference; and, where appropriate, a brief 
description should be provided to summarize any issues or concerns that may 
have been identified by a government agency during the consultation that was 
carried out as part of the preparation of the Terms of Reference. 

Subsection 9.1.2 includes a summary of the comments raised by stakeholders 
during preparation of the Terms of Reference, including the comments raised 
by review agencies. 
 
Subsection 9.1.2 will be amended to clarify the comments raised by review 
agencies, as compared to those comments raised by members of the public 
and Aboriginal communities. Further, the ToR will be amended to demonstrate 
why the review agencies were contacted. 
 
Please see the amended ToR for the table that was developed to address this 
comment. 

Section 9 Terms of Reference Consultation & Consultation Plan for the 
Terrapure SCRF EA 
 
b) Subsection 9.1, entitled “Terms of Reference Consultation”, provides an 
explanation about the consultation that was carried out during the preparation of 
the Terms of Reference. It is noted that six Aboriginal communities were 
engaged during the preparation of the Terms of Reference; however, there is 
no explanation about why they were engaged or if they raised any issues of 

Subsection 9.1.2 includes a summary of the comments raised by stakeholders 
during preparation of the Terms of Reference, including the comments raised 
by Aboriginal communities.  
 
With respect to MOECC’s comment on why Aboriginal communities were 
engaged during the preparation of the ToR, MOECC delegated the Duty to 
Consult to the proponent and provided Terrapure with a list of Aboriginal 
communities to contact and engage 
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concern.  
 
In accordance with the expectations set forth in Subsection 5.1 of the Ministry of 
the Environment and Climate Change’s Codes of Practice, consultation with 
Aboriginal communities during the preparation of a Terms of Reference is 
required. Proponents are responsible for identifying, engaging and providing 
information to any Aboriginal community that may have a right or interest that 
could be potentially affected, directly or indirectly, by a proposed undertaking 
and the alternatives being considered as part of an environmental Assessment 
process. The purpose of which is to identify and confirm whether a particular 
Aboriginal right or interest may be affected by the proposed undertaking and the 
alternatives being considered as part of the environmental assessment process; 
and, to determine how a potentially affected right or interest should be 
considered and addressed as part of the environmental assessment process.  
 
Although it is understood that the results of consultation carried out with 
Aboriginal communities during preparation of the Terms of Reference has been 
documented in a Record of Consultation, the purpose of the information 
presented in a Record of Consultation is to provide additional detail or 
clarification about the consultation that was carried out. It should be noted that 
the Record of Consultation is considered a supporting document and, in 
accordance with section 5.3.1 of the Codes of Practice, is not approved by the 
Minister of the Environment and Climate Change when making a decision about 
a Terms of Reference. Accordingly, there is an expectation that the description 
of consultation carried out during the preparation of the Terms of Reference and 
the results of this consultation presented in a Record of Consultation will be 
summarized in the main body of a Terms of Reference.  
 
It is the expectation of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that 
subsection 9.1 of the Terms of Reference will be amended to explain why each 
of the identified Aboriginal communities were engaged and consulted with 
during the preparation of the Terms of Reference; and, where appropriate, a 
brief description should be provided to summarize any issues or concerns that 
may have been identified by a Aboriginal community during the consultation 
that was carried out as part of the preparation of the Terms of Reference. 

 
Subsection 9.1.2 will be amended to clarify the comments raised by Aboriginal 
communities, as compared to those comments raised by members of the public 
and review agencies, why each of the Aboriginal communities were contacted 
and to outline the specific efforts made by Terrapure to contact the Aboriginal 
communities at key milestones and the amount of response received or lack 
thereof despite this outreach due diligence. 
 
Please see the amended ToR for the table that was developed to address this 
comment. 

Section 9 Terms of Reference Consultation & Consultation Plan for the 
Terrapure SCRF EA 
 
c) Subsection 9.2.4, entitled “Proposed Issue Resolution Strategy”, explains 
that an issue resolution strategy is proposed as part of the Terms of Reference. 
It has been noted that there is no information about the details pertaining to the 
proposed issue resolution process or how the proposed issue resolution 
strategy will effectively and appropriately deal with issues or disputes that may 
arise during the environmental assessment process. In addition, a copy of the 
proposed issue resolution strategy been not been included as part of the Terms 
of Reference documentation. Although it is understood that an issue resolution 
strategy has been proposed to effectively and appropriately deal with issues or 
disputes that may arise during the environmental assessment process, it is not 
understood how the issue resolution strategy will be administered in order to 
deal with issues or disputes that may arise during the environmental 
assessment process.  
 
It is the expectation of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that 

The ToR (Section 9.2.4) will be amended as follows: 
 
Should an issue or dispute arise during preparation of the SCRF EA, Terrapure 
will discuss the nature of the issue or dispute with the interested persons and 
attempt, in good faith, to reach a resolution that is agreeable to both Terrapure 
and the interested persons. In the event that a mutually agreeable resolution 
does not occur by the time of formally submitting the SCRF EA, Terrapure will 
refer the matter to MOECC.  
 
With this general framework in mind, a more detailed issue resolution strategy 
will be developed as part of the SCRF EA. 
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an explanation will be provide to clarify the key components of the issue 
resolution strategy; and, and explain how these components will be used to 
effectively and appropriately deal with issues or disputes that may arise during 
the environmental assessment process. In addition, an explanation should also 
be provided to clarify how issue resolution strategy will be finalized as part of 
the environmental assessment process. 
Section 10 Flexibility of this Terms of Reference  
 
a) Section 10, entitled “Flexibility of this Terms of Reference”, explains that 
because an Environmental Assessment must be prepared in accordance with 
an approved Terms of Reference flexibility has been provided to allow certain 
aspects of the proposed framework to be adjusted or to accommodate new 
circumstances during preparation of an Environmental Assessment. In addition, 
a list of the aspects and circumstances where flexibility is being sought has 
been presented in Table form. It is explained that the Table identifies the 
aspects and circumstances where Terrapure is seeking flexibility. It is 
understood that the Table identifies the aspects and circumstances of the 
environmental assessment decision making framework where flexibility may be 
required to address changes or modifications; however, it is not clear as to how 
each of the potential changes or modifications will be carried out or considered 
during the environmental assessment process.  
 
In accordance with the requirements of subsection 6.1(1) of the Environmental 
Assessment Act, an Environmental Assessment must be prepared in 
accordance with an approved Terms of Reference. As the Terms of Reference 
cannot be amended after it has been approved, it is important that flexibility be 
incorporated into the Terms of Reference to accommodate circumstances that 
could prevent the commitments in the Terms of Reference from being met. If it 
is known or anticipated that a potential change to a commitment in a Terms of 
Reference may be required because the commitment may be preliminary or 
potentially subject to revisions through input obtained during the preparation of 
the Environmental Assessment, it should be clearly explained in the Terms of 
Reference that the commitment may be subject to further refinement. It should 
also be clearly identified how the potential refinement may be carried out or 
considered during the environmental assessment process. An example of 
flexibility is when the Terms of Reference states that the description of the 
undertaking provided is preliminary and will be finalized as part of the 
environmental assessment process; and, the process by which the description 
of the undertaking will be finalized is identified. Incorporating flexibility into a 
Terms of Reference allows a proponent to refine such things as the 
Environmental Assessment Study Area, environmental assessment 
methodology, criteria and indicators, and the alternatives that are being 
considered as part of the environmental assessment process without having to 
start the entire process all over again from the beginning.  
 
Although it is accepted that flexibility may be incorporated into a Terms of 
Reference to accommodate circumstances that could prevent the commitments 
of a proposed environmental assessment decision making framework from 
being met, any potential changes to the framework presented in a Terms of 
Reference must be clearly identified; and, an explanation is to be provided to 
clarify how the potential change will be carried out or considered during the 
environmental assessment process. Furthermore, any potential changes to the 
framework presented in a Terms of Reference must be identified in the 

We have reviewed the Proposed ToR and where appropriate, we have 
identified within each section the commitment that may be subject to further 
refinement. The purpose of the Table in Section 10 was to provide a summary 
of the statements made within the relevant sections of the ToR. Consideration 
during the EA will be completed through consultation with the public, agencies 
and aboriginal groups as outlined in the consultation section of the ToR. 
Further, they will be finalized in the EA through the documentation of the 
decision-making process, culminating in a Final EA Report. 
 
The Proposed ToR (Section 10) will be amended to include a description on 
how each of the areas of flexibility will be finalized in the EA. The appropriate 
section of the ToR will also be included in the amended Table in Section 10. 
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appropriate section or subsection of the document. 
 
It is therefore the expectation of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate 
Change that an explanation will be provided to clarify how each of the aspects 
and circumstances presented in the Table, that have been identified as 
preliminary or subject to further refinement, will be refined or finalized during the 
environmental assessment process. It is also suggested that consideration be 
given to ensuring that any aspects or circumstances presented in the Table that 
may be considered preliminary or subject to further refinement during the 
preparation of the Environmental Assessment are appropriately identified as 
such in the appropriate section or subsection of the Terms of Reference  
 
In addition to the comments set forth above, comments have also been 
prepared by the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change’s West 
Central Region Office and Environmental Approvals Branch Approvals Services 
Section. Please refer to the following Appendices for the comments by the 
Ministry’s Regional Office and Approvals Services Section:  

• Appendix A: West Central Region Technical Support Section  
• Appendix B: Environmental Approvals Branch, Waste  
• Appendix C: Environmental Approvals Branch, Wastewater  
• Appendix D: Environmental Approvals Branch, Noise  
• Appendix E: West Central Region, Hydrology  

 
In closing, I would like to extend an invitation to Terrapure Environmental 
Limited to meet with Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change staff to 
discuss the comments on the Terms of Reference; how to most effectively 
address these comments; and, the next steps in the approvals process. At your 
earliest convenience, please feel free to contact the undersigned to arrange a 
meeting. 
 As directed, Technical Support staff reviewed the resubmitted Terms of 
Reference (ToR) for the expansion of the Terrapure Stoney Creek facility and 
provide the following comments as to the adequacy of measures being 
proposed by the ToR to assess the potential impacts to air quality, ground and 
surface water resources.  
Terrapure Environmental owns and operates the existing Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility (landfill) which is currently approved to accept solid, 
non-hazardous industrial residual material from commercial, industrial (ie. local 
steel production) and institutional sources. Industrial Sewage Certificate of 
Approval No. 5400-7DSSHU was issued for the stormwater management 
facility and the leachate collection/disposal facility and remains in effect.  
The Proposed Terms of Reference sets out the proposed framework for the 
planning and decision-making process that is to be followed during the 
preparation of the Environmental Assessment for the proposed reconfiguration 
of the landfill to accept an additional 3,680,000 m3 of solid, non-hazardous 
residual material (3,680,000 m3). The Proposed Terms of Reference identified 
that is consistent with the document “Code of Practice, Preparing and 
Reviewing Terms of Reference for Environmental Assessments in Ontario, 
Ministry of the Environment, July 2014”. The Environmental Assessment will 
consider the potential effects on the environment associated with the alteration 
that will be identified through the environmental assessment, the continued 
operation and closure/post closure of the facility. 

No comment required  
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 Surface Water  
 
1. Previous surface water and stormwater management reports submitted in 
support of the previous Environmental Assessment and previous/existing 
Certificate of Approvals should be included under the column Data Sources in 
Appendix C Table C-1 and Appendix D Table 2-1 in the final Terms of 
Reference. 

Appendix C, Table C-1 and Appendix D, Table 2-1 will be amended to include 
previous surface water and stormwater management reports submitted in 
support of the previous Environmental Assessment and previous/existing 
Certificate of Approvals. 

 Air Quality 
 
1. The Terms of Reference refer to the Atmospheric Environment (air and 
noise) in Section 6.2.3: Social Environment. This section refers to on-site 
ambient monitoring which includes wind speed, wind direction and particulate 
monitoring, including an annual PM10 monitoring report. It should be made 
more clear as to what data will continue to be monitored on-site, types and 
locations of monitors and how this information will be used to demonstrate any 
potential effects on the atmospheric environment. In addition to providing a 
preliminary list of potential environmental effects, the proponent should also 
include a preliminary list of criteria that will be used to evaluate the effects of the 
undertaking. Any potential atmospheric environmental effects should also be 
included in Table 6.1 – Potential Environmental Effects. 

Appendix D to the ToR outlines the proposed work plan for Air Quality and 
highlights the information sources, data to be reviewed and collected and the 
methodology for assessment and evaluation. Table 6.1 was provided as a 
summary of potential effects, while Appendix C and D to the ToR highlight a 
preliminary list of evaluation criteria. 

Land Use/Social Impacts  
 
In our comments on the 2016 draft Terms of Reference, we noted that the 
obvious change that will result to neighbouring residents will be is the visual 
impact associated with the alternatives that include vertical expansion. While 
the revised document also states that the existing berms and other visual 
screening will continue being maintained, this will not mitigate the height 
increase that will result. We previously suggested that in order to assist the 
public’s understanding of this particular impact and facilitate a realistic 
measurement for each of the alternatives, Terrapure should consider preparing 
simulations of the two alternatives that include vertical expansion. Visual 
simulations have been done quite successfully for other landfill expansion EAs 
and for Renewable Energy Approvals consisting of wind turbines. Evidence of 
the merit of conducting this kind of visual simulation can be taken from section 
9.12 of the revised document, where stakeholder concern with the “Visual 
impacts – height of the proposed reconfiguration, visibility from the surrounding 
community, and requirements for additional berms and/or fences” has been 
stated.  
 
We note that in their November 2016 response back to the ministry, Terrapure 
indicated that it would “consider” the use of visual simulations to better depict 
the visual impacts of each of the alternatives. It is not clear whether this is what 
is meant by the indicator provided for the evaluation criterion “Visual impact of 
the facility” or whether it will be one of the products of the tasks described in 
Attachment 6: Land Use, Social & Economic Environment. 

The Proposed ToR has included the criteria “Effect on views of the facility” in 
Appendix C and D-4 (Land Use Work Plan). Terrapure will predict and assess 
potential impacts of the alternative methods on the existing land uses and 
viewpoints from the SCRF. Terrapure has amended the Land Use Work Plan to 
outline the use of visual simulations as part of the comparative evaluation of 
alternative methods.  

Please note that additional comments on groundwater will be provided to you 
as soon as they are available. 

Noted and received. 

1. The existing approvals (EAA and EPA) allow for a service area of the 
Province of Ontario (Notice 9, January 18, 2013), however, the proposed Terms 
of Reference consistently refers to providing service to the Hamilton and 
Greater Toronto Area only. I understand that the primary market is this area due 
to its geographic proximity to the landfill site, however, if the intention is to 
maintain the existing province wide service area for the landfill site, this should 

The current Service Area for the site is Ontario-wide. We will amend the ToR to 
include this statement within the introduction as follows: 
 
The approved service area for the SCRF is the Province of Ontario, which will 
not change as a result of this EA. 
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be made clear in both the Terms of Reference and the EA itself. In addition, wherever we have referenced Hamilton and Greater Toronto Area 
(H&GTA), we will amend as follows:  
 
The preliminary description of the proposed undertaking is an expansion of the 
existing SCRF so as to increase its approved capacity by 3,680,000 m3 to 
receive additional post-diversion solid, non-hazardous industrial residual 
material generated predominantly within the H&GTA. 
 
We have also amended the ToR (Section 3.1) to clarify as follows: 
 
Currently, the SCRF is approved to receive up to 6,320,000 m3 of 
post-diversion solid, non-hazardous industrial residual material and 
approximately 2,000,000 m3 of industrial fill. The approved service area for the 
SCRF is the Province of Ontario, which will not change as a result of this EA. 
Based on historic annual disposal fill rates for residual material, there is 
approximately 2-4 years of residual capacity remaining at the SCRF as of the 
end of 2016. 

2. Since 2013 the landfill has been approved for the final disposal of 6.32 million 
m3 of residual waste along with an additional 2 million m3 of industrial fill in a 
separate section. Three of the 5 Alternative Methods (1,4 and 5) entail the 
reconfiguration of the landfill site by eliminating the area used for industrial fill 
and instead using the area for final disposal. 
 
It is not clear from the documentation as to whether industrial fill has been 
placed in this area already. If fill has been placed, then will it need to be 
excavated, removed and transported to another appropriate location? Or will 
excavated soil be stored for reuse somewhere on the site? It should be clear in 
the Terms of Reference· that the details of this aspect of the operation will be 
specified in the EA submissions and any associated effects evaluated. For 
example, the air and transportation impacts of the excavation of industrial fill 
would need to be assessed. 

To confirm, no industrial fill has been placed in the area of the SCRF currently 
designated to receive the additional 2 million m3 of industrial fill. As a result, 
there are no effects or requirements associated with removal and/or 
transportation of fill. 

3. For the Alternative Methods that involve expansion of the footprint into areas 
that are not currently used (or approved) for waste disposal operations (ie 
reconfiguration and horizontal expansions), the Terms of Reference should be 
clear that the advantages and disadvantages of extending appropriate liner and 
leachate collection systems are fully explored. For example, the costs of this 
work should be included in assessment of economic effects. 

As mentioned in the ToR, a detailed description of each of the Alternative 
Methods of Carrying Out the Undertaking will be provided as part of preparing 
the SCRF EA prior to their assessment and comparative evaluation (i.e. 
advantages and disadvantages). The detailed description of each Alternative 
Method will be based on a conceptual level of design, reflecting regulatory 
requirements (i.e. O. Reg. 232/98) and operational aspects at the SCRF (e.g. 
required on-site infrastructure including liner and leachate collection system). 
 
Appendix C and Appendix D to the ToR provides an evaluation criteria “Cost of 
facility” which will review relative costs of the alternative methods.  
 
It should be noted that the economic feasibility is a business decision made by 
at the sole discretion of the private proponent. 
 
In addition, the Proposed ToR (Table 6.1) will be amended to include the 
following under the “Economic” column: 
 
Cost of facility  

4. I am satisfied that Terrapure has properly: 
 
• Outlined the description and rationale for the undertaking; 
• Described a reasonable range of alternatives to address the purpose and 

Noted. 
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opportunity that Terrapure has identified; and 
• Identified the waste management approvals (EGA’s) and regulatory regime 
(0.Reg. 232/98) that would be applied if the Environment Assessment were to 
be approved. 
I have reviewed the following report from sewage works perspective: 
 
Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment – Proposed 
Terms of Reference, 
 
Prepared by Terrapure Environmental Ltd., dated February 8, 2017 The above 
proposed ToR is the revised version of the draft ToR, dated June 21, 2016, I 
reviewed in July 2017. The proposed ToR has committed to address, in the EA 
report, our mandate which is defined under the Ontario Water Resources Act 
(OWRA). Terrapure has committed to consider existing stormwater and 
leachate management infrastructure as part of both conceptual alternative 
footprint designs and site reconfiguration.  
 
I have no more comments. 

Noted. 

The following noise study items should be considered when preparing the 
Environmental Assessment for the Stoney Creek Regional Facility 
reconfiguration: 
 
(1) Noise Limits: shall comply with the MOECC noise limits in: 
 
a) Noise Guidelines for Landfill Sites, October 1998; 
b) Publication NPC-115, “Construction Equipment”; 
c) Publication NPC-118, “Motorized Conveyances”; and 
d) Publication NPC-300, “Environmental Noise Guideline, Stationary and 
Transportation Sources-Approval and Planning, Publication NPC-300”, August, 
2013. 
 
(2) Noise Report: shall be prepared in accordance with: 
a) Publication NPC-233, “Information to be Submitted for Approval of Stationary 
Sources of Sound’’, October, 1995 as amended; and 
b) “Bas.ic Comprehensive Certificates of Approval (Air), User Guide, Appendix 
A - Supporting Information for an Acoustic Assessment Report or Vibration 
Assessment Report Required by a Basic Comprehensive CofA” prepared by the 
Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch, Version 2.1, March, 2011. 
 
Please ensure that noise impacts are assessed at all existing and future (vacant 
lot) points of reception surrounding the landfill site in all cardinal directions. In 
accordance with NPC-300, residential and any other noise-sensitive land uses 
are to be considered. 

Appendix D-5 states that the based on the Conceptual Designs for the 
Alternative Methods, Terrapure will predict and assess potential impacts from a 
noise perspective in accordance with applicable MOECC Noise guidelines. 
We will ensure that as part of the EA, the guidelines you have mentioned are 
incorporated for analysis and that the ultimate noise report that will be 
submitted in support of the ECA will be prepared in accordance with your 
comments and appropriate MOECC publications. 
 
Appendix D-4 has committed to assessing noise impacts at all existing and 
future (vacant lot) points of reception surrounding the landfill site. 

Based on my review of the Proposed Terms of Reference (GHD, Feb. 2017) in 
regards to surface water, I have the following comment:  
 
1. Previous surface water and stormwater management reports submitted in 
support of the previous Environmental Assessment and previous/existing 
Certificate of Approvals should be included under the column Data Sources in 
Appendix C Table C-1 and Appendix D Table 2-1 in the Proposed Terms of 
Reference. 

Appendix C, Table C-1 and Appendix D, Table 2-1 will be amended to include 
previous surface water and stormwater management reports submitted in 
support of the previous Environmental Assessment and previous/existing 
Certificate of Approvals. 

As per your request I have reviewed the document entitled “Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility Environmental Assessment, Proposed Terms of Reference”, 

Terrapure will consider the installation of new monitoring wells at the north and 
northeast sides of the site to characterize groundwater flow and quality for 
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prepared by GHD and dated February 3, 2017. My review is limited to sections 
pertaining to groundwater aspects of the site. Based on my review of the 
submitted documents I offer the following comments and recommendations: 
 
1. The proposed geology and hydrogeology work plan is generally acceptable 

however more details would be required prior to undertaking investigations 
 

2. As the proposed reconfiguration of the waste footprint is to the north of the 
existing waste footprint, the proposed work plan should consider installation 
of new monitoring wells at the north and northeast sides of the site to 
characterize groundwater flow and quality 

 
3. The proposed work plan should include discussion on the potential failure 

of the landfill engineered liner and current remedial systems 
 

4. The work plan should consider developing a predictive groundwater model 
to stimulate flow patterns and leachate fate and transport 

 
It would be beneficial to consider developing a 3D site conceptual model that 
incorporates all hydrogeological data in addition to other engineering data 
(landfill and liner configurations, site features). This model would help in future 
assessment of site performance. 

documentation in the future Existing Conditions Report for HydroGeology.  
 
With respect to contingencies and potential failure, this will be included in the 
assessment during the EA once a preferred alternative has been selected and 
will be reviewed for all disciplines, not just for HydroGeology. 
 
The predictive groundwater model will follow a traditional analytical model that 
will predict the direction and rate of flow based on existing hydrogeologic data. 
This will be carried out in the EA. 
 
Terrapure will commit to developing a 3D site conceptual model for the 
preferred alternative and have amended the Geology and Hydrogeology Work 
Plan to reflect this commitment.  
 
 

April 18, 
2017 

Email  The Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change’s Environmental 
Approvals Branch and West Central Region Office have completed their review 
of the draft Amended Terms of Reference for Stoney Creek Regional Facility 
Environmental Assessment. The review was carried out to determine whether 
the proposed amendments to the document adequately address the comments 
and concerns that were raised during the 30 day public review and comment 
period that followed the formal submission of the original Terms of Reference. 
 
The Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change has the following 
comments pertaining to the identified sections of the draft amended Terms of 
Reference documentation: 

No response required. May 3, 
2017 

Email 

Subsection 2.1 History of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility –  
 
The Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change is concerned about the 
draft amended Terms of Reference citing the Taro East Landfill Expert Panel: 
Final Report, 2000. This is because the Report was prepared by an 
eight-member expert panel, appointed by this Ministry, that was tasked with 
examining and making recommendations on monitoring practices and 
safeguards being carried out at the landfill site; and, with assessing the 
potential long term environmental and community health impacts associated 
with waste disposal at the landfill. The report made a number of 
recommendations and suggestion with respect to how the design and operation 
of the landfill could be improved. 
 
The Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change is concerned that the 
reference to the Taro East Landfill Expert Panel: Final Report, 2000, may be 
presented out of context. For this reason the Ministry recommends that the 
reference to the Report be removed. However, should Terrapure Environmental 
wish to keep the reference to the Report in order to provide additional context 
about the design and history of the facility, then it is the expectation of this 
Ministry that the Terms of Reference will be amended to provide an explanation 

The reference to Taro East Landfill Panel has been removed from subsection 
2.1 of the amended Proposed ToR. 
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about why the report was commissioned; and, that a copy of the Report be 
included as an appendix (attached). 
Subsection 6.2.1 Natural Environment –  
 
The Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change is concerned that the 
description of atmospheric conditions does not include any reference or 
information about air quality. It is the expectation of this Ministry that subsection 
6.2.1 will be amended to include a description of the current air quality 
conditions in the preliminary environmental assessment study area or, at a 
minimum, a commitment be made to provide a description of the air quality 
conditions in the final environmental assessment study area during the 
environmental assessment process. 

The following commitment has been included in subsection 6.2.1 of the 
amended Proposed ToR: 

 A description of the air quality conditions in the final environmental assessment 
study area will be provided as part of the SCRF EA. 

 

Subsection 6.2.6.3 Potential Effects –  
 
The Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change is concerned Table 6.1, 
entitled “Potential Environmental Effects”, has not be amended to include 
potential effects to atmospheric conditions as part of the natural environment 
component. It is the expectation of this Ministry that Table 6.1 will be amended 
to identify potential effects to atmospheric conditions as a type of potential 
effect under the natural component of the environment.  

The following potential effect has been included as part of the natural 
environment component in Table 6.1 of the amended Proposed ToR: 
 
• Temporary and/or permanent change in air quality 
 

Subsection 6.2.5 Cultural Environment –  
 
The Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change is satisfied that that the 
Terms of Reference has been amended to include a commitment to notify the 
Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport should any potential archaeological 
resources be discovered during other field investigations. The Ministry, 
however, is concerned that there is no mention about whether potentially 
affected Aboriginal communities will also be notified. It is the expectation of the 
Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that subsection 6.2.5 will be 
further amended to include a commitment to notify potentially affected 
Aboriginal communities should any potential archaeological resources be 
discovered during other field investigations. 

 
The following commitment has been included in subsection 6.2.5 of the 
amended Proposed ToR: 
 
Further, Terrapure will also notify potentially affected Aboriginal communities 
should any potential archaeological resources be discovered during other field 
investigations. 

Subsection 6.2.6.3 Potential Effects –  
It is understood that Terrapure Environmental has stated that it will not be 
considering human health during the environmental assessment process. 
Please be advised that the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change 
does not support the completion of an Environmental Assessment that excludes 
giving adequate consideration to the potential impacts to human health. It is the 
expectation of this Ministry that Table 6.1 will be amended to identify potential 
effects to human health as a type of potential effect under the social component 
of the environment. 

The following potential effect has been included as part of the social 
environment component in Table 6.1 of the amended Proposed ToR: 
 
Potential effects to human health 

Subsection 7.1.1.1 Cultural Environment – 
 
It is understood that as part of the amendments to subsection 7.1.1.1 a 
commitment has been made which clarifies that “impact management 
measures other than those currently utilized at the existing landfill may be 
developed and assessed as part of the environmental assessment”. It is the 
expectation of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that in 
finalizing this proposed amendment the word “may” be replaced with the word 
“will”.  

The wording in subsection 7.1.1.1 in the amended Proposed ToR has been 
revised by replacing “may” with “will” as follows: 
 
In addition, impact management measures other than those currently utilized at 
the existing SCRF will may be developed and assessed as part of the EA. 

Appendix C Preliminary Evaluation Criteria and Indicators for Assessing the 
Alternative Methods of Carrying Out the Undertaking -   
 

Table C-1 has been amended to identify human health as an environmental 
component under the social environment, along with appropriate criteria, 
indicators and data sources. 
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It is the expectation of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that 
Table C-1 will be amended to identify human health as an environmental 
component under the social environment; and, that appropriate evaluation 
criteria, indicators and potential data sources be identified to explain how 
human health will be assessed during the environmental assessment process. 
Appendix C Preliminary Evaluation Criteria and Indicators for Assessing the 
Alternative Methods of Carrying Out the Undertaking -   
 
It is the expectation of the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change that 
Table C-1 will be amended to identify atmospheric conditions as an 
environmental component under the natural environment; and, that appropriate 
evaluation criteria, indicators and potential data sources be identified to explain 
how atmospheric conditions will be assessed during the environmental 
assessment process. 

Table C-1 has been amended to identify atmospheric conditions as an 
environmental component under the natural environment, along with 
appropriate criteria, indicators and data sources. 

Ministry of 
Natural 
Resources 
and Forestry 
(MNRF) 

Tara McKenna, 
District Planner 

March 9, 
2017 

Email Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry (MNRF) staff have reviewed the 
Terms of Reference (TOR) for the Terrapure Stoney Creek Regional Facility 
Landfill Expansion. This email is to acknowledge that the work proposed in the 
TOR appears to meet MNRF’s jurisdictional mandate and that the Ministry’s 
interests have been adequately identified for confirmation during the 
Environmental Assessment (EA) process. 
 
It would be appreciated if MNRF staff continue to be circulated on updates 
during the EA process. Please let me know if you require anything else 
regarding this project. 

Thank you for your continued interest and participation in the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility Environmental Assessment (SCRF EA). If the Terms of 
Reference is approved, we look forward to continuing to consult with the 
Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry during the Environmental 
Assessment. 

March 28, 
2017 

Email 

Ministry of 
Tourism, 
Culture and 
Sport 

Dan Minkin, 
Heritage 
Planner 

March 10, 
2017 

Email Thank you for providing the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) with 
the draft Proposed Terms of Reference (ToR) for your project. MTCS’s interest 
in this EA project relates to its mandate of conserving Ontario’s cultural 
heritage, which includes: 
  

• Archaeological resources, including land-based and marine; 
• Built heritage resources, including bridges and monuments; and,  
• Cultural heritage landscapes.  

Under the EA process, the proponent is required to determine a project’s 
potential impact on cultural heritage resources.  
 
An earlier draft of the ToR made no provision for cultural heritage studies such 
as archaeological assessment or heritage impact assessment, on the grounds 
that the preferred alternative would not expand the facility beyond the property 
that has already been assessed and disturbed in the planning and construction 
of the existing facility. Based on information provided directly to MTCS by the 
project team, we were satisfied with this rationale, so long as the preferred 
Alternative to the Undertaking as identified in the draft is carried forward. Our 
only comment in that case was that the final EA documentation should make 
reference to this rationale. 
 
The final Terms of Reference as circulated for comment does make provision 
for cultural heritage studies to be included among the technical studies (section 
6.2.6.2) and for impacts to cultural heritage resources to be included among 
assessed potential environmental effects (Table 6.1), although the preferred 
Alternative To remains the same and it is unclear whether changes made to the 
range of Alternative Methods increase the potential for cultural heritage 
impacts. Nonetheless, MTCS supports the addition explicit reference to cultural 
heritage technical studies and impact evaluation, to the extent that the 

The change to the range of Alternative Methods does not increase the potential 
for cultural heritage impacts.  

March 29, 
2017 

Email 
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alternatives under consideration necessitate them as the study unfolds. The 
following comments pertain to the approach proposed in the ToR to considering 
potential cultural heritage impacts. 
 
The “Cultural” field in Table 6.1 names “Disturbance to lands with significant 
archaeological potential” as the potential archaeological effect. If alternatives 
that would disturb lands with archaeological potential are under consideration, 
their potential archaeological impact should be evaluated in terms of the 
presence of actual archaeological resources they have the potential to disturb, 
based on the findings of an archaeological assessment.  

We do not anticipate that the proposed Alternative Methods would disturb lands 
with archaeological potential, however we have included the criteria and 
indicators to ensure the broad definition of the environment under the EA Act is 
considered in the EA. We will be providing the previously prepared 
Archaeological Assessment as a Supporting Document to the ToR and will pass 
this on to MTCS as well. 

Another bullet in the same field refers to “Removal of cultural landscape units”. 
The terminology “cultural landscape units” is unclear, as it is not used in Ontario 
cultural heritage or land use planning policy. We would instead suggest 
“Disturbance to cultural heritage landscapes”. 
 
Table 8-1 in Appendix D-8 lists published data sources and MTCS screening 
tools as the data sources for archaeological and built heritage evaluation criteria 
and indicators. These are appropriate data sources for making a determination 
as to whether technical studies are required. However, should such a screening 
determine that alternative(s) under consideration do have the potential to 
impact cultural heritage resources and therefore trigger technical studies (an 
Archaeological Assessment in the case of archaeology, and a Cultural Heritage 
Evaluation Report and/or Heritage Impact Assessment in the case of built 
heritage), it will be necessary to use these technical reports as the data sources 
for determining potential effects as per the listed indicators. 
 
Thank you for consulting MTCS on this project: please continue to do so 
through the EA process, and contact me for any questions or clarification. 

We will amend Table 6.1 accordingly. 
 

Regional and Municipal Agencies 
City of 
Hamilton 
 

Steve 
Robichaud, 
Planning and 
Economic 
Development 
Department 

March 10, 
2017 

Email  
The City of Hamilton appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Proposed 
ToR and acknowledges the changes made to the Proposed Terms of 
Reference (ToR) have improved the readability and overall flow of the 
document. In response to comments from stakeholders and the public, 
including the City’s recommendations that were previously provided in 
September 28, 2016, the Proposed ToR has being revised to broaden the 
number of Alternative Methods (footprints) from 2 to 6. 
 
Council’s current position on the SCRF size and configuration is according the 
Environmental Compliance of Approval (ECA) No. A 181008, as amended in 
2013. Therefore, the proposed changes, as indicated in the Proposed ToR, are 
contrary to Council’s position regarding the maximum height, capacity and 
layout of the facility. 

To be clear, and to address your comment on Council’s current position, 
Terrapure is not currently seeking an amendment to the Environmental 
Compliance Approval (formerly known as Certificate of Approval or CofA). 
Terrapure is going through a planning process (Individual Environmental 
Assessment process) to provide the opportunity for members of the public, and 
other stakeholders (such as the City of Hamilton) to comment on a proposed 
undertaking. The first step of the Environmental Assessment process is the 
preparation and submission of the Terms of Reference.  
Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry of 
Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the 
framework for the next step in the process: the Environmental Assessment. 
Approval of the Terms of Reference would allow Terrapure to move forward 
with completing an Environmental Assessment to evaluate its proposal to 
increase the approved capacity of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) 
by 3,680,000 m3. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that 
the proposed capacity increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be 
permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 
The City has been an important partner to Terrapure and the SCRF, both as a 
customer as well as a beneficiary through the Host Agreement/ Heritage Green 
Community Trust that has funded numerous community projects and facilities. 
We look forward to the continued partnership and encourage the City to 
continue the dialogue within the Environmental Assessment process. 

March 31, 
2017 

Email 
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Summary of Comments   
 
Staff has a number of outstanding issues that have not been adequately 
addressed through the Proposed Terms of Reference or would have to be 
addressed during the EA phase. These issues include: 
 
• Impacts on approved and planned residential development to the north of the 
facility if a reduced distance between the residual material and residential 
developments is approved by MOECC; 
• Need for a Landfill Impact Assessment to carried as part of the EA; 
•Visual Impacts. A comprehensive visual impact assessment must be included 
in the EA; 
• Air Quality and Noise impacts; 
• Financial assessment. An assessment of potential changes in property value 
and assessment value must be included in the EA; 
• Drainage, servicing impacts, and future urbanization of roads abutting the 
subject lands; 
• Transportation and traffic, specifically the items expected to be addressed 
during the EA phase; 
• Source water protection, specifically the items expected to be addressed 
during the EA phase; 
• Confusing/Conflicting information on the total amount of waste/fill; 
• EA Process. Pre-determination of the “Alternatives To” and the exclusion of a 
null option; and, 
• Need for a review of current agreements with the City of Hamilton. 

Thank-you for the summary. We have considered the comments received 
during the Draft Terms of Reference phase from members of the public, 
stakeholders (including the City) and Aboriginal communities and believe that 
we have modified the Terms of Reference to address the comments and 
concerns raised. 
Through meetings with City staff, Terrapure has provided responses and 
clarifications to City staff and has revised the Terms of Reference to specifically 
address comments from the City, including the number of alternatives to be 
reviewed during the Environmental Assessment.  
 
We agree with the City that a majority of the comments provided by the City in 
this letter are related to information that will be provided during the 
Environmental Assessment, and as a result will be addressed through the 
preparation of the next step, the Environmental Assessment. 

  

Impacts on approved and planned residential development to the north of the 
facility if a reduced distance between the residual material and residential 
developments is approved bvMOECC: 
 
Based on the current SCRF Certificate of Approval, residential development 
has been approved on the north side of Green Mountain Road West 
(approximately 20 m from the Terrapure property line). According to the 
Proposed ToR, in Alternative Methods #1, #4, and #5, and partially in #2 and 
#6, the section closest to Green Mountain Road West would switch back to 
accepting solid, non-hazardous industrial residual material, rather than 
accepting industrial fill. As indicated in our comments on the Draft Proposed 
ToR, policy B.7.5.13.4 of the Nash Neighbourhood Secondary Plan indicates 
that a Holding Zone is required for lands intended for residential use within 160 
metres of the Terrapure SCRF operating limits (i.e., landfill footprint). The 
purpose of the Holding “H” Provisions is to restrict development within 160 
metres of the boundary of the landfill site in order to protect the public’s interest. 
 
Staff request the 160 m Holding Zone policy from the Nash Neighbourhood 
Secondary Plan be addressed during the EA stage. The EA should include the 
Holding Zone as one of the indicators in the evaluation criteria regarding “Effect 
on Existing Land Uses” and “Effect on approved/planned land uses”. The EA 
should include a comprehensive assessment of the effects of the alternative 
methods on the existing and future residential uses within the 160 metres 
holding zone affecting the developments north of Green Mountain Road West. 

As part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment of the potential 
effects of the project on the environment including existing and future land uses, 
including residential subdivisions within the proposed study area (within 1.5km 
from the SCRF) to ensure the project does not have significant negative effects 
on the residential homes (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendices D-4 
and D-7 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
In relation to your comment, Terrapure will assess and evaluate the potential 
effects on approved/ planned land uses and will utilize City of Hamilton land use 
planning controls, including existing Holding By-Laws that may apply to 
adjacent lands. It should be noted that the evaluation criteria and indicators 
provided within the Terms of Reference were referred to as Preliminary and will 
be finalized during the Environmental Assessment. We will continue 
discussions with the City on this issue during the Environmental Assessment. 
With specific reference to lands that are undeveloped and still under the 160m 
Holding By-Law, it is our understanding that the provision states the following: 

• That all residential lands within 160 metres of the working licensed 
limits of an active quarry or the limits of a former quarry under 
rehabilitation shall not be developed until such time as the 
completion of mining and the completion of rehabilitation on the 
quarry lands immediately adjacent to the residential holding zone 
have been finalized to the City’s satisfaction.  

Under the SCRF’s current ECA and operations, the rehabilitation of the former 
quarry is still ongoing and will be until the site is closed – currently projected not 
to be completed until 16-22 years from now. 

  

Need for a Landfill Impact Assessment to be carried as part of the EA: 
 
As a result, staff have issues with the proposed revisions to increase the 
operation limits of the SCRF Site (which receives residual waste) and the 

Terrapure has a proven history of operating in accordance with the 
requirements of its Environmental Compliance Approval (ECA) No. A181008 
and other applicable legislation.  
As part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment of the potential 
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impact that the site will have on the neighbouring residential uses to the north of 
Green Mountain Road West. 
 
As previously discussed, and in order to assess potential effects of the residual 
waste on the current and future sensitive land uses surrounding the SCRF, 
Section 6.2.6.2 Investigative Studies, should also include a detailed study, 
similar to a Landfill Impact Assessment, on the potential effects of the 
Alternative Methods on the residential developments already approved north of 
Green Mountain Road West. Such study should be completed in order to speak 
to the compatibility issues that now exist. 
Developers of the lands to the north of Green Mountain Road West undertook a 
Landfill Impact Assessment. Copies of the Assessment are available upon 
request. The assumptions and input into these studies require to be updated to 
determine if there are/may be any impacts on the current and planned 
residential developments to the north of the facility as a result of the proposed 
changes to the SCRF. 

effects of the project on the environment including existing and future land uses, 
including residential subdivisions within the proposed study area (within 1.5 km 
from the SCRF) to ensure the project does not have significant negative effects 
on the residential homes (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendices D-4 
and D-7 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
The very nature of an Individual Environmental Assessment is to review 
potential impacts on the broad definition of the Environment as per the Ontario 
Environmental Assessment Act. The final EA Report will document the potential 
effects, mitigation measures and resultant net effects to the environment with 
respect to the preferred alternative method (i.e. preferred footprint). It will be 
incumbent on Terrapure to demonstrate to the public, agencies, stakeholders 
and Aboriginal communities that there are no significant net effects to the broad 
definition of the environment, including land use.  
The previously prepared Landfill Impact Assessment that the City has referred 
to is a provincial requirement for property owners wishing to develop lands 
within proximity to an active or closed landfill (also known as a D4 Guideline). It 
is not a requirement of a landfill operator to complete this analysis. An 
Environmental Assessment is more rigorous and comprehensive than a Landfill 
Impact Assessment and the information that will ultimately be documented in 
our EA Report will certainly assist the City and a future proponent who wishes 
to develop the lands to the north of the SCRF.  

Visual Impacts. A comprehensive visual impact assessment must be included in 
the EA: 
 
At this point, the Proposed ToR does not provide information regarding the 
resulting buffer zones, setbacks to surrounding developments, contours and 
slopes, peak elevation and height, footprint size, leachate generation rates or 
infrastructure requirements. Staff acknowledge that this information will be 
described in detail and based on a conceptual level of design, during the EA 
phase (as indicated in the Proposed ToR, Appendix E). Consequently, Planning 
Division will provide detailed comments regarding the Alternative Methods 
during the EA phase. 
 
However, Staff, Council and the surrounding community have indicated serious 
concerns regarding negative visual impacts as a result of any increase to the 
ultimate height of landfill. Visual impacts from increased height of the landfill 
must be studied in detail. Planning staff request that section 6.2.6.2 
Investigative Studies, should specifically include a “detailed visual assessment”. 
 
It is also recommended that Terrapure consult with the Niagara Escarpment 
Commission (NEC) as the Niagara Escarpment Plan area borders the subject 
lands to the northwest. Comments from the NEC should be considered on any 
change to the maximum height and associated visual impact. 
 
Staff reiterate Council’s position on the facility’s height, which is as per current 
ECA approvals. Therefore, any increase in height is contrary to Council’s 
position and cannot be supported. 

As part of the SCRF EA we will be carrying out a visual assessment, where 
view-sheds will be analysed and appropriate screening measures determined 
(see Section 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-4 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
Screening measures may include earth berms, vegetation, and fencing, which 
would be used to ensure that views of the SCRF are minimized from the 
surrounding community. Terrapure is committing to the City that the preparation 
of visual simulation models will occur as part of the assessment and analysis. 
In addition, during the Terms of Reference consultation phase, Terrapure 
listened to input from members of our local community, including the members 
of the CLC and local councillors, regarding the current visibility of the site from 
surrounding vantage points. In response, we are presently implementing 
additional visual screening measures at the site as you have noted. Berms have 
been heightened to increase screening around site access points and fencing is 
currently being installed on the west side of the site.  
A detailed description of each of the Alternative Methods of Carrying Out the 
Undertaking will be provided as part of preparing the SCRF EA prior to their 
assessment and comparative evaluation. The detailed description of each 
Alternative Method will be based on a conceptual level of design, reflecting 
regulatory requirements (i.e. O. Reg. 232/98) and operational aspects at the 
SCRF (e.g. required on-site infrastructure). These descriptions will assist in the 
evaluation of visual impacts and we welcome the City’s comments during this 
phase of the Environmental Assessment.  
As previously conveyed to the City in our response letter dated November 18, 
2016 the NEC was notified of the commencement of the SCRF EA ToR process 
and was invited to comment on the ToR. The NEC has confirmed that the 
SCRF is not located within the Niagara Escarpment Plan Area and is outside 
the area of Development Control. For this reason, the NEC has indicated that it 
will not be commenting on the draft ToR. 
To be clear, and to address the City’s comment on Council’s current position, 
Terrapure is not currently seeking an amendment to the Environmental 
Compliance Approval (formerly known as Certificate of Approval or CofA). We 
would encourage Council to review the results of the evaluation and 
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assessment of alternative methods and provide feedback and comments once 
the detailed information has been provided, including on a potential height 
increase for some of the Alternative Methods proposed. 

Air Qualitv and Noise impacts: 
 
Staff reiterate that the noise and air quality studies should consider the planned 
(approved) residential development on the north side of Green Mountain Road 
West (Victory Subdivision), which are located as close as 20 m to the Terrapure 
property line. These approved dwellings must be considered as sensitive 
receptors for the purposes of the noise and air quality studies. 

Appendix D-5 states that based on the Conceptual Designs for the Alternative 
Methods, Terrapure will predict and assess potential impacts from an air and 
noise perspective in accordance with applicable MOECC guidelines. 
We will ensure that as part of the EA, the guidelines are incorporated for 
analysis 
 
Appendix D-5 has committed to assessing noise and air quality impacts at all 
existing and future (vacant lot) points of reception surrounding the existing 
SCRF. 

  

Financial assessment. An assessment of potential changes in propertv value 
and assessment value must be included in the EA: 
 
Table 6.1 - Potential Environmental Effects - Economic, should include the 
“Temporary and/or long-term impacts to approved and planned land uses” as 
well as the “Temporary and/or long-term impacts of the proposed Alternative 
Methods on the areas within the Holding Zone established in the Nash 
Neighbourhood Secondary Plan”. 
 
Table 6.1 - Potential Environmental Effects - Economic, should also include 
additional measures regarding “Temporary or long-term changes in property 
value and assessment value” and “Financial changes on residential users 
affected”. 
 
The impact of changes from industrial fill to residual material on the existing and 
approved sensitive uses should be explored in detail. In particular, a financial 
assessment should be included to evaluate the potential changes in property 
values and assessment values. 

It should be noted that Table 6.1 was provided as a summary of potential 
effects, while Appendix C and D to the ToR highlight a preliminary list of 
evaluation criteria as well as more detail on the work plans for studying the 
potential effects.  
 
We do not intend to do a property value assessment. The effect on property 
values is speculative as the determination of property value is based on a 
number of factors, including the overall health of the economy in Ontario. For 
example, property values in the area around the SCRF have increased in 
recent years and homes in nearby developments have been selling well. 
Terrapure cannot offer speculation as to the likely current or future values of 
properties, given that property values are based on a variety of factors outside 
of the SCRF. This is similar to our understanding that the City does not 
undertake assessments of property value changes as part of their own 
Environmental Assessments. 

  

Drainage, servicing impacts. and future urbanization of roads abutting the 
subject lands: 
 
Does Section 6.2.6.2 - Investigative Studies - Surface Water 
Resources - Include Quality and Quantity Control with monitoring including for 
potential spills? 
 
Clarify whether there will be a structure or stop valve to cease the flow into the 
downstream system if there is a potential spillage into the pond, or where the 
monitoring results exceed the prescribed parameters. 
 
The changes to the SCRF footprint and operations may require a Municipal Site 
Plan Amendment Approval and subsequent road widenings as per the Urban 
Hamilton Official Plan. Green Mountain Road West has a rural cross-section 
and urbanization is required. 
 
Regarding the Evaluation Criteria provided is in the Surface Water Resources 
Work Plan, is of Staff opinion that the criteria is weak and will need to be refined 
through the actual EA Process. The City has identified areas of interest and 
should be included in the evaluation criteria, being: 
 
• Drinking water and fire protection needs; 
• Stormwater runoff; 

The SCRF has an existing stormwater management system in place at the site 
which operates under ECA 5400-7DSSHU. The ECA describes the design and 
function of the stormwater management system, and outlines requirements for 
operation, maintenance, monitoring, and reporting. Quarterly monitoring is 
carried out and water samples are tested against a number of parameters to 
identify any potential impacts from leachate or spills. The stormwater 
management system currently includes a valve that can be closed to prevent 
the release of stormwater from the site, if required. In accordance with the ECA, 
a Stormwater Contingency and Remedial Action Plan has also been prepared 
for the stormwater management system.  
 
As part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment of the potential 
effects of the project on the environment including surface water quality and 
quanitity (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-2 of the Proposed 
Terms of Reference).  
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• Sanitary discharge quantity; and, 
• Sanitary discharge quality with respect to Sewer Use By-Jaw. 
Of note, these items have been identified previously, but do not appear to be 
explicitly addressed in the ToR as criteria to evaluate the alternatives to the 
Problem/Opportunity Statement. Of note, these items are typically approved 
through the City’s Site Plan Process. 
Transportation and traffic: 
 
As indicated in our comments on the Draft Proposed ToR, the following items 
should be addressed during the Environmental Assessment: 

• All intersections within 500 m of site that may be impacted from additional 
truck traffic. 

• Require proposed haul routes including maneuvers from City roads in/out of 
site. 

• Impact on capacity/safety and overall operations of heavy trucks climbing 
the Red Hill Valley Parkway or Centennial to access site. 

• All intersections along proposed route to truck route and onto freeway: 
• Down Upper Centennial/Centennial to QEW. 
• Across Mud to LINC/RHVP. 

• A Traffic Impact Study is needed. 

• Reference to our Truck Route Master Plan and impacts. 

• Pedestrian and cycling impacts along First Road West and Green Mountain 
Road West. 

• Analysis should be done for what they can ultimately service, not just what 
is predicted (250 vehicles maximum). 

We do not anticipate that the proposed project would require road widenings 
since there will be no change to the annual permitted tonnage received at the 
SCRF and, as a result, there would be no change to the maximum number of 
vehicles to the site per day or annually. In addition, we are not proposing any 
change to the existing property boundaries 

  

Source water protection: 
 
More information will be required during the EA process to simply gain a better 
understanding of onsite operations and groundwater chemistry throughout the 
monitoring network to assist staff with the review. As a result, the following is 
required to be discussed within the EA report: 
 
1. Design details of the Engineered Liner System, specifically if the liner is 
graded to promote the direction and collection of leachate and/or recharged 
water. 
2. More information on the leachate collection system, namely if LS1 and LS2 
will be used to monitor leachate chemistry in the future. Furthermore, we would 
also like more details on the operation of the automated monitoring equipment 
at the permanent leachate pumping station. As of July 2013, it was reported 
that it was not operational and had yet to be repaired based on the last annual 
monitoring report that was publically available. City staff would expect 
discussion of this system through the EA process. 
3. Annual monitoring reports show water chemistry data for select stations, and 
primarily focus on inorganic chemistry. Although organic chemistry has been 
provided for select locations, City staff request all historic inorganic and organic 

As noted above, the evaluation criteria and indicators provided within the Terms 
of Reference were referred to as Preliminary and will be finalized during the 
Environmental Assessment in consultation with the City. 
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chemistry data for the following monitoring stations: 14, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 56, 
60, 61, 68, 76, TS-1, T-12, T, 29, T-30, T-31, T-32. We would expect that both 
organic and inorganic chemistry has been comprehensively analyzed 
throughout the monitoring network, and that there is sufficient 
representativeness from all hydrostratigraphic units (or flow zones). Borehole 
records should be provided to better understand groundwater chemistry from 
each hydrostratigraphic unit. 
4. Previous reports indicate 23 off-property monitoring locations and 2 private 
domestic wells. City staff request all water chemistry and water level data from 
these offproperty monitoring locations, provided that these locations are not 
already captured by the requested data above. Only one domestic well was 
identified north of the SCRF, near decommissioned well 34. No data was able 
to be located for this domestic well. City staff expect that data will be made 
available during the EA process. 
5. Within Attachment 2 of the previous Draft ToR Appendix, a Conceptual 
Design Report is discussed, which would include predictive modelling of 
contaminating lifespan as per 0. Reg 232/98, mitigation measures, impacts on 
the local groundwater system, and a groundwater monitoring program for the 
preferred alternative. City staff We would like to be circulated on the Conceptual 
Design Report once completed.  
6. From the 2014 Annual Monitoring Report (Jackman Geoscience), City staff 
seek clarification from the following statement within the report: 
“From here the collected water can be pumped to a transmission line for 
discharge to either the sanitary sewer or stormwater depending on whether the 
groundwater has been impacted or not”. Our questions are as follows: 
 

• What indicators or triggers would suggest that groundwater has been 
impacted? 

• When the report states “... sanitary sewer or stormwater’, is the collected 
water going to the stormwater management pond located in the northwest 
quadrant of the SCRF, or to some other stormwater outlet? 

• What is the ultimate fate of water within the stormwater management pond? 
We would expect water quality results and a thorough discussion of surface 
water monitoring on site. 

7. Given the proponent’s intention to discuss cumulative impacts, City staff 
would expect some discussion on how groundwater quality and quantity may be 
impacted by historic or future activities close to the SCRF. This would include 
construction dewatering in support of new developments, municipal water and 
sewer infrastructure, as well as any dewatering required to support the newly 
proposed commercial or residential developments in the area. 
8. Given the hydrogeologic setting, City staff are anticipating a discussion on 
potential risks, impacts, and mitigation due to the facility being situated on 
karstic carbonate bedrock. This would include the monitoring of the closed 
landfill adjacent to the SCRF. 
9. Newalta Corporation previously had a Compliance Agreement for Sulphates; 
The SCRF has been in compliance since October 2008. If the leachate 
becomes more concentrated there is potential to exceed the by-law limit of 
1500 mg/L. Sulphates are naturally occurring in ground water in this area. 
Potential issues regarding the Sewer Use Bylaw Sulphate limit should be 
discussed during the EA. 
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Confusing/Conflicting information on the total amount of waste/fill: 
 
The Proposed ToR does not provide clarity regarding the final capacity of the 
site. If the increased capacity of 3,680,000 m3 for residual material is approved, 
would the total capacity be 10,000,000 m3 or 12,000,000 m3? This is 
particularly confusing in Alternative Methods #2, #3, and #6, which indicate that 
the facility would still be approved to receive Industrial Fill. 
 
It is referenced in the report that Terrapure is seeking to increase the amount of 
Residual Material by 3,680,000 m3  however, there is no clear indication 
whether the current approved capacity for industrial fill/soils (i.e. 2,000,000 m3) 
would be maintained. The proposed ToR simply state the increase in residual 
material (3,680,000 m3), which may be confusing without accounting for the 
re-allocation of industrial fill/soil (i.e. -2,000,000 m3), and some may calculate 
the total capacity with that included resulting in 12,000,000 m3. 

As stated in our November 18, 2016 response GHD confirmed with the City of 
Hamilton through discussions with Rich Shebib (Acting Project Manager, 
Corridor Management Section), that the City has no comments concerning the 
completed existing conditions traffic analysis and the City does not have any 
comments on the proposed future conditions analysis. Notwithstanding this, as 
part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects 
of the project on traffic operations (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and 
Appendix D-6 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). The results of the 
assessment will be submitted as part of the EA Report, which will be made 
available for review by the City of Hamilton.  
As previously mentioned in our meetings with the City, presently the site 
averages around 70-80 trucks per day, well under the permitted maximum of 
250. This will not change as a result of the proposed undertaking. In other 
words, no additional truck traffic is anticipated 

  

EA Process: Pre-determination of the “Alternatives To” and the exclusion of a 
null option: 
 
This EA does not follow the standard EA process in that the alternatives already 
seem to have been developed and the null option was not included. It is 
standard practice for the “Alternatives To” be determined through the EA 
process and the preferred alternative selected through public consultation and 
detailed evaluation. In addition, one of the alternatives for any EA is the null 
option and should therefore be included. 

As noted, this information would be part of the Environmental Assessment, not 
the Terms of Reference. Terrapure is committed to providing the City with 
relevant information during the Environmental Assessment to facilitate their 
review during that stage. 

  

Need for a review of current agreements with the Citv of Hamilton: 
 
The EA should consider the following: 
• Current terms and conditions of the Compensation Agreements should be 
revisited as part of the proposed reconfiguration. 
• Impacts on existing agreements with City and Heritage Green Community 
Trust need to be reviewed as part of the Environmental Assessment. 

To clarify, under Alternative Methods #2, #3, and #6, the SCRF would still be 
permitted to receive industrial fill. Regardless, the final approved capacity for 
residual material being sought is 10,000,000 m3.  

  

Municipal Review of the ECA amendment Application and Fee is required. 
As permitted by subsection 6.1(3) of the EA Act, the Proposed Terms of 
Reference excludes the generic requirements of the purpose of the undertaking 
and alternatives to the undertaking in the preparation of the SCRF EA. 

Supporting Document #1 provides the rationale for excluding these 
requirements as part of following subsection 6(2)(c). 

This Terms of Reference identifies a predetermined “Alternative To” and 
identifies the “Alternatives Methods” that will be examined during the 
preparation of an EA. Terrapure’s approach is consistent with the MOECC 
Code of Practice: Preparing and Reviewing Terms of Reference for 
Environmental Assessments in Ontario (January, 2014), which outlines how a 
Proponent can proceed under subsection 6(2)(c) and 6.1(3) if the Proponent is 
further along in the defined planning process and additional detail is known 
regarding its proposal. 

Terrapure addressed the Do Nothing option (i.e. “the null option” requested by 
the City) as part of the Business Case and up-front planning analysis.  
However, a “Do Nothing” alternative will be included as part of the SCRF EA to 
represent what is expected to happen if none of the Alternative Methods being 
considered is carried out. Although the “Do Nothing” alternative does not 
address the Purpose of the Undertaking and is therefore not a viable option, it is 
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included in EAs as a matter of best practice to represent the benchmark against 
which the advantages and disadvantages of the Alternative Methods being 
considered can be measured and compared. 

It should be noted that a Site Plan Control Amendment application will most 
likely be required depending on the proposed changes to the use. As stated in our November 18, 2016 response to the City, Terrapure, which 

funds the Heritage Green Community Trust and City of Hamilton Royalty 
Program as part of the on-going operations of the SCRF, is willing to review 
these specific arrangements with the City while the SCRF EA is being carried 
out.  
Any revisions to the Trust and Royalty Program would be subject to EA Act 
approval being received from the Minister for the Proposed Undertaking. 

  

Public Works, Recycling and Waste Disposal Division are of the opinion that the 
Ministry of Environment and Climate Change (MOECC) regulations are met 
with the conceptual options presented. Therefore from a technical standpoint, 
the conceptual designs are in accordance with regulations and we have no 
further comments to make at this point. 

As noted above, Terrapure is not currently seeking an amendment to the 
Environmental Compliance Approval (formerly known as Certificate of Approval 
or CofA).  

  

Hamilton Public Health Services (PHS) does not have any objections to the 
Proposed ToR that was submitted to the MOECC on Feb.8, 2017. PHS 
appreciates the opportunity to participate in the EA process and looks forward 
to reviewing information coming forward, as identified in the ToR. 

Comment noted   

Conclusion 
 
City of Hamilton staff have identified a number of issues that should be 
adequately addressed in the SCRF EA ToR. In addition, staff have identified a 
number of items and studies that are expected to be addressed during the EA 
phase, should MOECC grants approval to the ToR. 

Comment noted   

Eniber 
Cabrera, 
Planner, 
Community 
Planning, 
Planning 
Division 

April 7, 
2017 

Email Council’s position on the facility’s height is to keep it within what is currently 
approved in the SCRF ECA. Therefore, any increase in height, which would 
require an amendment to the ECA Item No. 63 Figure 5 in Schedule A is 
contrary to Council’s position. 

A decision on the height of the proposed Stoney Creek Regional Facility 
(SCRF) will only be made during the actual SCRF Environmental Assessment 
(EA) subject to the proposed Terms of Reference (ToR) being approved by the 
Minister of the Environment and Climate Change (Minister). With this in mind, 
the proposed ToR includes six “Alternative Methods” representing different 
ways for accommodating the additional capacity being sought by Terrapure 
under the EA Act. A number of the Alternative Methods do not propose a height 
increase, and the decision on which Alternative Method is selected will be 
based on a comparative evaluation and comments received from agencies, 
including the City of Hamilton (City), Indigenous communities, and the public. 
Therefore, we will continue to engage the City throughout the SCRF EA in order 
to gain their input on the alternative methods assessment and evaluation so it 
can be considered along with other stakeholders’ comments received in 
selecting the Preferred Method. 
Finally, we reiterate that Terrapure is not seeking an amendment to the 
Environmental Compliance Approval through the proposed ToR.  

April 13, 
2017 

 

Staff appreciates Terrapure’s commitment to undertake assessments on the 
potential effects of the project on the environment, included the items identified 
by staff. However, the description of such studies in the Terms of Reference did 
not offer enough detail to guarantee staff’s assurance that those issues and 
topics will be addressed in a fulsome way. Staff recommends an expanded 
description of the studies and assessments to be undertaken as part of the EA, 
where feasible, in order to address the City’s concerns. 

The various investigative studies referenced in the proposed ToR for being 
carried out during the SCRF EA are detailed in separate proposed work plans. 
The proposed work plans included in Appendix D of the proposed ToR will be 
finalized as part of the SCRF EA based on comments received from agencies, 
including the City, Indigenous communities, and the public prior to the studies 
being carried out. Therefore, we will continue to engage the City throughout the 
SCRF EA in order to gain their input on the proposed work plans and 
subsequent investigation studies so it can be considered along with other 
stakeholders’ comments received in generating a detailed description of the 
environment.  
It should be noted that in addition to the City, other agencies with a jurisdictional 
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mandate have reviewed the proposed ToR including the proposed work plans 
providing feedback that Terrapure has incorporated into the amended ToR. 
In terms of the specific issues and topics mentioned by the City, the following 
responses are provided highlighting the details provided in the proposed ToR 
work plans: 

• Appendix D-4 to the proposed ToR outlines the Land Use work plan, which 
will review the potential impact on surrounding land uses (i.e. residential/ 
sensitive land uses) 

• Further to the preceding bullet, the Land Use work plan also outlines the 
visual assessment that will be undertaken during SCRF EA. Terrapure 
amended the proposed ToR to commit to reviewing impacts to viewsheds 
by “utilizing visualization software and simulations” 

• Appendix D-5 to the proposed ToR outlines the Atmospheric Work Plan 
which extensively details the work to be carried out from both an Air Quality 
and Noise perspective (baseline, evaluation and impact assessment). 
MOECC Technical reviewers are satisfied with the details included within 
this proposed ToR work plan  

• Appendix D-2 to the proposed ToR outlines the Surface Water Work Plan 
and identifies changes to drainage area(s) as an evaluation indicator 

• Appendix D-6 to the proposed ToR outlines the Transportation Work Plan. 
The Work Plan outlines how the impact on traffic/transportation will be 
carried out during the SCRF EA.  

• Terrapure has amended the proposed ToR to include a description of the 
Source Water Protection Plan within Section 6.2 – Preliminary Description 
of the Environment. In addition, Appendix D-1 has also been amended to 
include an evaluation indicator of “Predicted effects to Source Water 
Protection Areas”. 

The City’s comment on “Financial Assessment” is addressed in the response 
provided below. 

The City recommends Terrapure and its consultants to undertake some 
research in this matter (impact of landfill developments on property values) and 
consult with an expert such as a Land Economist. The research should also 
include an assessment of the impact on the City’s assessment base. 

As recommended, Terrapure will work with the City of Hamilton during the 
SCRF EA to design a property value assessment (e.g., research, consult with 
experts – land economist, etc.) for implementation during the Impact 
Assessment of the Preferred Method stage of the SCRF EA. 

  

Eniber 
Cabrera, 
Planner, 
Community 
Planning, 
Planning 
Division 

May 2, 
2017 

Email Email: 
Please find attached a copy of the correspondence that was sent to you last 
week by the Clerk’s office. 
 
As indicated in my previous email, staff comments have been addressed 
through Terrapure’s letters of response dated March 31st and April 13th, 2017. 
The only new piece of information is Council’s position on the increase in 
capacity of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility landfill, which is indicated in the 
attached letter. 
 
Letter: 
At its meeting of April 26, 2017, Hamilton City Council approved Item 3 of 
Planning Committee Report 17-007, which reads as follows:  
 

Thank you for May 2, 2017 email confirming that City of Hamilton staff 
comments on the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental 
Assessment (EA) Terms of Reference have been addressed through 
Terrapure’s letters of response dated March 31st and April 13th, 2017.  
 
Thank you, as well, for the opportunity to make a delegation to the Planning 
Committee on April 18, 2017. As noted in the April 28, 2017 letter from the 
Office of the City Clerk to Gavin Battarino, we understand that at their April 26, 
2017 meeting, Council passed a motion noting that the “City of Hamilton 
opposes the application made by Terrapure Environmental to increase the 
capacity of their landfill.” While the Proposed Terms of Reference does not 
constitute an “application to increase the capacity of the landfill”, Terrapure will 
consider these comments during the EA and continue to consult with the City 
during the EA.   

May 2, 
2017 

Email 
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3. Terrapure Stoney Creek Regional Facility EA - Proposed Terms of 
Reference - Staff Comments to MOECC (PED16184(a)) (Ward 9) (Item 7.1)  
 
(a) That the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change be advised that 
the City of Hamilton opposes the application made by Terrapure Environmental 
to increase the capacity of their landfill located at the northwest corner of Mud 
Street and Upper Centennial Parkway;  
 
(b) That the Staff comments submitted to the Ministry of Environment and 
Climate Change on March 10, 2017 outlining the City’s comments respecting 
the “Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment - Proposed 
Terms of Reference, February 8, 2017”, attached as Appendix “A” to Report 
PED16184(a), be endorsed;  
 
(c) That the City Clerk’s Office be authorized and directed to forward Report 
PED16184(a) to the Ministry of Environment and Climate Change and this 
Report is considered the City of Hamilton’s formal comments on the second 
phase of the “Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental 
Assessment- Proposed Terms of Reference, February 8, 2017”.  
 
A copy of Report PED16184(a) is attached. Your consideration of Council’s 
request is appreciated. We would ask that you reference File #C17-008 when 
responding to this correspondence. 
 

 
As always, we appreciate the City’s continued participation in the SCRF EA. 
Should the Terms of Reference be approved by the Minister of the Environment 
and Climate Change, we look forward to continuing to engage and collaborate 
with the City of Hamilton during the Environmental Assessment. 

Hamilton 
Conservatio
n Authority 

Scott Peck, 
Director, 
Watershed 
Planning & 
Engineering, 

March 6, 
2017 

Email Staff of the Hamilton Conservation Authority have reviewed the above noted 
document and have no objection to the implementation of the project as 
outlined in the Terms of Reference. 
 
As part of the Investigative studies as outlined in Section 6.2.6.2 of the Terms of 
Reference, we offer the following for consideration: 
 
1. The Surface Water Resources Study should demonstrate that the landfill 

does not adversely affect existing surface runoff to Davis Creek headwaters 
located at the Niagara Escarpment brow and spill towards Battlefield Creek 
is not an issue during major storm events including the Hurricane Hazel. 
The Davis Creek Subwatershed Study can be referred to for further 
information about the area hydrology and SWM. 

2. The stormwater quality, quantity and erosion control aspect of the study 
should illustrate that the runoff leaving the landfill meets the stormwater 
management criteria outlined in the Stormwater Management Planning and 
Design Manual, MOE, March 2003 and is in compliance with the Davis 
Creek Subwatershed Study recommendations.  

3. The Geology & Hydrogeology Study may need to demonstrate that, as a 
minimum, existing groundwater conditions are maintained and 
contamination of the shallow aquifer (if any) is not an issue once the landfill 
is expanded and stormwater management pond re-constructed. 

Thank you for your continued interest and participation in the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility Environmental Assessment (SCRF EA). In response to your 
specific comments: 
1. The Surface Water Impact Assessment Report will demonstrate that the 

SCRF does not adversely affect existing surface runoff to David Creek. We 
will refer to the Davis Creek Subwatershed Study for further information 
about the area hydrology and stormwater management 

2. The stormwater quality, quanitiy and erosion control aspect of the study will 
illustrate that the runoff leaving the SCRF will meet the stormwater 
management criteria outlined in the Stormwater Management Planning and 
Design Manual, MOE, March 2003 and will be is in compliance with the 
Davis Creek Subwatershed Study recommendations. 

3. The Geology and Hydrogeology Impact Assessment Report will 
demonstrate that existing groundwater conditions are maintained and the 
aquifer is not contaminated. 

 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we look forward to continuing to consult 
with the Hamilton Conservation Authority during the Environmental 
Assessment. 

March 28, 
2017 

Email 

Hamilton 
Wentworth 
District 
School 
Board 
(HWDSB)  

David 
Anderson, 
Senior 
Facilities 
Officer 

February 
22, 2017 

Email Hamilton-Wentworth District School Board (HWDSB) has been contacted by 
Terrapure to provide comments on the draft terms of reference. HWDSB 
responded on November 29, 2016 with the attached, which was received by 
Terrapure. Those comments reflect HWDSB’s current position on the terms of 
reference and Terrapure has advised that these comments will be addressed 
during the course of the Environmental Assessment. 
 

Thank you for your continued interest and participation in the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility Environmental Assessment (SCRF EA). If the Terms of 
Reference is approved, we look forward to continuing to consult with the 
Hamilton-Wentworth District School Board during the Environmental 
Assessment. 

March 10, 
2016 

Email 
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We now understand that Terrapure has revised its Terms of Reference to 
address Preliminary comments from preferred agencies. These revisions 
appear to broaden the scope of the terms of reference in a contrustive way. 
HWDSB takes no issue with how its mandated responsibilities, interests or 
jurisdiction has been identifies in this document. 
 
HWDSB looks forward to being a participant in the Environmental Assessment, 
to be included in these discussions, and to assist in finding mutually satisfying 
resolutions to our respective undertakings. 
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Table 5.5 Summary of Comments from Members of the Public on the Proposed Terms of Reference and their Consideration 

Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
None of the options which Terrapure has proposed for the landfill is acceptable. There is no evidence that can be presented 
to ensure that the expansion of this site is safe because what they are doing is unprecedented, there is no landfill site 
anywhere of this size so close to residential homes. The only viable option is to close this site like it was originally intended 
because of all the new residential homes in the area.  

As part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects of the project on the environment 
including existing and future land uses, including residential subdivisions within the proposed study area (within 1.5km from 
the SCRF) to ensure the project does not have significant negative effects on the residential homes (see Sections 6.2.6.2 
and 6.2.6.3 and Appendices D-4 and D-7 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
 
We have had an exemplary track record of environmental protection since the facility was approved by the then-Minister of 
the Environment in 1996 and are in compliance with our operating permits (known as an Environmental Compliance 
Approval or “ECA”). This will not change going forward.  
 
In response to feedback from members of the public and other stakeholders on the draft Terms of Reference, the number of 
“Alternative Methods” to be evaluated in the SCRF EA has been broadened from two to six, as identified in Section 5 of the 
Proposed Terms of Reference. This will allow for the additional alternatives to be assessed and evaluated before selecting a 
recommended alternative that will be the subject of further consultation during the SCRF EA. 

This company cares nothing about our community, our health, our children and the families who live here. They are willing 
to put peoples and children’s health on the line for money. It is impossible to show any evidence that this expansion is safe 
because what they are proposing has not been done on this scale and this close to peoples homes (there is no quality 
evidence that exists for the safety of something like this). It is disgusting that they would put families and children’s well 
being on the line to make money. The ministry cannot let this happen!! Someone from the ministry needs to come in person 
to see how scary this situation really is. It is shameful that they are evening attempting to get these options approved.  
Thank you for your time. 

We understand your interest in the health and safety of your neighbourhood. Health and safety is one of Terrapure’s core 
values and we take the safety and health of our people, our neighbours and the environment very seriously. 
 
We have been in operation for 20 years, as development has occurred around us, and we have never had an incident 
affecting public health. Hamilton Public Health has reviewed all of the extensive health and environmental monitoring data 
we have accumulated over 20 years in existence and confirmed there is nothing that poses a risk to the community. 
 
In 2012 the Hamilton Associate Medical Officer of Health confirmed to the SCRF Community Liaison Committee “There is 
no evidence to suggest either air or leachate quality, as determined by on-site monitoring at the Newalta Hamilton Landfill 
[note: now SCRF], pose an adverse level of risk to the surrounding community.” This continues to be the case today. 
 
Further, a Landfill Impact Assessment was conducted in 2010 for the owner of lands to the north of the SCRF as part of the 
draft plan of subdivision conditions and peer reviewed for the City of Hamilton. This study determined that no mitigation 
measures were required to be placed on the residential lands to the north as a result of the current operating SCRF, as 
there was no evidence of adverse off-site environmental effects.  
 
Regardless, we will be going through the most rigorous and comprehensive environmental assessment process available, 
which will ensure that all measures are taken to ensure there is no risk to the environment or health.  
 
We encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and 
provide input on these measures. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of 
opportunities to provide input during the Environmental Assessment. 

Please consider my attached letter as community comments on Terrapure’s recent Notice of Submission of Terms of 
Reference. 
 
As a long term resident of Upper Stoney Creek, I am strongly opposed to any further increase in the site license for this 
facility, and actually believe that the current site has already exceeded the Final Approved Elevation. 
 

As per Terrapure’s recent “Notice of Submission of Terms of Reference” flyer, I would like to put on the record my 
comments to the Ministry of the Environment as I strongly oppose the proposed increase to the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility (SCRF). 

Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry of Environment and Climate Change for approval. 
Approval of the Terms of Reference would allow the SCRF to move forward with completing an Environmental Assessment 
to increase the approved capacity of the SCRF by 3,680,000 m3. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean 
that the proposed capacity increase is approved, only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the 
Environmental Assessment. 

For every day that Terrapure keeps this site open I calculate they receive an average of $125,000 in revenue, or 
approximately $30 million per year. With limited costs to operate the site, the Stoney Creek Landfill is a “cash cow” to 
Terrapure and I believe they will do whatever they can to continue to keep it open, regardless of the impact on the 
community. To support my contention, I offer the following historical summary of the SCRF to demonstrate the actions that 
the company has already taken to grow the site beyond the original approval. 

As identified in Section 3 of the Proposed Terms of Reference and Supporting Document #1 to the Proposed Terms of 
Reference, Terrapure is a privately owned and operated company, conducting business in the Province of Ontario. As such, 
the question as to whether there is a need for the services that Terrapure provides is largely based on business decisions. 
There is an economic opportunity associated with the ability of the existing SCRF to accept additional post-diversion solid, 
non-hazardous industrial residual material to allow it to continue to support local industry and growth of the local economy. 
This economic opportunity was determined through an internal business case for increasing the disposal capacity at the 
existing SCRF. With the current SCRF running out of residual waste disposal capacity, adding additional capacity at the 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
SCRF is the preferred option for Terrapure to realize the economic opportunity and continue providing residual waste 
disposal service in Ontario. 
 
As committed to in Section 6.2.6.3 of the Proposed Terms of Reference, as part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an 
assessment of the effects of the project on the local community. 

Originally, in 1996 the Ministry approved what is now the Terrapure Stoney Creek East Landfill made up of 59.1 hectares 
located between Mud and Green Mountain, Highway 20 and First Road West with a license which stated “the maximum 
tonnage of waste which may be disposed at the Site is 10,000,000 tonnes. The maximum volume of waste which may be 
disposed at the site is 6,320,000 m3”. Annual Reports issued by the company up to 2005 listed the site license as 10 million 
tonnes and listed the site life as 20 years. 

Comment noted 

In 2005, the previous owner to Terrapure sought and quietly received without public consultation the approval to drop the 10 
million tonnes from the license and instead only maintain the 6.32 million m3. As 6.32 million m3 represents approximately 
12 million tonnes based on the current tonne to m3 conversion this change extended the site life as per subsequent 
Terrapure Annual Reports to a total of 25 years. I calculate that through 2016, the site has already received 11.7 million 
tonnes or 1.7 million tonnes more than the initial tonne site license. 
 
The old quarry that forms the site today was a 13 meter hole in the ground back in 1996 with an average height of 192 
meters above sea level (MASL) compared to the surrounding grade of 205 MASL. Consequently, to bring the quarry back to 
the surrounding grade required 13 meters of fill, but the original approval was to a peak elevation of 214 MASL or already 9 
meters above the surrounding lands. 

In 2005, the then Ministry of the Environment (now Ministry of Environment and Climate Change) made an administrative 
change to the Certificate of Approval (now Environmental Compliance Approval) to remove the reference to 10 million 
tonnes and leave the only volume limit of 6.32 million m3.This change was made because it became readily apparent, after 
several years of operation, that the two numbers were in conflict and, due to the density being achieved at the site, it would 
not be possible to achieve required final approved contours without receiving the full volume of 6.32 million m3 of material. 
There was no change to total permitted volume.  
As disclosed in the most-recent SCRF Annual Report, the site has received a total of 11,052,748  
tonnes of material as of December 31, 2015. This will be updated in the 2016 report to be released in June of 2017. 
Regardless, the currently approved SCRF ECA allows for a total volume of 6.32 million m3. 

In 2013, Terrapure sought and received approval from the Ministry to increase the site license by 2 million m3 to a total of 
8.32 million m3 made up of the original 6.32 million m3 now condensed over 41.5 hectares plus an additional 2 million m3 of 
“clean fill” in the remaining northern 17.6 hectares. Surprisingly, Terrapure has not received any clean fill in the 17.6 
hectares contending that the “market for that material has changed”. In order to condense the 6.32 million m3 over 17.6 less 
hectares, there was a resulting increase in the peak elevation and slope of the landfill by 4 meters to a new peak elevation 
of 218.5 MASL, or approximately 13 meters (42 feet) above surrounding grade.  

To clarify, the previous owner of the SCRF, Newalta Corp., received approval to reconfigure the same volume of residual 
material  (6.32 million m3) over a smaller footprint. There was no increase to total permitted volume of residual material. 

As part of the Proposed Terms of Reference (Section 3 and Supporting Document #1), Terrapure reviewed projected future 
waste volumes based on discussions with and analysis of existing clients and customers. This review clearly predicted a 
significant continued demand for disposal capacity for the type of residual material the company is currently permitted to 
receive and the demand for this material will far exceed the demand for the disposal of industrial fill and soils. 

In the 2015 Annual Report published in July 2016, Terrapure made a change in the conversion factor for tonnes to cubic 
meters from 1.9 (that was the average of the first 19 years) to 2.0 tonnes/cubic meter. This change extended the remaining 
site life by over 1 year from mid 2017 to late 2018. This change is currently being evaluated by the Ministry of the 
Environment in Hamilton for approval. 

To clarify, the density rate, which you refer to, is a calculation determined by total tonnage received at the site and the total 
volume (or airspace) consumed at the site (i.e. tonnage received divided by volume consumed). Any changes to this rate 
come as a result of changes to one of those two numbers. The density rate is a calculation, not something that is changed 
by Terrapure. 
 
As we grow closer to the current approved capacity for residual materials at the SCRF, we have taken measures to be more 
precise in the calculation of in-situ volume of residual materials – including the use of improved surveying techniques and 
the removal of non-residual materials in the site from the volume calculation. This, combined with additional settling and 
compaction of materials in the site, led to a small change in density rate as a result. While the number of tonnes deposited 
to the site remained the same, the in-situ volume of materials was less, which resulted in the change in the density rate. 
 
The Hamilton District Office of the MOECC has reviewed these numbers, as well as the enhanced surveying techniques, 
and determined that they are valid and in compliance.  

I have completed a detailed comparison of the Final Approved Elevation of the site as supplied to me by Terrapure, with the 
aerial topographical survey Terrapure completed in January 2016. It clearly shows that the site has reached the peak 
elevation of over 218 MASL and mirrors the Final Approved Elevation in all 4 directions from the peak. I cannot find an area 
where the January 2016 aerial survey shows there is still room to add residual material. Yet the trucks keep coming and 
coming. With another full year of landfill operations since the January 2016 aerial survey, I think it is safe to say that the 41.5 
hectares of the site for residual material has reached the final approved elevation and should be closed immediately. I have 
presented this comparison to the Ministry of the Environment in Hamilton and it is currently being evaluated. 

Phase 8 of the base liner system has yet to be constructed in the northern approved limit for residual materials of the 
existing site. Once the new phase is constructed, this newly constructed area, combined with existing areas that are below 
final contours, will have the ability to accommodate the remaining capacity for residual material, as well as any material that 
is temporarily placed in the rest of the site that may be temporarily above the height of the final approved contours of the 
SCRF. It is important to note that the aerial topographic survey of the site included in the 2015 Annual Report only shows 
the area of the site that has had liner constructed to date. It does not include the above-noted area approved for residual 
materials that has yet to be constructed. Again, we have supplied this information to the MOECC Hamilton District Office 
and they have indicated they are satisfied with the explanation as well as all of the data provided in our 2015 Annual Report. 
This data will updated for 2016 in the 2016 Annual Report to be released in June 2017. 
  

With all these increases to the site, it is no wonder that the landfill has grown significantly over the original 20 foot berms 
necessitating Terrapure to recently add a 10 foot screening fence on top of the berms in order to shield the landfill from 
view. The fence is not something to celebrate. Terrapure is no longer filling a hole; they are building a mountain in our 

To clarify, there have been no previous increases to the SCRF’s originally approved capacity for residual materials. 
 
As part of the SCRF EA we will be carrying out a visual assessment, where view-sheds will be analyzed and appropriate 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
backyard. screening measures determined (see Section 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-4 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). Screening 

measures may include earth berms, vegetation, and fencing, which would be used to ensure that views of the SCRF are 
minimized from the surrounding community.  
 
In addition, during the Terms of Reference consultation phase, Terrapure listened to input from members of our local 
community, including the members of the CLC and local councillors, regarding the current visibility of the site from 
surrounding vantage points. In response, we are presently implementing additional visual screening measures at the site as 
you have noted. Berms have been heightened to increase screening around site access points and fencing is currently 
being installed on the west side of the site.  

Now Terrapure is seeking a further increase to the site license to allow a total of 10 million m3; likely a conversion of the 2 
million m3 approved in 2013 for clean fill back to residual material and just for fun an additional 1.68 million m3 to bring the 
total to 10 million m3. Approval of this change by the Ministry would represent total tonnage of between 19 and 20 million 
tonnes as compared to the original site license of 10 million tonnes. Terrapure has proposed 6 alternatives to get to 10 
million m3, all of which require a significant increase in either the peak height, the slope or a horizontal expansion. The 
consultant who is running with this for Terrapure tries to make it sound harmless by saying that “Alternative 1 would not 
include either a horizontal or vertical expansion”. But to add that amount of material you have to increase something, and in 
that alternative it would be a complete change in slope making the final site resemble a four story building of landfill above 
the surrounding lands as compared to a gentle slope to the surrounding lands. 

To clarify, there have been no previous increases to the SCRF’s originally approved capacity for residual materials. 
 
In response to feedback from members of the public and other stakeholders on the draft Terms of Reference, the number of 
“Alternative Methods” to be evaluated in the SCRF EA has been broadened from two to six, as identified in Section 5 of the 
Proposed Terms of Reference. This will allow for a broader range of alternatives to be assessed and evaluated before 
selecting a recommended alternative that will be the subject of further consultation during the SCRF EA. 
 
As described in Section 5.1 of the Proposed Terms of Reference, the intent of each of the 6 Alternative Methods is to 
provide a maximum increase in capacity for post-diversion solid, non-hazardous industrial residual material of 3,680,000 m3 
at the SCRF.  
 
A detailed description of each of the Alternative Methods of Carrying Out the Undertaking will be provided as part of 
preparing the SCRF EA prior to their assessment and comparative evaluation. The detailed description of each Alternative 
Method will be based on a conceptual level of design, reflecting regulatory requirements (i.e. O. Reg. 232/98) and 
operational aspects at the SCRF (e.g. required on-site infrastructure). 
 

Terrapure wants the community to believe that the approval of this proposal will close the site sooner than the current site 
license. That is totally misleading, and I’m shocked that they have the nerve to present it as such. Their claim is based on 
the fact they can’t get the clean fill that they made the change in 2013 in favour of so it will be quicker to revert back to 
residual material even with the additional 1.68 million m3. I believe they never intended to take clean fill, and their intention 
was to get the increase to 8.32 million m3 approved and then turn around years later and seek to fill the 2 million m3 with 
residual material. If this wasn’t the case how can they justify not accepting any clean fill in the 3+ years since the approval. 
Also, if the goal is to close the site as soon as possible, why isn’t one of the alternatives to accept residual material in the 
remaining 2 million m3 “clean fill” area and close the site at 8.32 million m3 instead of 10 million m3? I think we all know the 
answer to that, greed. Or in Terrapure’s words “economic opportunity available to the company”. 

It was the intention of the previous owner of the SCRF, Newalta Corp., to accept industrial fill. The current market demand 
for fill is significantly less than what was forecasted nearly 4 years ago, due to market conditions affecting excess soils. 

Terrapure’s review of projected future waste volumes clearly predicted a significant continued demand for disposal capacity 
for the type of residual material the company is currently permitted to receive which would far exceed the demand for the 
disposal of industrial fill and soils. However, it is important to note that the rationale for the proposed undertaking, as 
documented in Section 3 and Supporting Document #1 of the Proposed Terms of Reference, is based on the economic 
opportunity associated with the ability of the existing SCRF to accept additional post-diversion solid, non-hazardous 
industrial residual material to allow it to continue to support local industry and growth of the local economy, not to close the 
site as soon as possible.  

Furthermore the proposed undertaking will continue to provide a significant economic contribution to the local community, 
with well-paying jobs and over $14 million in additional funding to community groups and local infrastructure projects in 
Stoney Creek. 

Terrapure doesn’t want community members to comment to the Ministry; they want as little community input as possible so 
they can get this proposal passed. I believe that’s why in their notice to the community they didn’t offer up Gavin Battarino’s 
email address, hoping citizens wouldn’t make the effort to mail an actual letter with an envelope and stamp. I have received 
Gavin Battarino’s confirmation that email communication is perfectly acceptable.  
 

As directed by the MOECC, we utilized the template for the Notice of Submission within the MOECC Codes of Practice for 
Preparing and Reviewing Terms of Reference (Appendix C, page 72) (available for download here: 
https://www.ontario.ca/document/preparing-and-reviewing-terms-reference-environmental-assessments-ontario) to develop 
the Notice of Submission of the Proposed Terms of Reference. Regardless, Gavin Battarino’s email address is posted on 
the project website, right beside where the Terms of Reference is posted. 

In summary, I believe the historical actions of Terrapure and their predecessors have demonstrated that they are willing to 
do whatever is necessary to keep this site open in order to continue to make money. A simple drive by the site will convince 
anyone that the existing site height is already far above the surrounding lands and will be a blemish on the Stoney Creek 
community once the site is closed and the berms come down. 
I believe that the Ministry of the Environment should act on behalf of the citizens of Stoney Creek and reject Terrapure’s 
Terms of Reference promptly ending any possibility of a move to an Environmental Assessment. Enough is enough! 

As committed to in the Proposed Terms of Reference, Terrapure will review closure options as part of the SCRF EA. 
Section 7.3 of the Proposed Terms of Reference states that the SCRF EA will include the development of conceptual 
designs for the Alternative Methods, as well as broad closure and post closure frameworks that will be generated for 
assessment and comparative evaluation purposes. The post closure use will need to reflect current City of Hamilton land 
use planning controls, which currently intends the site to become open space and/or recreational uses and may include a 
golf course (as per City land use designations). 

https://www.ontario.ca/document/preparing-and-reviewing-terms-reference-environmental-assessments-ontario
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As a result of feedback from the public and other stakeholders on the closure process and future uses of the site, Terrapure 
has initiated the process of determining a pre-consultation plan with the community regarding closure of the site and 
post-closure land use. The closure plan with direct input from the community will ensure that when the site is closed it will 
benefit the community and the surrounding environment. 

Attached is my original correspondence to Terrapure, and their response. I have received several e-mails from them in the 
time since, all promoting and trying to sell their newest proposals. They have never responded to my concerns about the 
smell or the size of the dump mountain they are building, but just spin the same old stories about how good they have been 
to their neighbours and how good they are to the economy. I have also copied my City of Hamilton Councillor, Doug 
Conley.    
 
 

With regards to your concerns about odour, as we stated in our September 21, 2016 email the SCRF does not take in 
garbage, only non-hazardous residual material, so there are no garbage-related odours. As a result, when we do receive a 
call about odours, they are typically associated with other things happening in the area, such as tunnelling for the new sewer 
system on Upper Centennial or farmers’ fertilization activities. This would not change as a result of the SCRF EA. However, 
if you do ever experience an issue with the operation of our site, then please let us know as soon as possible so that we 
may investigate and correct the situation, if required. 
 
As part of the SCRF EA we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects of odour, including identification of 
appropriate mitigation measures (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-5 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
As well we will undertake a visual assessment, where view-sheds will be analyzed and appropriate screening measures 
determined (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-4 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). Screening measures 
may include earth berms, vegetation, and fencing, which would be used to ensure that views of the SCRF are minimized 
from the surrounding community.  

As far as I am concerned, the dump should have been closed in 2016 as originally planned. Things have changed 
tremendously in this area since this facility was originally proposed. Once in a rural area, it now sits in the middle of housing 
subdivisions, sports and recreational facilities, and right beside a proposed new school. There is no way that such a blight 
on the landscape should be allowed to continue to operate, and especially not be given permission to expand.  

As part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects of the project on existing and future land 
uses, including housing subdivisions, sports and recreational facilities and the proposed new school, within the proposed 
study area (within 1.5km from the SCRF) to ensure the project does not have any significant negative effects on the 
community (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendices D-4 and D-7 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
 
With regards to your comment about the proposed school the Hamilton Wentworth District School Board (HWDSB) is part of 
the Government Review Team established as part of the SCRF EA to review and provide comments on the proposal from 
their perspective. With this in mind, Terrapure consulted with the HWDSB during the Terms of Reference process, including 
meetings regarding their proposed future area school. Terrapure will continue to consult with the HWDSB as the SCRF EA 
progresses to ensure their comments are appropriately considered. 
 
We have had an exemplary track record of environmental protection since the facility was approved by the then-Minister of 
the Environment in 1996 and are in compliance with our operating permits (known as an Environmental Compliance 
Approval or “ECA”). This will not change going forward.  

I don’t know how the residents to the north of the dump can tolerate the chemical odour that blows in their direction with the 
prevailing winds. As well, the residents to the south share the same unsightly views as their northern neighbours and suffer 
the same noxious odour problems when the winds shift from time to time and come from the north.   

Terrapure takes pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours. Any odour complaints 
received from community members are addressed right away. However it is important to note that we receive very few 
odour related complaints and many that are received are determined to be from other sources upon investigation. 

None of their proposals are acceptable. Continued major changes will be coming to this area of the Hamilton Mountain in 
the next 15 to 20 years. Having an industrial waste dump in our neighbourhood should not be part of this plan. I urge your 
Ministry to reject any proposals put forth by Terrapure, and issue an order to cease its current operations. 

We understand that significant growth is anticipated to occur in the Hamilton Mountain area in the next 15 to 20 years. As 
noted above, this will be considered as part of the upcoming Environmental Asseessment. We encourage you to participate 
in the Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on this assessment. With 
this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide input during the 
Environmental Assessment. 

I am a long-time resident of Stoney Creek, and for years have watched the Taro Dump grow in size. Its current operator and 
owner, Terrapure, continues to want to increase the size. At this time we are witnessing an increase in the height of the 
dump, even though an extra high enclosure has been installed. It is starting to look like a mountain.  
 

During the Terms of Reference consultation phase, Terrapure listened to input from members of our local community 
regarding the current visibility of the site from surrounding vantage points. In response, we are presently implementing 
additional visual screening measures at the site. Berms have been heightened to increase screening around site access 
points and fencing is currently being installed on the west side of the site.  
 

My concern is that there is cadmium underneath the many layers of garbage at this site. This is not safe for the surrounding 
new homes being built and occupied in this area. This has the potential of creating another  ”Love Canal” scenario that 
happened in Buffalo in the 1970’s. In that case, many people died from cancer as a result of poisoning. Also, their homes 
were worth nothing as a result. 

Environmental regulations have improved significantly since the Love Canal disaster in the 1970s. Facilities such as the 
SCRF must comply with stringent operating permits (known as an Environmental Compliance Approval or “ECA”), which 
limit emissions and discharges to the air, land and water. The SCRF has an extensive monitoring network that provides 
environmental data for leachate, surface water, landfill gas, groundwater, air quality, and noise. We have an exemplary track 
record of environmental protection and are in compliance with our ECA. Monitoring information is reported to the MOECC 
annually to ensure compliance with the ECA. This will not change going forward.  
 
We have been in operation for 20 years, with more and more neighbours and residential development building up around 
us, and we have never had an incident. Hamilton Public Health has reviewed all of the extensive health and environmental 
monitoring data we have accumulated over 20 years in existence and confirmed there is nothing that poses a risk to the 
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community.  
 
Further, a Landfill Impact Assessment was conducted in 2010 for the owner of lands to the north of the SCRF as part of the 
draft plan of subdivision conditions and peer reviewed for the City of Hamilton. This study determined that no mitigation 
measures were required to be placed on the on the residential lands to the north as a result of the current operating SCRF, 
as there was no evidence of adverse off-site environmental effects. 
 
We operate in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly engineered site ensures maximum 
environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels of natural clay liner and a single 
geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection systems. The liner is approximately 
10 feet thick and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment.  
 
Notwithstanding the above, as part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment of the effects of the project on 
groundwater within the proposed study area (within 1.5km from the SCRF) and ensure that all measures are taken to 
ensure there is no risk to the environment or health. (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-1 of the Proposed 
Terms of Reference).  
 
We encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and 
provide comment on the groundwater assessment and discuss any concerns you have further with us. With this in mind we 
have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide input during the Environmental 
Assessment. 

I was reading a recent letter to the Editor of our local Stoney Creek News written by Wes Connor. 
 
After review of the presented history and associated information and with first hand knowledge of driving by the waste site 
this past summer for kids soccer at the nearby park I would like to state my opposition to any further amendments to their 
CofA. The site is constrained by residential, and yes I get it was there first but fine, allow it to operate until it’s current permit 
allows and then it is to be closed. No further amendments or modifications should be entertained and the company should 
be so advised, and it’s currently submitted proposal rejected. 

To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure is not currently seeking an amendment to the Environmental 
Compliance Approval (formerly known as Certificate of Approval or CofA). Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of 
Reference to the Ministry of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for 
the next step in the process: the Environmental Assessment. If the Environmental Assessment was a recipe, the terms of 
reference would be like a cookbook than tells Terrapure how to conduct the Environmental Assessment. Approval of the 
Terms of Reference would allow Terrapure to move forward with completing an Environmental Assessment to evaluate its 
proposal to increase the approved capacity of the SCRF by 3,680,000 m3. The approval of the Terms of Reference would 
not mean that the proposed capacity increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the 
Environmental Assessment. 
 
As part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment of the effects of the project on the surrounding residential 
development, and identify measures to ensure the project does not have significant negative effects on the surrounding 
residential development (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendices D-4 and D-7 of the Proposed Terms of 
Reference).  
 
We encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and 
provide feedback on this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of 
opportunities to provide input during the Environmental Assessment. 

I would like to bring  your attention to  the ongoing horrendous problem we have on our doorstep....we have an eyesore in 
our immediate area, that is unbelievable in this day and age when the environment is such a concern to 
everyone. Terrapure has every intention to continue to bring in garbage from Toronto and pile it in this populated area, new 
homes have been built with young families, it is an outrage.   
This morning I passed said dump, trees have been planted and black material wrapped around posts, as if this will cover the 
monstrosity in our neighbourhood.  We have had numerous articles in our local paper, The Stoney Creek News, with the 
official figures quoted.  

The SCRF is only permitted to receive solid, non-hazardous, post-diversion industrial residual material – not garbage. 50% 
of the material received at the SCRF comes from customers within the City of Hamilton. In addition, the type of material 
received at the SCRF has exhausted recycling opportunities, thus, the site plays an important role in ensuring a safe secure 
home for such materials, which is integral to the continued growth of the local economy. 
 
During the Terms of Reference consultation phase, Terrapure listened to input from members of our local community, 
including the members of the CLC and local councillors, regarding the current visibility of the site from surrounding vantage 
points. In response, we are presently implementing additional visual screening measures at the site. Berms have been 
heightened to increase screening around site access points and fencing is currently being installed on the west side of the 
site. This is documented in the Terms of Reference Record of Consultation. 
 
In addition, as part of the SCRF EA, we will be carrying out a visual assessment, where view-sheds will be analyzed and 
appropriate screening measures determined (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-4 of the Proposed Terms of 
Reference). Screening measures may include earth berms, vegetation, and fencing, which would be used to ensure that 
views of the SCRF are minimized from the surrounding community.  
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We would appreciate a fair appraisal of our concerns, and hopefully you can help halt the destruction of our once attractive 
and welcoming neighbourhood before it is too late.  

Terrapure takes pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours and disagree that this 
project would result in the destruction of this neighbourhood. As noted above, as part of the SCRF EA, we will be carrying 
out a visual assessment, where view-sheds will be analyzed and appropriate screening measures determined.  
 
We encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and 
provide feedback on this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of 
opportunities to provide input during the Environmental Assessment. 

Urging you to please reject Terrapure’s proposal to increase the Stoney Creek Landfill.  To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. If the Environmental Assessment was a recipe, the terms of reference would be like a 
cookbook than tells Terrapure how to conduct the Environmental Assessment. Approval of the Terms of Reference would 
allow Terrapure to move forward with completing an Environmental Assessment to evaluate its proposal to increase the 
approved capacity of the SCRF by 3,680,000 m3. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the 
proposed capacity increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental 
Assessment. 
 
We understand that you have concerns regarding the proposed project and encourage you to participate in the upcoming 
Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to discuss your concerns further with us. With this in mind we 
have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide input during the Environmental 
Assessment. 

I’m asking you to reject Terrapures expansion proposal and shut down that site as soon as possible.  To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. If the Environmental Assessment was a recipe, the Terms of Reference would be like a 
cookbook that tells Terrapure how to conduct the Environmental Assessment. Approval of the Terms of Reference would 
allow Terrapure to move forward with completing an Environmental Assessment to evaluate its proposal to increase the 
approved capacity of the SCRF by 3,680,000 m3. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the 
proposed capacity increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental 
Assessment. 
 
The Terms of Reference has no impact on the existing operations at the SCRF, which are permitted under the SCRF’s 
existing approved Environmental Compliance Approval. 
 
We understand you have concerns regarding the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage 
you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to discuss those concerns 
further with us. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide input 
during the Environmental Assessment. 

The levels in that site are so high they can be seen past their berms from the road. Terrapure takes pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours. During the Terms of 
Reference consultation phase, Terrapure listened to input from members of our local community regarding the current 
visibility of the site from surrounding vantage points. In response, we are presently implementing additional visual screening 
measures at the site. Berms have been heightened to increase screening around site access points and fencing is currently 
being installed on the west side of the site.  
 
With regards to the proposed capacity increase, in response to feedback from members of the public and other stakeholders 
on the draft Terms of Reference, the number of “Alternative Methods” to be evaluated in the SCRF EA has been broadened 
to include some layouts and configurations for the site that would not involve any height increase (see Section 5 of the 
Proposed Terms of Reference). 
 
In addition, as part of the SCRF EA we will be carrying out a visual assessment, where view-sheds will be analyzed and 
appropriate screening measures determined (see Section 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-4 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
Screening measures may include earth berms, vegetation, and fencing, which would be used to ensure that views of the 
SCRF are minimized from the surrounding community. There will be an opportunity to provide feedback on those screening 
measures during the Environmental Assessment. 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
With all the housing development in that area, it would be a disgrace to continue running that site.  
 

As noted above, the current operations at the SCRF are approved under an existing approved Environmental Compliance 
Approval. In addition, as part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects of the project on 
existing and future land uses, including housing development within the proposed study area (within 1.5km from the SCRF) 
to ensure the project does not have any significant negative effects on the community (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and 
Appendices D-4 and D-7 of the Proposed Terms of Reference).  

I am sending this email to register my opposition to the latest proposal by Terrapure to further increase the capacity at the 
Stoney Creek Landfill by 3.68 million cubic metres to a total of 10 million m3. 

To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. If the Environmental Assessment was a recipe, the Terms of Reference would be like a 
cookbook that tells Terrapure how to conduct the Environmental Assessment. Approval of the Terms of Reference would 
allow Terrapure to move forward with completing an Environmental Assessment to evaluate its proposal to increase the 
approved capacity of the SCRF by 3,680,000 m3. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the 
proposed capacity increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental 
Assessment. 
 
We understand you have concerns regarding the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage 
you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to discuss those concerns 
further with us. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide input 
during the Environmental Assessment. 

The site is already a terrible visual blemish on the community and it just has to stop Terrapure takes pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours. During the Terms of 
Reference consultation phase, Terrapure listened to input from members of our local community, including the members of 
the CLC and local councillors, regarding the current visibility of the site from surrounding vantage points. In response, we 
are presently implementing additional visual screening measures at the site. Berms have been heightened to increase 
screening around site access points and fencing is currently being installed on the west side of the site. This is documented 
in the Terms of Reference Record of Consultation. 
 
In addition, as part of the SCRF EA we will be carrying out a visual assessment, where view-sheds will be analyzed and 
appropriate screening measures determined (see Section 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-4 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
Screening measures may include earth berms, vegetation, and fencing, which would be used to ensure that views of the 
SCRF are minimized from the surrounding community. You will have the opportunity to provide feedback on those screening 
measures during the Environmental Assessment. 

I have lived in Upper Stoney Creek for more than 35 years and supported the original residents group (SCRAP) opposed to 
this development of a landfill in our community in the first place. Year after year, residents have opposed various efforts by 
the company to continue to extend the life the landfill and its height. Our concerns have never been accepted, instead the 
company just asks and receives basically any request it makes to expand and lengthen the lifespan of this landfill. 
 
 

To clarify, there have been no previous increases to the SCRF’s originally approved capacity for residual materials. 
 
Regardless, we will be going through the most rigorous and comprehensive environmental assessment process available, 
and consultation with the community is a cornerstone of this process. As part of the SCRF EA, there will be several 
opportunities for residents to provide input at key decision- making stages (see Section 9.2 of the Proposed Terms of 
Reference).  
 
When reviewing Terms of References and Environmental Assessments and deciding whether they should be approved, the 
Minister of the Environment considers whether the proponent (in this case Terrapure Environmental) adequately considered 
comments raised by stakeholder during the Environmental Assessment process. 

As a result, we literally have a mountain of waste in our backyards and with more and more residential properties going up 
in the area, it has just gotten ridiculous to continue to cater to the requests of this company. 
 

As part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects of the project on existing and future land 
uses, including residential subdivisions within the proposed study area (within 1.5km from the SCRF) to ensure the project 
does not have significant negative effects on the community (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendices D-4 and D-7 
of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
 

For once, I would like to see Ontario’s Ministry of Environment stand up to the company and do what families and residents 
in the community have requested for years – reject this latest proposal from Terrapure and do not allow any further 
increases on this site.  

As noted above, the approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity increase is approved; 
only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 

I live in Stoney Creek and I cannot believe that this dump is still open. The ground must be terribly contaminated and yet the 
dump continues to grow in size Year after year 

Facilities such as the SCRF must comply with stringent operating permits (known as an Environmental Compliance 
Approval or “ECA”), which limit emissions and discharges to the air, land and water. The SCRF has an extensive monitoring 
network that provides environmental data for leachate, surface water, landfill gas, groundwater, air quality, and noise. We 
have an exemplary track record of environmental protection and are in compliance with our ECA. Monitoring information is 
reported to the MOECC annually to ensure compliance with the ECA. This will not change going forward.  
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
We have been in operation for 20 years, with more and more neighbours and residential development building up around 
us, and we have never had an incident. Hamilton Public Health has reviewed all of the extensive health and environmental 
monitoring data we have accumulated over 20 years in existence and confirmed there is nothing that poses a risk to the 
community.  
 
We operate in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly engineered site ensures maximum 
environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels of natural clay liner and a single 
geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection systems. The liner is approximately 
10 feet thick and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment.  
 
Notwithstanding the above, as part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment of the effects of the project on 
groundwater within the proposed study area (within 1.5km from the SCRF) and ensure that all measures are taken to 
ensure there is no risk to the environment or health. (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-1 of the Proposed 
Terms of Reference).  
 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that 
you have the opportunity to review and provide comment on the groundwater assessment and discuss any concerns you 
have further with us. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 

Year after year. Depending on the wind, the odor  can be sickening....a chemical smell... what are we breathing into our 
lungs? 

Terrapure takes pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours. Any odour complaints 
received from community members are addressed right away. The SCRF does not take in garbage, only non-hazardous 
residual material, so there are no garbage-related odours. As a result, when we do receive a call about odours, they are 
typically associated with other things happening in the area, such as tunnelling for the new sewer system on Upper 
Centennial or farmers’ fertilization activities. This would not change as a result of the SCRF EA. However, if you do ever 
experience an issue with the operation of our site, then please let us know as soon as possible so that we may investigate 
and correct the situation, if required. 
 
In addition, as part of the SCRF EA we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects of odour, including identification 
of appropriate mitigation measures (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-5 of the Proposed Terms of 
Reference).  

The height of this dump is so high now, it is very visible from any direction. 
New bushes used to surround this site but had to be replaced continually...they couldn’t grow in the contaminated soil. Now 
there is a fence, but there isn’t a fence made that is that high. 

During the Terms of Reference consultation phase, Terrapure listened to input from members of our local community, 
including the members of the CLC and local councillors, regarding the current visibility of the site from surrounding vantage 
points. In response, we are presently implementing additional visual screening measures at the site. Berms have been 
heightened to increase screening around site access points and fencing is currently being installed on the west side of the 
site. This is documented in the Terms of Reference Record of Consultation. 
 
In addition, as part of the SCRF EA we will be carrying out a visual assessment, where view-sheds will be analyzed and 
appropriate screening measures determined (see Section 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-4 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
Screening measures may include earth berms, vegetation, and fencing, which would be used to ensure that views of the 
SCRF are minimized from the surrounding community. You will have the opportunity to provide feedback on those screening 
measures during the Environmental Assessment. 

PLEASE close this site for the sake of the community’s health. PLEASE! We understand your interest in the health and safety of your neighbourhood. Health and safety is one of Terrapure’s core 
values and we take the safety and health of our people, our neighbours and the environment very seriously. 
 
We have had an exemplary track record of environmental protection since the facility was approved by the then-Minister of 
the Environment in 1996 and are in compliance with our operating permits (known as an Environmental Compliance 
Approval or “ECA”). This will not change going forward. We have been in operation for 20 years, as development has 
occurred around us, and we have never had an incident affecting public health. Hamilton Public Health has reviewed all of 
the extensive health and environmental monitoring data we have accumulated over 20 years in existence and confirmed 
there is nothing that poses a risk to the community. 
 
In 2012 the Hamilton Associate Medical Officer of Health confirmed to the SCRF Community Liaison Committee “There is 
no evidence to suggest either air or leachate quality, as determined by on-site monitoring at the Newalta Hamilton Landfill 
[note: now SCRF], pose an adverse level of risk to the surrounding community.” This continues to be the case today. 



 

 
 

GHD | Terms of Reference-Record of Consultation (Amended) | 11112771 (14) 134 

 

Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
 
Notwithstanding the above, the Terms of Reference has no impact on the existing operations at the SCRF, which are 
permitted under the SCRF’s existing approved Environmental Compliance Approval. 

Please allow this email to stand as my comments on the proposed extension of the Terrapure Landfill located on Stoney 
Creek mountain.  
I have lived on Isaac Brock Dr in Stoney Creek for 30 years. I have watched the landfill grow and expand often during that 
time. Enough is enough this landfill is long overdo to CLOSE. Do not extend in any way this already full area. 
 

To clarify, there have been no previous increases to the SCRF’s originally approved capacity for residual materials. 

To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. If the Environmental Assessment was a recipe, the Terms of Reference would be like a 
cookbook that tells Terrapure how to conduct the Environmental Assessment. Approval of the Terms of Reference would 
allow Terrapure to move forward with completing an Environmental Assessment to evaluate its proposal to increase the 
approved capacity of the SCRF by 3,680,000 m3. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the 
proposed capacity increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental 
Assessment. As well, the Terms of Reference has no impact on the existing operations at the SCRF, which are permitted 
under the SCRF’s existing approved Environmental Compliance Approval. 

As committed to in the Proposed Terms of Reference, Terrapure will review closure options as part of the SCRF EA. 
Section 7.3 of the Proposed Terms of Reference states that the SCRF EA will include the development of conceptual 
designs for the Alternative Methods, as well as broad closure and post closure frameworks that will be generated for 
assessment and comparative evaluation purposes. The post closure use will need to reflect current City of Hamilton land 
use planning controls, which currently intends the site to become open space and/or recreational uses and may include a 
golf course (as per City land use designations). 

We understand you have concerns regarding the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage 
you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to discuss those concerns 
further with us. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide input 
during the Environmental Assessment. 

Stop the Corporate and Political Greed and Environmental Disaster NOW ! 
  
I cannot believe that this atrocity is still going on. 
  
Do not let this go on one more cubic meter. 
As a lifetime Stoney Creek resident, I have watched “who knows what”  fill a giant hole, and now grow into a mountain. 
And Now they want it to grow bigger ?  Of course they do. 
Why ? 
for the good of the community ? 
for future generations ? 
For corporate profit, at the expense of ... who cares what. 
There better be some one with a conscience that will say No to Renegotiate, and close this dump NOW ! 
I hope you are that person, and not another bought and paid for pawn. 
 

To provide additional context for your information,  Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. If the Environmental Assessment was a recipe, theTerms of Reference would be like a 
cookbook that tells Terrapure how to conduct the Environmental Assessment. Approval of the Terms of Reference would 
allow Terrapure to move forward with completing an Environmental Assessment to evaluate its proposal to increase the 
approved capacity of the SCRF by 3,680,000 m3. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the 
proposed capacity increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental 
Assessment. 
 
All material that comes to the site undergoes extensive analysis at a Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change 
(MOECC)- accredited third-party lab and must be preapproved before it is received. When a vehicle arrives at the site, 
Terrapure reviews the paperwork to ensure it matches the analysis that was done and is approved to be received. We also 
do a visual inspection of each incoming load to further ensure the material matches what was pre-approved. If we have any 
uncertainty, the vehicle is moved to another area of the site, where its material is quarantined until we perform secondary 3 
Comment Response analytical testing to ensure it is safe to be at the site. Only then would it be allowed to be received. 

The SCRF is permitted to receive solid, non-hazardous, post-diversion industrial residual material only. The Terms of 
Reference has no impact on the existing operations at the SCRF, which are permitted under the SCRF’s existing approved 
Environmental Compliance Approval. 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that 
you have the opportunity to review and provide comment on the groundwater assessment and discuss any concerns you 
have further with us. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 

We remember back when this dump was originally proposed in Stoney Creek. This was back when Phillip Environmental 
was responsible. We know what happened with that organization. At the time we did not believe the promises being made to 
limit the contents and amount of dumping being done. Our concerns have now been realized. 
 

Facilities such as the SCRF must comply with stringent operating permits (known as an Environmental Compliance 
Approval or “ECA”), which limit the contents and quantities of material disposed. We have an exemplary track record of 
environmental protection and are in compliance with our ECA. The SCRF is permitted to receive solid, non-hazardous, 
post-diversion industrial residual material only. 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
All material that comes to the site undergoes extensive analysis at a Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change 
(MOECC)-accredited third-party lab and must be pre-approved before it is received. When a vehicle arrives at the site, 
Terrapure reviews the paperwork to ensure it matches the analysis that was done and is approved to be received. We also 
do a visual inspection of each incoming load to further ensure the material matches what was pre-approved. If we have any 
uncertainty, the vehicle is moved to another area of the site, where its material is quarantined until we perform secondary 
analytical testing to ensure it is safe to be at the site. Only then would it be allowed to be received.  
 
Regardless, we will be going through the most rigorous and comprehensive environmental assessment process available, 
which will ensure that all measures are taken to ensure there is no risk to the environment or health.  
 
If the Proposed Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental 
Assessment so that you have the opportunity to discuss your concerns further with us. With this in mind we have added you 
to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide input during the Environmental Assessment. 

What should be a beautiful vista from the Stoney Creek escarpment is now mired with an ever increasing mountain of 
landfill waste. It seems that every time we drive down Centennial Parkway the mounds are getting bigger and bigger.  

Terrapure takes pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours. During the Terms of 
Reference consultation phase, Terrapure listened to input from members of our local community, including the members of 
the CLC and local councillors, regarding the current visibility of the site from surrounding vantage points. In response, we 
are presently implementing additional visual screening measures at the site. Berms have been heightened to increase 
screening around site access points and fencing is currently being installed on the west side of the site. This is documented 
in the Terms of Reference Record of Consultation. 
 
In addition, as part of the SCRF EA we will be carrying out a visual assessment, where view-sheds will be analyzed and 
appropriate screening measures determined (see Section 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-4 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
Screening measures may include earth berms, vegetation, and fencing, which would be used to ensure that views of the 
SCRF are minimized from the surrounding community. You will have the opportunity to provide feedback on those screening 
measures during the Environmental Assessment. 

Not only is this unpleasant to look at, we are very concerned about the presently unknown or unacknowledged hazards 
associated with the dump. As noted above, we have an exemplary track record of environmental protection since the facility was approved by the 

then-Minister of the Environment in 1996 and are in compliance with our ECA. This will not change going forward. We have 
been in operation for 20 years, as development has occurred around us, and we have never had an incident affecting public 
health.  

The SCRF has an extensive monitoring network that provides environmental data for leachate, surface water, landfill gas, 
groundwater, air quality, and noise. Monitoring information is reported to the MOECC annually to ensure compliance with 
the ECA. 

Additionally, Hamilton Public Health has reviewed all of the extensive health and environmental monitoring data we have 
accumulated over 20 years in existence and confirmed there is nothing that poses a risk to the community. 
In 2012 the Hamilton Associate Medical Officer of Health confirmed to the SCRF Community Liaison Committee “There is 
no evidence to suggest either air or leachate quality, as determined by on-site monitoring at the Newalta Hamilton Landfill 
[note: now SCRF], pose an adverse level of risk to the surrounding community.” This continues to be the case today.  

This is not in the best interests of the residents of Stoney Creek and I cannot believe that our Minister of the environment 
would allow this dump to increase so rapidly in size without first asking input from the community.  
 
It needs to stop. 
 
 

Consultation with the community is a cornerstone of Ontario’s Environmental Assessment process.  
Terrapure consulted broadly with the community during preparation of the Terms of Reference. Members of the public were 
consulted via postal mail-drop, email notifications, telephone follow-up calls, social media and project-specific webpages, 
etc., during preparation of the Terms of Reference. In addition, approximately 6,000 residents were contacted via 
distribution of project notices. 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, there will be several additional opportunities for residents to provide input at key 
decision-making stages during the Environmental Assessment (see Section 9.2 of the Proposed Terms of Reference) and 
we encourage you and other members of the public to continue to reach out to Terrapure to provide your feedback.  
With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide input during the 
Environmental Assessment. 

To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 

As a long time resident who has attended a few “ information” meetings and read all articles and pamphlets that have been 
provided, I am very concerned that this “landfill” keeps getting extensions to its fill levels. Why is the original contract not 
honoured, let alone the many changes that the public had no input on.  

To clarify, there have been no previous increases to the SCRF’s originally approved capacity for residual materials. 
 
We understand that you have concerns regarding the proposed project and, if the Terms of Reference is approved, we 
encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to discuss your 
concerns further with us. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to 
provide input during the Environmental Assessment. 

This was a quarry when I moved here and had no future as a land fill at that time.We are writing to basically say enough is 
enough, we constantly deal with odours that wreck beautiful spring days - this was not the case when we lived near a 
quarry. We have filed complaints with the city only to receive weak arguments as to the source of the odours, Please, do not 
allow any more expansion to this dump be it length or height of the area. 

The SCRF does not take in garbage, only non-hazardous residual material, so there are no garbage-related odours. As a 
result, when we do receive a call about odours, they are typically associated with other things happening in the area, such 
as tunnelling for the new sewer system on Upper Centennial or farmers’ fertilization activities. This would not change as a 
result of the SCRF EA. However, if you do ever experience an issue with the operation of our site, then please let us know 
as soon as possible so that we may investigate and correct the situation, if required. 
 
Terrapure takes pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours. Any odour complaints 
received from community members are addressed right away. 

I am a resident of upper stoney creek for 40 years. With a growing area of families and building explosion it’s time to end 
this eyesore that our city council has no concern about. Stop this environmental disaster before it’s too late. 

To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 
 
We understand that this is a growing area. As part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects 
of the project on existing and future land uses, including residential subdivisions within the proposed study area (within 
1.5km from the SCRF) to ensure the project does not have significant negative effects on the residential homes (see 
Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendices D-4 and D-7 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
 
We understand that you have concerns regarding the proposed project and, if the Terms of Reference is approved, we 
encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to discuss your 
concerns further with us. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to 
provide input during the Environmental Assessment. 

Enclosed is an article written by Wes Connor published in the Stoney Creek News this week. I am in agreement with the 
content and forward to you my opposition to any further deposits to this property and increasing the height of this dump 
higher & higher. 

To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 
 
In response to feedback from members of the public and other stakeholders on the draft Terms of Reference, the number of 
“Alternative Methods” to be evaluated in the SCRF EA has been broadened, including different layouts and configurations 
for the site that would not involve any height increase (see Section 5 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
 
In addition, as part of the SCRF EA we will be carrying out a visual assessment, where view-sheds will be analyzed and 
appropriate screening measures determined (see Section 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-4 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
Screening measures may include earth berms, vegetation, and fencing, which would be used to ensure that views of the 
SCRF are minimized from the surrounding community. 
 
We encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to provide 
feedback on the evaluation of Alternative Methods and the visual screening measures. With this in mind we have added you 
to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide input during the Environmental Assessment. 

The berm plus the fence on the berm plus the black shroud over the fence is unsightly and considerably beyond the original 
guidelines agreed to Taro. 

The current height of the landfill is approved under the SCRF’s current Environmental Commpliance Approval. Regardless, 
Terrapure takes pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours. During the Terms of 
Reference consultation phase, Terrapure listened to input from members of our local community, including the members of 
the CLC and local councillors, regarding the current visibility of the site from surrounding vantage points. Berms have been 
heightened to increase screening around site access points and fencing is currently being installed on the west side of the 
site. Notwithstanding, we appreciate your feedback regarding the existing fencing; we will consider it along with other 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
feedback we receive on the visual screening. 

My name is Mike Fisher, I am a resident of Stoney creek and live a couple Kms from the Teppapure Stoney creek landfill 
and would like to state my opposition to any further expansion. First, when I moved into the area in 2011 I was actually 
unaware there was a operating land fill , as it was well hidden from sight and no noticeable odour, but now I see everyday 
the garbage pilling up and an foul smell . 

Terrapure takes pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours. During the Terms of 
Reference consultation phase, Terrapure listened to input from members of our local community, including the members of 
the CLC and local councillors, regarding the current visibility of the site from surrounding vantage points. In response, we 
are presently implementing additional visual screening measures at the site as you have noted. Berms have been 
heightened to increase screening around site access points and fencing is currently being installed on the west side of the 
site. 
 
Regarding odour, The SCRF does not take in garbage, only non-hazardous residual material, so there are no 
garbage-related odours. As a result, when we do receive a call about odours, they are typically associated with other things 
happening in the area, such as tunnelling for the new sewer system on Upper Centennial or farmers’ fertilization activities. 
This would not change as a result of the SCRF EA. However, if you do ever experience an issue with the operation of our 
site, then please let us know as soon as possible so that we may investigate and correct the situation, if required. 

This has become an very unpleasant part of our community, along with the increased large truck traffic on the surrounding 
roads leading to the site. 

The SCRF averages around 70-80 trucks per day, well under the permitted maximum of 250. This has not changed in 
recent years and will not change as a result of the proposed undertaking. 
 
Trucks are permitted to enter the site off of Upper Centennial, but are not permitted to use this same exit. All trucks exit the 
site via First Road West, head south to Mud Street and then either head east or west to Upper Centennial or the Red Hill 
Expressway, respectively. 

As a resident of the community I believe that the pleasure and enjoyment of the surrounding community has been 
comprised and respectfully ask again to cease any further expansion. 

To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 
 
We understand that you have concerns regarding the proposed project and, if the Terms of Reference is approved, we 
encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to discuss your 
concerns further with us. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to 
provide input during the Environmental Assessment. 

Enough is enough regarding the increased height of the dump. Please no more, I live within half a kilometre of the site, its 
too big as it is. 

To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 
 
In response to feedback from members of the public and other stakeholders on the draft Terms of Reference, the number of 
“Alternative Methods” to be evaluated in the SCRF EA has been broadened, including some layouts and configurations for 
the site that would not involve any height increase (see Section 5 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
 
In addition, as part of the SCRF EA we will be carrying out a visual assessment, where view-sheds will be analyzed and 
appropriate screening measures determined (see Section 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-4 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
Screening measures may include earth berms, vegetation, and fencing, which would be used to ensure that views of the 
SCRF are minimized from the surrounding community. 
 
We encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to provide 
feedback on the evaluation of Alternative Methods and the proposed visual screening measures. With this in mind we have 
added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide input during the Environmental Assessment. 

Please consider this e-mail as a strong voice of opposition to Terrapure’s recent proposal to increase the height of the 
Stoney Creek landfill site. As a long time resident of Upper Stoney Creek (30 yrs), I have witnessed the seemingly endless 
growth of this site to the point that we will soon have a landfill mountain appear just a stone’s throw away from my 
neighbourhood.  
 

To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 
 
In response to feedback from members of the public and other stakeholders on the draft Terms of Reference, the number of 
“Alternative Methods” to be evaluated in the Environmental Assessment has been broadened to include some layouts and 
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configurations for the site that would not involve any height increase (see Section 5 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
 
In addition, as part of the SCRF EA we will be carrying out a visual assessment, where view-sheds will be analyzed and 
appropriate screening measures determined (see Section 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-4 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
Screening measures may include earth berms, vegetation, and fencing, which would be used to ensure that views of the 
SCRF are minimized from the surrounding community. 
 
If the Terms of Reference is approved we encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that 
you have the opportunity to provide feedback on the evaluation of Alternative Methods and the visual screening measures.  

A new fence to block the view from the arterial roads has recently been erected in an attempt to try to hide what’s going on 
at this site. 

The new fence is a part of the additional visual screening measures that Terrapure is implemented because of input from 
members of our local community regarding the current visibility of the site from surrounding vantage points. We are not 
trying to hide what is going on at the SCRF and we would be more than happy to arrange a tour for you of the SCRF.  

It’s clear that Terrapure’s reasons for its request is purely profit based on the fact that every truck of landfill that it receives 
generates an incredible amount of revenue ... to the tune of tens of millions of dollars every year. So it’s no surprise that 
they wish to keep this cash cow going for as long as possible. 

As identified in Section 3 of the Proposed Terms of Reference and Supporting Document #1 to the Proposed Terms of 
Reference, Terrapure is a privately owned and operated company, conducting business in the Province of Ontario. As such, 
the question as to whether there is a need for the services that Terrapure provides is largely based on business decisions. 
There is an economic opportunity associated with the ability of the existing SCRF to accept additional post-diversion solid, 
non-hazardous industrial residual material to allow it to continue to support local industry and the growth of the local 
economy. With the current SCRF running out of residual waste disposal capacity, adding additional capacity at the SCRF is 
the preferred option for Terrapure to realize the economic opportunity and continue providing residual waste disposal 
service in Ontario. 
 
The proposed capacity increase would allow Terrapure to continue to provide a significant economic contribution to the local 
community, with well-paying jobs and over $14 million in additional funding to community groups and local infrastructure 
projects in Stoney Creek. 

We, as a community, need to say that enough is enough ... please reject this company’s request so that there will be no 
further increases to this site. The overwhelming silent majority of the residents of Upper Stoney Creek share my views on 
this. This needs to be stopped. Thank you for listening. 

As noted above, if the Terms of Reference is approved we encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental 
Assessment to discuss your concerns further. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified 
of opportunities to provide input during the Environmental Assessment. 

I am writing to ask that the Ministry of the Environment reject Terrapure’s application to add more waste to its Stoney Creek 
site. It needs to be capped once and for all. Trusting that you will a stand for our environment! 

To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 
 
As a result of feedback from the public and other stakeholders on the closure process and future uses of the site, Terrapure 
has initiated the process of determining a pre-consultation plan with the community regarding closure of the site and 
post-closure land use. The closure plan with direct input from the community will ensure that when the site is closed it will 
benefit the community and the surrounding environment. As committed to in the Proposed Terms of Reference, Terrapure 
will review closure options as part of the SCRF EA (see Section 7.3 of the Proposed Terms of Reference).  
 
That being said, the Proposed Terms of Reference has no impact on the existing operations at the SCRF, which are 
permitted under the SCRF’s existing approved Environmental Compliance Approval. 
 
We understand that you have concerns regarding the proposed project and, if the Terms of Reference is approved, we 
encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to discuss your 
concerns further with us. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to 
provide input during the Environmental Assessment. 

I am writing to express my deep concern at the possibility of the Ministry approving Terrapure’s application to dump even 
more waste at their Mud and Hwy 20 site in Stoney Creek. As the original license neglected to state that Taro could only go 
to zero grade, it seems this site keeps getting higher and higher.  
Please….this needs to stop. It is everyone’s responsibility to look after our environment but ultimately the Ministry has the 
last say. Please do the right thing. 

To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 
 
To clarify, there have been no previous increases to the SCRF’s originally approved capacity for residual materials. 
 
In response to feedback received on the draft Terms of Reference, the number of “Alternative Methods” to be evaluated in 
the SCRF EA has been broadened to include some layouts and configurations for the site that would not involve any height 
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increase (see Section 5 of the Proposed Terms of Reference).  
 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that 
you have the opportunity to provide feedback on those Alternative Methods. With this in mind we have added you to our 
project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide input during the Environmental Assessment. 

How much longer do we have to tolerate corporate gain for public health and safety ??? When I moved to upper Stoney 
Creek in 1992 we had NO Terrapure landfill eyesore nor stench. For corporate and personal gains this landfill is becoming a 
great concern for health, safety and value of my home and property. 
 
Are you the minister of environment going to compensate my family for our loses and health bills ? Lets start thinking of the 
upper Stoney Creek community and STOP this disaster from becoming worse. 

We understand your interest in the health and safety of your neighbourhood. Health and safety is one of Terrapure’s core 
values and we take the safety and health of our people, our neighbours and the environment very seriously. 
 
We have had an exemplary track record of environmental protection since the facility was approved by the then-Minister of 
the Environment in 1996 and are in compliance with our operating permits (known as an Environmental Compliance 
Approval or “ECA”). This will not change going forward. We have been in operation for 20 years, as development has 
occurred around us, and we have never had an incident affecting public health. Hamilton Public Health has reviewed all of 
the extensive health and environmental monitoring data we have accumulated over 20 years in existence and confirmed 
there is nothing that poses a risk to the community. 
 
With regards to odour, the SCRF does not take in garbage, only non-hazardous residual material, so there are no 
garbage-related odours. As a result, when we do receive a call about odours, they are typically associated with other things 
happening in the area, such as tunnelling for the new sewer system on Upper Centennial or farmers’ fertilization activities. 
This would not change as a result of the SCRF EA. However, if you do ever experience an issue with the operation of our 
site, then please let us know as soon as possible so that we may investigate and correct the situation, if required.  
 
Notwithstanding the above, we will be going through the most rigorous and comprehensive environmental assessment 
process available, which will ensure that all measures are taken to ensure there is no risk to the environment or health. If the 
Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you 
have the opportunity to discuss your concerns further with us. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list 
to be notified of opportunities to provide input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
The effect on property values is speculative as the determination of property value is based on a number of factors, 
including the economy. Terrapure cannot offer speculation as to the likely current or future values of properties. 

We are contacting you today regarding the proposal by Terrapure to increase their site license. We respectfully ask you to 
please deny this request. The height of the landfill is already a blemish in our neighborhood. 

To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 
 
In response to feedback from members of the public and other stakeholders on the draft Terms of Reference, the number of 
“Alternative Methods” to be evaluated during the Environmental Assessment has been broadened, including some layouts 
for the site that would not involve any height increase (see Section 5 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
 
In addition, as part of the SCRF EA we will be carrying out a visual assessment, where view-sheds will be analyzed and 
appropriate screening measures determined (see Section 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-4 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
Screening measures may include earth berms, vegetation, and fencing, which would be used to ensure that views of the 
SCRF are minimized from the surrounding community. 
 
We encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to provide 
feedback on the evaluation of these Alternative Methods and the visual screening measures. 

I am a resident of Upper Stoney Creek for twenty three years. As a resident, and taxpayer, I do believe we need to no 
longer give in to their demands. I do not agree with extending the life, and or capacity.   

To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 

The city has allowed increased housing in the immediate area. The sooner it is closed the better. Residential housing and 
landfills do not belong together. 

As a result of feedback from the public and other stakeholders on the closure process and future uses of the site, Terrapure 
has initiated the process of determining a pre-consultation plan with the community regarding closure of the site and 
post-closure land use. The closure plan with direct input from the community will ensure that when the site is closed it will 
benefit the community and the surrounding environment. As committed to in the Proposed Terms of Reference, Terrapure 
will review closure options as part of the SCRF EA (see Section 7.3 of the Proposed Terms of Reference).  
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As part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects of the project on existing and future land 
uses, including surrounding residential housing within the proposed study area (within 1.5km from the SCRF) to ensure the 
project does not have significant negative effects on the residential homes (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and 
Appendices D-4 and D-7 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 

The visible height of the berms has continued over the years to be a constant eyesore. Our concerns are not new ones. 
Please listen to the taxpayers voices. 

Terrapure takes pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours. During the Terms of 
Reference consultation phase, Terrapure listened to input from members of our local community, including the members of 
the CLC and local councillors, regarding the current visibility of the site from surrounding vantage points. In response, we 
are presently implementing additional visual screening measures at the site as you have noted. Notwithstanding, we 
appreciate your feedback regarding the existing berms; we will consider it along with other feedback we receive on the 
visual screening. 

I am writing to please request that Terrapure’s proposal be rejected. We understand that you have concerns regarding the proposed project and, if the Terms of Reference is approved, we 
encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to discuss your 
concerns further with us. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to 
provide input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. If the Environmental Assessment was a recipe, the Terms of Reference would be like a 
cookbook that tells Terrapure how to conduct the Environmental Assessment. Approval of the Terms of Reference would 
allow Terrapure to move forward with completing an Environmental Assessment to evaluate its proposal to increase the 
approved capacity of the SCRF by 3,680,000 m3. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the 
proposed capacity increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental 
Assessment. 

It is with much dismay every time I drive by Terrapure’s facility that I see a company that is thumbing their nose at 
government regulations. The fence they erected doesn’t hide the amount of “stuff “ they are filling their space with or 
pushing around to continue increasing their capacity. 
 
Isn’t there still a ruling that is still pending for this site and what they want to do? Enough is enough !!!! 
 
 

 We have had an exemplary track record of environmental protection since the facility was approved by the then-Minister of 
the Environment in 1996 and are in compliance with all conditions of our our operating permits (known as an Environmental 
Compliance Approval or “ECA”). This will not change going forward.  

We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 
To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 

The city’s growth has caught up with them and they are now surrounded with houses on every side. Sorry but they need 
government with some guts to tell them no. This is a no brainer. 
 
 

As part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects of the project on existing and future land 
uses, including the surrounding houses to ensure the project does not have significant negative effects on the community 
(see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendices D-4 and D-7 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). You will have the 
opportunity to provide feedback on that assessment during the Environmental Assessment. 

They need another location that isn’t in someone’s neighborhood. Really! Would you and your family live across the street 
from such an eyesore? When you think of the problem and how it would affect you if you were in that position, the 
obvious answer  comes pretty quickly. 

The option of relocating the facility was considered during the Terms of Reference. This option would not address the 
established need for the proposed undertaking, nor provide local industry with options that are affordable or realistic. As a 
private corporation, Terrapure does not have the powers of expropriation to obtain a site, if such a location existed. 
Therefore, it was not carried forward. Discussion on the analysis of this option is included in Supporting Document #1 to the 
Proposed Terms of Reference. 

I am writing you today in regards to the Notice of Submission of Terms of Reference for the Terrapure Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility. As a long time resident of Upper Stoney Creek, I would like to go on record as strongly opposed to the 
Terrapure proposal to further increase the license for this landfill. 
 
 

To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 

As I see that you work in Toronto, I would ask that you and others involved in this decision take the time to visit the actual 
site in Stoney Creek so you can see for yourself the visual monstrosity that it already is today. Park at the adjoining Heritage 
Green Dog Park on First Road West and view the site from that direction, and then pull off the road by Dofasco Sports Park 
on First Road East and do the same as from that distance away even the 20 foot berms with a new 10 foot screened fence 

Terrapure takes pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours. During the Terms of 
Reference consultation phase, Terrapure listened to input from members of our local community, including the members of 
the CLC and local councillors, regarding the current visibility of the site from surrounding vantage points. In response, we 
are presently implementing additional visual screening measures at the site, including the berms and new fencing you 
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cannot hide the existing height of the landfill. 
 
Once you have viewed the site yourself, I am certain that you will understand why local residents are opposed to any further 
increase in the landfill site, and ask that the Ministry reject Terrapure’s proposal promptly. 

referred to.  
 
In addition, as part of the SCRF EA we will be carrying out a visual assessment, where view-sheds will be analyzed and 
appropriate screening measures determined (see Section 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-4 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
Screening measures may include earth berms, vegetation, and fencing, which would be used to ensure that views of the 
SCRF are minimized from the surrounding community.  
 
In response to feedback from members of the public and other stakeholders on the draft Terms of Reference, the number of 
“Alternative Methods” to be evaluated in the SCRF EA has been broadened, including some layouts and configurations that 
would not involve any height increase (see Section 5 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
 
You will have the opportunity to provide feedback on the Alternative Methods and on visual screening options during the 
Environmental Assessment. 

As Homeowners in the newly build Victory Development near Centennial Parkway and Green Mountain Road in Stoney 
Creek, we are following the Developments on the Terrapura landfill across the Street with great concern.  
Since it first surfaced last year that the Terrapura is trying to expand the Landfill even more than they were allowed when 
the agreement last changed, we are following the developments over there with a bit more attention. Since we still thought it 
was just a proposal to expand the Landfill. And the whole proposal is still up for discussion. 
 
Since we haven’t heard anything if they are indeed allowed to build higher we witness on the other hand that this thing 
seems to grow in height extremely in the last couple of month.  
So my question would be if their proposal was already agreed on?  
 

We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 
To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 

We have been told by Terrapura that they would look to close the Landfill sooner than earlier agreed on.  
 
But to be fair, wasn’t the landfills time just extended a couple of years back because the back then promised to not build that 
high? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
So wouldn’t this new proposal just give them some additional years then they initially didn’t have just to get their plans 
through after all? 
The question that is also pressing would be,for how long this agreement will stand for them to steal another couple of years 
with a new agreement? 

The proposed capacity increase would help ensure that the SCRF closes sooner than under the current approval. Currently, 
without the proposed increase, the site is projected to be open for another 16-22 years, accepting a combination of residual 
materials and industrial soil or “fill.” If the Environmental Assessment is approved and the site is able to accept more 
residual materials instead of fill, the site could close up to 9 years earlier than under the current situation. This is because 
the market for residual materials from local industry is much stronger than that for industrial fill. 
 
The total operating life of the SCRF is dependent on annual volumes of materials received at the site.  
 

To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. If the Environmental Assessment was a recipe, the Terms of Reference would be like a 
cookbook that tells Terrapure how to conduct the Environmental Assessment. Approval of the Terms of Reference would 
allow Terrapure to move forward with completing an Environmental Assessment to evaluate its proposal to increase the 
approved capacity of the SCRF by 3,680,000 m3. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the 
proposed capacity increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental 
Assessment.  

Since there are really nice developments been build around that area, it really would be a shame to see those areas go to 
waste just because a company is playing by its own rules.  
Please let me know what we as citizens can do to stop Terrapura from parading everyone around. 

As part of the Environmental Assessment, we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects of the project on the 
current developments within the proposed study area (within 1.5km from the SCRF) to ensure the project does not have 
significant negative effects on these developments (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendices D-4 and D-7 of the 
Proposed Terms of Reference). You will have an opportunity during the Environmental Assessment to provide feedback on 
this assessment. 

We are the residents of Empire community in Stoney Creek and we strongly oppose any Terrapure dump site increase. 
We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 
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It’s a residential area now ..Terrapure dump must be closed. As part of the Environmental Assessment, we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects of the project on the 

surrounding residential areas, including the Empire community, to ensure the project does not have significant negative 
effects on these residences (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendices D-4 and D-7 of the Proposed Terms of 
Reference). You will have an opportunity during the Environmental Assessment to provide feedback on this assessment. 
 

As a result of feedback from the public and other stakeholders on the closure process and future uses of the site, Terrapure 
has initiated the process of determining a pre-consultation plan with the community regarding closure of the site and 
post-closure land use. The closure plan with direct input from the community will ensure that when the site is closed it will 
benefit the community and the surrounding environment. As committed to in the Proposed Terms of Reference, Terrapure 
will review closure options as part of the SCRF EA (see Section 7.3 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 

I’m not against the landfill getting taller or higher if there will be some use for it in the future. I don’t want to see just another 
huge and ugly mound like we have over at Upper Ottawa and Stone Church with the old city landfill, walled off and useless. 
 
This was a quarry that should have only been filled to grade to restore its original condition and harmony with the 
surrounding area. Filling it was appropriate. Turning it into a mountain is not. 
If the only reason to increase the grade it to increase the amount of fill then I say NO to further expansion. I would even 
rescind the previous approvals for expansion and return the area to grade level. 

With regards to the closure of the facility and its ultimate uses, as a result of feedback from the public and other 
stakeholders on the closure process and future uses of the site, Terrapure has initiated the process of determining a 
pre-consultation plan with the community regarding closure of the site and post-closure land use. The closure plan with 
direct input from the community will ensure that when the site is closed it will benefit the community and the surrounding 
environment. As committed to in the Proposed Terms of Reference, Terrapure will review closure options as part of the 
SCRF EA (see Section 7.3 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). The post closure use will need to reflect current City of 
Hamilton land use planning controls, which currently intends the site to become open space and/or recreational uses and 
may include a golf course (as per City land use designations). 
 
The Proposed Terms of Reference has no impact on the existing operations at the SCRF, which are permitted under the 
SCRF’s existing approved Environmental Compliance Approval. 
 
We encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to discuss 
your comments regarding the post-closure uses further with us. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact 
list to be notified of opportunities to provide input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
To provide additional context for your information, the Proposed Terms of Reference submitted to the Ministry of 
Environment and Climate Change for approval is the framework for the next step in the process: the Environmental 
Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity increase is approved; 
only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 

I’m extremely concerned about the idea of extending the lifespan of this dump, as the outcome of this project not only will 
affect the health of all the families living in our community, including hundreds of children, but also it will definitely have an 
tremendous negative impact on the value of our homes, which are our second largest assets, being our families the most 
important one though.  

The proposed capacity increase would help ensure that the SCRF closes sooner than under the current approval. Currently, 
without the proposed increase, the site is projected to be open for another 16-22 years, accepting a combination of residual 
materials and industrial soil or “fill.” If the Environmental Assessment is approved and the site is able to accept more 
residual materials instead of fill, the site could close up to 9 years earlier than under the current situation. This is because 
the market for residual materials from local industry is much stronger than that for industrial fill. The total operating life of the 
SCRF is dependent on annual volumes of materials received at the site. 
  
We understand your interest in the health and safety of your family and community. Health and safety is one of Terrapure’s 
core values and we take the safety and health of our people, our neighbours and the environment very seriously. 
 
We have had an exemplary track record of environmental protection since the facility was approved by the then-Minister of 
the Environment in 1996 and are in compliance with our operating permits (known as an Environmental Compliance 
Approval or “ECA”). This will not change going forward. We have been in operation for 20 years, as development has 
occurred around us, and we have never had an incident affecting public health. In 2012 the Hamilton Associate Medical 
Officer of Health confirmed to the SCRF Community Liaison Committee “There is no evidence to suggest either air or 
leachate quality, as determined by on-site monitoring at the Newalta Hamilton Landfill [note: now SCRF], pose an adverse 
level of risk to the surrounding community.” This continues to be the case today. 
 
Further, a Landfill Impact Assessment was conducted in 2010 for the owner of lands to the north of the SCRF as part of the 
draft plan of subdivision conditions and peer reviewed for the City of Hamilton. This study determined that no mitigation 
measures were required to be placed on the on the residential lands to the north as a result of the current operating SCRF, 
as there was no evidence of adverse off-site environmental effects. 
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Notwithstanding the above, we will be going through the most rigorous and comprehensive environmental assessment 
process available, which will ensure that all measures are taken to ensure there is no risk to the environment or health. 
 
We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
The effect on property values is speculative as the determination of property value is based on a number of factors, 
including the economy. Terrapure cannot offer speculation as to the likely current or future values of properties. 

We came to Canada 13 years ago to pursue the Canadian Dream, but it’s being threatened by initiatives like this one that 
take into account third party revenues over the well-being and health of an entire community.  
 
We’re already suffering from the horrible smell coming from the dump on a daily basis and we were hoping that it would 
soon be minimized by relocating this facility to a more suitable site, were human lives were not at stake. 
Just the thought of this idea is absolutely ludicrous 

Terrapure takes pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours. The SCRF does not take 
in garbage, only non-hazardous residual material, so there are no garbage-related odours. As a result, when we do receive 
a call about odours, they are typically associated with other things happening in the area, such as tunnelling for the new 
sewer system on Upper Centennial or farmers’ fertilization activities. However, if you do ever experience an issue with the 
operation of our site, then please let us know as soon as possible so that we may investigate and correct the situation, if 
required. 
 
In addition, as part of the SCRF EA we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects of odour, including identification 
of appropriate mitigation measures (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-5 of the Proposed Terms of 
Reference). You will have the opportunity during the Environmental Assessment to provide feedback on that assessment. 
 
The option of relocating the facility was considered during the Terms of Reference. This option would not address the 
established need for the proposed undertaking, nor provide local industry with options that are affordable or realistic. As a 
private corporation, Terrapure does not have the powers of expropriation to obtain a site, if such a location existed. 
Therefore, it was not carried forward. Discussion on the analysis of this option is included in Supporting Document #1 to the 
Proposed Terms of Reference. 

It has come to my attention that you are responsible for the review of the Terrapure Stoney Creek Expansion. I urge you to 
reject the proposed expansion to ensure the site closes as soon as possible. If you visite the area surrounding the site you 
will see thousands of new homes and families have moved during north and south of the site.  
 

We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
The proposed capacity increase would help ensure that the SCRF closes sooner than under the current approval. Currently, 
without the proposed increase, the site is projected to be open for another 16-22 years, accepting a combination of residual 
materials and industrial soil or “fill.” If the Environmental Assessment is approved and the site is able to accept more 
residual materials instead of fill, the site could close up to 9 years earlier than under the current situation. This is because 
the market for residual materials from local industry is much stronger than that for industrial fill. 
 
The total operating life of the SCRF is dependent on annual volumes of materials received at the site. 
 
To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 
 
As a result of feedback from the public and other stakeholders on the closure process and future uses of the site, Terrapure 
has initiated the process of determining a pre-consultation plan with the community regarding closure of the site and 
post-closure land use. The closure plan with direct input from the community will ensure that when the site is closed it will 
benefit the community and the surrounding environment. As committed to in the Proposed Terms of Reference, Terrapure 
will review closure options as part of the SCRF EA (see Section 7.3 of the Proposed Terms of Reference).  

My family and I (and soon to be added by twins in the next few weeks) live directly north in the new Empire community.  
 
With all these new and future families in the area it no longer makes sense to have such a site especially not to expand it in 
this area.  
I urge you to reject the expansion of the Stoney Creek Terrapure Landfill.  

As part of the Environmental Assessment, we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects of the project on existing 
and future land uses, including the Empire community to ensure the project does not have significant negative effects on 
your community (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendices D-4 and D-7 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). You 
will have the opportunity during the Environmental Assessment to provide feedback on this assessment. 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
As a resident of Stoney Creek Mountain I protest against any further dumping at Terrapure. It has reached its maximum and 
“Enough is Enough” of the Dumping at Terrapure. This has been occurring far to long and the voices of the residents need 
to be heard. 

To provide additional context for your information, the Terms of Reference submitted to the Ministry of Environment and 
Climate Change for approval is the framework for the next step in the process: the Environmental Assessment. The 
approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity increase is approved; only that Terrapure 
would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 
 
We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 

As you are aware Terrapure is seeking a further increase to the site, this site was approved against the approval of the 
residence of Stoney Creek.  
 
 

To provide additional context for your information, the Terms of Reference submitted to the Ministry of Environment and 
Climate Change for approval is the framework for the next step in the process: the Environmental Assessment. The 
approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity increase is approved; only that Terrapure 
would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 
 
We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 

Not only is it a blemish to our country side but it also has a proven health risk to the residents.  We understand your interest in the health and safety of your neighbourhood. Health and safety is one of Terrapure’s core 
values and we take the safety and health of our people, our neighbours and the environment very seriously. 
 
We have an exemplary track record of environmental protection and have always been in compliance with our operating 
permits (known as an Environmental Compliance Approval or “ECA”) since the facility was approved by the then-Minister of 
the Environment in 1996. This will not change going forward. We have been in operation for 20 years, as development has 
occurred around us, and we have never had an incident affecting public health. Additionally, Hamilton Public Health has 
reviewed all of the extensive health and environmental monitoring data we have accumulated over 20 years in existence 
and confirmed there is nothing that poses a risk to the community. 
 
In 2012 the Hamilton Associate Medical Officer of Health confirmed to the SCRF Community Liaison Committee “There is 
no evidence to suggest either air or leachate quality, as determined by on-site monitoring at the Newalta Hamilton Landfill 
[note: now SCRF], pose an adverse level of risk to the surrounding community.” This continues to be the case today. 
Regardless, we will be going through the most rigorous and comprehensive environmental assessment process available, 
which will ensure that all measures are taken to ensure there is no risk to the environment or health. 

When the new housing development went in and the purchasers are told not to plant vegetable gardens because of the soil 
conditions you now we have a problem. Please, please stop lining the pockets of the owners and rule in favourite of the 
health of the residents of Stoney Creek. This site should never have been allowed in the first place, let’s make it right now, 
before it’s too late. 

We are not aware of any instructions to homeowners to not plant vegetable gardens because of the soil conditions. If that is 
the case, we can only assume it must be for reasons other than the potential impact of the SCRF because there are no 
documented off-site impacts of the facility. 
 
In addition to the above-noted assessment by Hamilton Public Health Services, a Landfill Impact Assessment was 
conducted in 2010 by the owner of lands to the north of the SCRF as part of the draft plan of subdivision conditions and 
peer reviewed for the City of Hamilton. This study determined that no mitigation measures were required to be placed on the 
on the residential lands to the north as a result of the current operating SCRF, as there was no evidence of adverse off-site 
environmental effects.  

I would like to take a moment to express my thoughts on the Stoney Creek landfill, as I literally live across the street from 
the site. I complelety oppose Terrapure’s plan to remain open for a few reasons. One being the  monstrous hill they created 
in attempts to conceal the waste, is absolutely atrocious. Not only does it look extremely unnatural, it takes away from the 
fact that we live near the Niagara escarpment. 

Terrapure takes pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours. During the Terms of 
Reference consultation phase, Terrapure listened to input from members of our local community, including the members of 
the CLC and local councillors, regarding the current visibility of the site from surrounding vantage points. In response, we 
are presently implementing additional visual screening measures at the site including the berms you referenced. 
Notwithstanding, we appreciate your feedback on the berms; we will consider it along with other feedback we receive on the 
visual screening. 
 
We encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so raise any further questions you may have. 
With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide input during the 
Environmental Assessment. 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
But what truly concerns me the most is the chemical like smell present during the spring/summer months. I refuse to take 
my children on a walk around our own neighbourhood. 

The SCRF does not take in garbage, only non-hazardous residual material, so there are no garbage-related odours. As a 
result, when we do receive a call about odours, they are typically associated with other things happening in the area, such 
as tunnelling for the new sewer system on Upper Centennial or farmers’ fertilization activities. This would not change as a 
result of the SCRF EA. However, if you do ever experience an issue with the operation of our site, then please let us know 
as soon as possible so that we may investigate and correct the situation, if required. 

The Terrapure landfill has reached its capacity, is a risk to our health and to the environment, so PLEASE shut them down 
already. 

To clarify, the SCRF has a remaining permitted capacity under its current Environmental Compliance Approval of 796,000 
m3 of residual material, as of January 2016, the date of the site’s most recently filed Annual Report.  
 
We understand your interest in the health and safety of your neighbourhood. Health and safety is one of Terrapure’s core 
values and we take the safety and health of our people, our neighbours and the environment very seriously. 
 
We have an exemplary track record of environmental protection and have always been in compliance with our operating 
permits (known as an Environmental Compliance Approval or “ECA”) since the facility was approved by the then-Minister of 
the Environment in 1996. This will not change going forward. We have been in operation for 20 years, as development has 
occurred around us, and we have never had an incident affecting public health. Additionally, Hamilton Public Health has 
reviewed all of the extensive health and environmental monitoring data we have accumulated over 20 years in existence 
and confirmed there is nothing that poses a risk to the community. 

I live a short distance from this site and I am becoming increasingly concerned about this situation. I remember the detailed 
discussion about the height of this waste dump above grade before being capped that was used to get the original approval. 
Without sending a long letter stating everything you are already aware of, we rely on our government to respect the original 
agreement and resist an ongoing creep of extensions to the point where the final result is a visible mountain of waste 
leaching a poison into the ground water for as long as people live here. 
  

We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
Facilities such as the SCRF must comply with stringent operating permits (known as an Environmental Compliance 
Approval or “ECA”), which limit emissions and discharges to the air, land and water. The SCRF has an extensive monitoring 
network that provides environmental data for leachate, surface water, landfill gas, groundwater, air quality, and noise. We 
have an exemplary track record of environmental protection and are in compliance with our ECA. Monitoring information is 
reported to the MOECC annually to ensure compliance with the ECA. This will not change going forward.  
 
We have been in operation for 20 years, with more and more neighbours and residential development building up around 
us, and we have never had an incident. Hamilton Public Health has reviewed all of the extensive health and environmental 
monitoring data we have accumulated over 20 years in existence and confirmed there is nothing that poses a risk to the 
community.  
 
Notwithstanding the above, as part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment of the effects of the project on 
groundwater within the proposed study area (within 1.5km from the SCRF) and ensure that all measures are taken to 
ensure there is no risk to the environment or health. (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-1 of the Proposed 
Terms of Reference). You will have the opportunity during the Environmental Assessment to review and provide feedback 
on that assessment. 

I thought the original agreement was to have a park over the capped waste, but at 50 or 60 feet capped is this realistic. Has 
the original clay liner been abandoned or was this a planned bait and switch from the beginning? When politicians switch 
sides and start working against their original very strong position, for money, truth is abandoned. 

We operate in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly engineered site ensures maximum 
environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels of natural clay liner and a single 
geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection systems. The liner is approximately 
10 feet thick and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment. Liner must be constructed in all areas of the 
site that are permitted to receive residual materials. 
 
Notwithstanding the above, as part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment of the effects of the project on 
groundwater within the proposed study area (within 1.5km from the SCRF) and ensure that all measures are taken to 
ensure there is no risk to the environment or health. (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-1 of the Proposed 
Terms of Reference).  
 
As a result of feedback from the public and other stakeholders on the closure process and future uses of the site, Terrapure 
has initiated the process of determining a pre-consultation plan with the community regarding closure of the site and 
post-closure land use. The closure plan with direct input from the community will ensure that when the site is closed it will 
benefit the community and the surrounding environment. As committed to in the Proposed Terms of Reference, Terrapure 
will review closure options as part of the SCRF EA (see Section 7.3 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). The post closure 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
use will need to reflect current City of Hamilton land use planning controls, which currently intends the site to become open 
space and/or recreational uses and may include a golf course (as per City land use designations). 

I realize that this waste needs to go somewhere, but smaller deposits closer to the source and kept at or slightly above 
grade, capped, doesn’t put the total cost of this problem in our back yard. Would the people approving this ongoing project 
creep, approve it, if it was close the their home? Would the project have gotten off the ground if the final approved extension 
was part of the original proposal? There is so much money involved here, that I resisted considering the worst case. 
 
Please do what you know is the right thing and consider the final result that will remain long after trucks no longer pull into 
this site. 

50% of the material received at the SCRF comes from customers within the City of Hamilton. In addition, the type of material 
received at the SCRF has exhausted recycling opportunities, thus, the site plays an important role in ensuring a safe secure 
home for such materials, which is integral to the continued growth of the local economy. 
 
The option of relocating the facility was considered during the Terms of Reference. This option would not address the 
established need for the proposed undertaking, nor provide local industry with options that are affordable or realistic. As a 
private corporation, Terrapure does not have the powers of expropriation to obtain a site, if such a location existed. 
Therefore, it was not carried forward. Discussion on the analysis of this option is included in Supporting Document #1 to the 
Proposed Terms of Reference. 

I managed large Capital projects for many years at ArcelorMittal Dofasco prior to retiring 2 years ago. An on-going on site 
presence by the owner is required to control the pressure that profit puts on most contractors. 

The owners of the site (Terrapure) operate the site with multiple staff present during operating hours. In addition, regular 
Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change inspections occur throughout the year. 

For over 30 years, my husband and I have been residents in the Albion Estate area of Stoney Creek. 
 
When we moved into this area, we both had voiced our concerns, at several community meetings, about the Taro 
Dump and the implications this site could have on our environment. 
 
Once again, we are now in strong opposition to Terrapure’s expansion proposal and are concerned about the expansion’s 
impact on noise, traffic, drainage, and the Niagara Escarpment as well as the area’s aesthetics and housing developments. 
 
My husband and I are hoping that living in a safe environment, free of pollution will also be what The Ministry Of 
Environment feels the residents in this area deserve! 
 
PLEASE REJECT Terrapure’s proposal and STOP any further increases to this site. 

We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
We also understand your interest in the health and safety of your neighbourhood. Health and safety is one of Terrapure’s 
core values and we take the safety and health of our people, our neighbours and the environment very seriously. 
 
We have had an exemplary track record of environmental protection since the facility was approved by the then-Minister of 
the Environment in 1996 and are in compliance with our operating permits (known as an Environmental Compliance 
Approval or “ECA”). This will not change going forward. We have been in operation for 20 years, as development has 
occurred around us, and we have never had an incident affecting public health. Hamilton Public Health has reviewed all of 
the extensive health and environmental monitoring data we have accumulated over 20 years in existence and confirmed 
there is nothing that poses a risk to the community. 
 
In 2012 the Hamilton Associate Medical Officer of Health confirmed to the SCRF Community Liaison Committee “There is 
no evidence to suggest either air or leachate quality, as determined by on-site monitoring at the Newalta Hamilton Landfill 
[note: now SCRF], pose an adverse level of risk to the surrounding community.” This continues to be the case today. 
 
With regards to the potential impacts of the capacity increase on noise, traffic, drainage, the Niagara Escarpment, the area’s 
aesthetics and housing developments, we will be going through the most rigorous and comprehensive environmental 
assessment process available. As part of the Environmental Assessment, we will undertake an assessment of the potential 
effects of the project on the environment, including noise, traffic, the natural environment (e.g. drainage and the Niagara 
Escarpment), viewsheds, and existing and future housing developments (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendices 
C and D of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
 
To provide additional context for your information the Proposed Terms of Reference submitted to the Ministry of 
Environment and Climate Change for approval is the framework for the next step in the process: the Environmental 
Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity increase is approved; 
only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 

I was involved on the original CLC for the then, Taro Landfill in the early 2000’s. 
  
It amazes me that different owners, different MOE Inspectors and different City Personnel just repeat the same damage to 
Upper Stoney Creek. The landfill should be closed. It should have been closed years ago. Taro walked away from the table 
when the CLC encroached on damaging information which made the company look bad. The MOE changed Inspectors so 
many times that each one would have to start over, thus allowing more and more suspicious loads to be added to the 
overflowing, disgusting site. City Council has dropped the ball more than once on this subject. Someone needs to tae 
control of this situation and close this dump down. 

Facilities such as the SCRF must comply with stringent operating permits (known as an Environmental Compliance 
Approval or “ECA”), which limit the material that comes into the site. We have an exemplary track record of environmental 
protection and are in compliance with our ECA.  
 
All material that comes to the site undergoes extensive analysis at a Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change 
(MOECC)-accredited third-party lab and must be pre-approved before it is received. When a vehicle arrives at the site, 
Terrapure reviews the paperwork to ensure it matches the analysis that was done and is approved to be received. We also 
do a visual inspection of each incoming load to further ensure the material matches what was pre-approved. If we have any 
uncertainty, the vehicle is moved to another area of the site, where its material is quarantined until we perform secondary 
analytical testing to ensure it is safe to be at the site. Only then would it be allowed to be received.  
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Regardless, we will be going through the most rigorous and comprehensive environmental assessment process available, 
which will ensure that all measures are taken to ensure there is no risk to the environment or health.  
 
If the Proposed Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental 
Assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide input 
during the Environmental Assessment.  

I cannot believe people bought homes so close to this dump. The MOE needs to intervene and reject the proposal to again 
increase this site. Enough IS enough. 

To provide additional context for your information the Proposed Terms of Reference submitted to the Ministry of 
Environment and Climate Change for approval is the framework for the next step in the process: the Environmental 
Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity increase is approved; 
only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. The Proposed Terms of 
Reference has no impact on the existing operations at the SCRF, which are permitted under the SCRF’s existing approved 
Environmental Compliance Approval. 

As a resident of the Stoney Creek mountain near the dump at Hwy 20 and Mud Street, I am writing to voice my disapproval 
towards altering the landfill from its currently allowed form. I have written of my disapproval in the past, and now I have to do 
it again. Will Terrapure be allowed to keep asking ad nauseum, hoping for the next government to be more receptive? This 
is a residential area. NO RESIDENTS WANTED THE DUMP IN THE FIRST PLACE AND NO ONE WANTS THE DUMP 
NOW, (corporate interests excepted. ) Since you are again asking for input for answers you already know, you will never 
have acceptance of this facility from local residents. Stop asking for it, its a complete waste of time unless you are offering 
monetary compensation in the multi-millions for depressed property values. The smaller it stays the better, in any way, 
shape or form. It was foolish to approve it years ago, and it would be madness to approve expansion now that there are 
hundreds more residents nearby.  
 
 

We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
To provide additional context for your information, the Proposed Terms of Reference submitted to the Ministry of 
Environment and Climate Change for approval is the framework for the next step in the process: the Environmental 
Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity increase is approved; 
only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 
 
In response to feedback from members of the public and other stakeholders on the draft Terms of Reference, the number of 
“Alternative Methods” to be evaluated in the SCRF EA has been broadened, including various layouts and configurations 
(see Section 5 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). You will have the opportunity to provide feedback on these 
“Alternative Methods” as part of the Environmental Assessment. 
The effect on property values is speculative as the determination of property value is based on a number of factors, 
including the economy. Terrapure cannot offer speculation as to the likely current or future values of properties. 

Allow me to point out an error on your website. It states that there is no odour from the dumpsite. Let me assure you this is 
incorrect. It releases a very powerful stench from time to time, noticeable when the wind blows from the NE.  
I recommend a plebiscite; that will put an unequivocal end to this matter. 

The SCRF does not take in garbage, only non-hazardous residual material, so there are no garbage-related odours. As a 
result, when we do receive a call about odours, they are typically associated with other things happening in the area, such 
as tunnelling for the new sewer system on Upper Centennial or farmers’ fertilization activities. However, if you do ever 
experience an issue with the operation of our site, then please let us know as soon as possible so that we may investigate 
and correct the situation, if required. 
 
In addition, as part of the SCRF EA we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects of odour, including identification 
of appropriate mitigation measures (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-5 of the Proposed Terms of 
Reference). You will have the opportunity to provide feedback on the assessment and mitigation measures during the 
Environmental Assessment. 

The Ontario government must stop Terrapure from exceeding the previously approved capacity limit for the Terrapure 
landfill and not approve or allow any recalculation to increase the already “at capacity” site. 

To clarify, the SCRF has a remaining permitted capacity under its current Environmental Compliance Approval of 
796,000 m3 of residual material, as of January 2016, the date of the site’s most recently filed Annual Report.  
 
We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
To provide additional context for your information, the Proposed Terms of Reference submitted to the Ministry of 
Environment and Climate Change for approval is the framework for the next step in the process: the Environmental 
Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity increase is approved; 
only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 

Sir---as a concerned tax-paying resident in the neighbourhood near the Terrapure facility I am asking you to consider the 
negative impact the planned expansion will have on the environment now and in the future.Please say NO to their request to 
expand. 

We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
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input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
To provide additional context for your information, the Proposed Terms of Reference submitted to the Ministry of 
Environment and Climate Change for approval is the framework for the next step in the process: the Environmental 
Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity increase is approved; 
only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 
 
With regards to the potential negative impacts of the project, we will be going through the most rigorous and comprehensive 
environmental assessment process available, which will ensure that all measures are taken to ensure there is no risk to the 
environment or health. As part of the Environmental Assessment, we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects 
of the project on the environment and develop appropriate impact management measures (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 
and Appendices C and D of the Proposed Terms of Reference). You will have the opportunity to provide feedback on those 
assessments as part of the Environmental Assessment process. 

Our family is deeply concerned about improving the environment both for the present generation and that of subsequent 
ones. We feel that the focus should be in generating less garbage, so allowing for a larger site such as the above mentioned 
is not just counter productive, but ultimately criminal, given the contamination that we have already caused due to industrial 
pollution in this area. 

We agree that diversion is very important in reducing the amount of residual material requiring disposal. The material 
accepted at the SCRF comes from a variety of customers and businesses that divert at their own operations and have 
implemented their own diversion and recovery system. Terrapure has Standard Operating Procedures that addresses the 
screening and 
verification of material that is received on-site to ensure the materials received on-site cannot reasonably be diverted or 
reintroduced into the circular economy from both an economical and feasible perspective.  
 
To provide additional context for your information, the Proposed Terms of Reference submitted to the Ministry of 
Environment and Climate Change for approval is the framework for the next step in the process: the Environmental 
Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity increase is approved; 
only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. If the Terms of Reference is 
approved we encourage you to participate in the Environmental Assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our 
project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide input during the Environmental Assessment. 

The emphasis has got to be in legislating that products must be sold in material that can be recycled. Also, we need 
everyone to recycle, even those people living in apartments and condos; as is done in every city in Europe. They are an 
example to us, in that all their buildings have compost and recycling bins that are used by every tenant, thus generating very 
little in the way of actual garbage. We definitely need to be proactive when it comes to this. Our health today, and for the 
years ahead, is dependent on our decisions today. Please let’s rethink the way things are done. 

While we agree that the legislation of packaging and increasing recycling rates is important, it is outside of the scope of the 
SCRF EA. 

I am very disappointed with Terrapure Business and City of Hamilton  which proposed  continuing with  Dump work. We 
are  as  citizens of Upper Stoney Creek  betrayed. When we purchased our house, we were told by our house builder 
(Landmart) that Dump is going to close in 2014. 
 I am talking on behalf over thousand families who moved in this area in last few years. We are paying high  taxes to city 
and only we  ask for and need is clean area to live. Dump already contain PAH’,PCB’s, Dioxins and who knows what else. 
All pollutant are leached through soil and water into our backyards. On the long run who will pay the price of this Dump: 
again Ministry but not Ministry of Environment then Ministry of Health.Please ,Mister Battino, just one question for you as a 
human being: would you live with your family in the place where Dump is located in your backyard? Now I will live this 
dilemma with your conscience. 

We understand your interest in the health and safety of your neighbourhood. Health and safety is one of Terrapure’s core 
values and we take the safety and health of our people, our neighbours and the environment very seriously. 
 
We have an exemplary track record of environmental protection and have always been in compliance with our operating 
permits (known as an Environmental Compliance Approval or “ECA”). This will not change going forward. We have been in 
operation for 20 years, with more and more neighbours and residential development building up around us, and we have 
never had an incident. Hamilton Public Health has reviewed all of the extensive health and environmental monitoring data 
we have accumulated over 20 years in existence and confirmed there is nothing that poses a risk to the community.  
 
In 2012 the Hamilton Associate Medical Officer of Health confirmed to the SCRF Community Liaison Committee “There is 
no evidence to suggest either air or leachate quality, as determined by on-site monitoring at the Newalta Hamilton Landfill 
[note: now SCRF], pose an adverse level of risk to the surrounding community.” This continues to be the case today. 
 
Further, a Landfill Impact Assessment was conducted in 2010 for the owner of lands to the north of the SCRF as part of the 
draft plan of subdivision conditions and peer reviewed for the City of Hamilton. This study determined that no mitigation 
measures were required to be placed on the on the residential lands to the north as a result of the current operating SCRF, 
as there was no evidence of adverse off-site environmental effects. 
 
We operate in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly engineered site ensures maximum 
environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels of natural clay liner and a single 
geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection systems. The liner is approximately 
10 feet thick and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment.  
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
In addition, as committed to in the Proposed Terms of Reference, as part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment 
of the potential effects of the project on the environment including groundwater within the proposed study area (within 1.5km 
from the SCRF). 
 
To provide additional context for your information, the Proposed Terms of Reference submitted to the Ministry of 
Environment and Climate Change for approval is the framework for the next step in the process: the Environmental 
Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity increase is approved; 
only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. If the Terms of Reference is 
approved we encourage you to participate in the Environmental Assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our 
project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide input during the Environmental Assessment. 

I am sending this email to register my opposition to Terrapure’s proposal to expand the Upper Stoney Creek landfill. Having 
lived in Upper Stoney Creek for over 30 years I have watched this parcel of land go from a quarry in the early years to 
landfill that is still ongoing. It is not enough that this company and its predecessors first filled the hole created by the 
quarrying operation but are continuing to pile fill material higher and higher.  As the height of the fill has increased the berm 
that was initially blocking view of the operation has had to be increased. The most recent step was to add a 2 to 3 meter 
fence with privacy covering. This fence is Terrapure’s response to opposition to the unsightly view of the landfill. Now we 
can not see the mountain of fill growing higher and higher but an ugly privacy fence surrounding the property. I personally 
do not think this is an improvement. 

Terrapure takes pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours. During the Terms of 
Reference consultation phase, Terrapure listened to input from members of our local community, including the members of 
the CLC and local councillors, regarding the current visibility of the site from surrounding vantage points. In response, we 
are presently implementing additional visual screening measures at the site, including the berms and fencing you 
referenced. Notwithstanding, we appreciate your feedback regarding the existing fencing; we will consider it along with other 
feedback we receive on the visual screening. 

I believe it is time to say enough is enough deny further expansion both in the maximum height and total capacity and make 
plans for finalizing and closing  this landfill. 

To provide additional context for your information the Proposed Terms of Reference submitted to the Ministry of 
Environment and Climate Change for approval is the framework for the next step in the process: the Environmental 
Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity increase is approved; 
only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. If the Terms of Reference is 
approved we encourage you to participate in the Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to discuss 
your concerns further with us. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities 
to provide input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
As a result of feedback from the public and other stakeholders on the closure process and future uses of the site, Terrapure 
has initiated the process of determining a pre-consultation plan with the community regarding closure of the site and 
post-closure land use. The closure plan with direct input from the community will ensure that when the site is closed it will 
benefit the community and the surrounding environment. As committed to in the Proposed Terms of Reference, Terrapure 
will review closure options as part of the SCRF EA (see Section 7.3 of the Proposed Terms of Reference).  

As additional input into the Ministry of the Environments review of the recent Terrapure Notice of Submission of Terms of 
Reference, I would like to offer for your consideration the attached two documents. The first document is the Stoney Creek 
Landfill Volume of Existing Stockpiles (“Cut and Fill”) as supplied by Terrapure to to Geoff Knapper of the Hamilton Branch 
of the Ministry of the Environment in response to my September 2016 contention to Geoff’s group that the existing site was 
in violation of its site license by exceeding the 6.32 million cubic meters of residual material in the 41.5 hectares. As I’m sure 
you understand, this document shows the areas where the landfill was already above the Final Approved Elevation and 
needs to be “cut”, and other areas where there is still room to “fill” to reach the Final Approved Elevation. The attached 
spreadsheet uses the figures that are provided in the Cut and Fill diagram to detail how much space remained effective 
January 2016. The document is based on the aerial survey completed on January 21, 2016 by Automated Engineering 
Technologies. 
Based on an estimated volume of receipts in 2016 of 349,784 cubic meters (the average of the 4 previous years), and using 
the average of the minimum and maximum elevations from the chart, it shows that the site has already exceeded its license 
by 104,137 cubic meters. Yet the trucks keep coming and coming. 
 
Equally important is the fact that areas on the document that show as yellow or orange in color indicating that they were 
already at or above the Final Approved Elevation on January 2016 continued to receive mounds and mounds of material 
during 2016 prompting Terrapure to add a 10 foot screened fence on top of the original 20 foot berms to hide the waste from 
view. Why would they add to areas that were already above the Final Approved Elevation? 
 
My point in showing you this information is to demonstrate that a company that will violate its existing site license is not one 
that should be considered for approval for an increase in its license. I would appreciate your feedback on this information. 

As reported in the Stoney Creek Regional Facility 2015 Annual Report, the remaining capacity of the site as of January 
2016 was 796,000 m3.  
Much of this remaining capacity will be accommodated in the area in the north end of the SCRF that is permitted to receive 
residual material, but has yet to be built – specifically a new cell to be built in construction phases 8a and 8b. This 
represents a geographic area of approximately 2.8 hectares. Construction of these phases began in 2016 and is expected 
to be completed over the coming two years. 
The rest of the remaining capacity will go in areas of site that have already had liner constructed, but are currently below 
final contours and have space to accommodate additional materials.  
It is important to note that the aerial topographic survey of the site included in the 2015 Annual Report, as well as the recent 
“Cut and Fill” heat map diagram supplied to the Ministry, only show the area of the site that has had liner constructed to 
date. They do not include the above-noted area approved for residual materials that has yet to be constructed.  
Once the new cell phases are constructed, this newly constructed area, combined with existing areas that are below final 
contours, will have the ability to accommodate the remaining capacity for residual material, as well as any material that is 
temporarily placed in the rest of the site that may be temporarily above the height of the currently approved final contours of 
the SCRF. 
In addition, the analysis in your provided spreadsheet does not factor in variables like the non-waste related volumes 
consumed in the site like final cover, access roads, ramps and the leachate collection system, which are subsequently 
deducted from the calculation of in-place volume. 
We have supplied this information to the MOECC Hamilton District Office and they have indicated they are satisfied with the 
explanation and in agreement with all of the data provided in our 2015 Annual Report. Further, we understand that Geoffrey 
Knapper has provided a response to you that the Ministry is satisfied with the Terrapure report and methodology and that 
the remaining capacity of the site of was 796,000 m3 at January 2016. 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
We continue to operate in compliance with our strict regulatory approvals.  

With regards to the terrapure dump site on hwy 20….ENOUGH IS ENOUGH. 
 
Give em inch & they take all that they can get….& much more  

We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. If the Environmental Assessment was a recipe, the Terms of Reference would be like a 
cookbook that tells Terrapure how to conduct the Environmental Assessment. Approval of the Terms of Reference would 
allow Terrapure to move forward with completing an Environmental Assessment to evaluate its proposal to increase the 
approved capacity of the SCRF by 3,680,000 m3. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the 
proposed capacity increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental 
Assessment. 

I am going to repeat this point again because its very important and you did not address it in your response: “There is no 
evidence that can be presented to ensure that the expansion of this site is safe because what they are doing is 
unprecedented, there is no landfill site anywhere of this size so close to residential homes.” As far as I know there is nothing 
to compare this expansion to and say that it is going be safe.  
 
The fact that you have been supposedly operating this site safely for 20 years is not evidence that what you are trying to do 
now will be safe and acceptable. Two reasons for that are: that people are now going to be living much closer to this 
dump(families, children) and the size of this dump is going to be much bigger with this new expansion. You can’t compare to 
what you were doing in the past to what you are trying to do now because they are different things.  
 
I would ask all the people who are involved in the decision making of this to ask themselves if they would move their own 
families to live in the new subdivision next to this massive dump for the next 15 years. I have a feeling I know the answer to 
that. 

There are landfills in Ontario and North America that are in close proximity to residential and commercial areas. Regardless, 
we will not be relying on our safe operating history, or on the operating history of other similar facilities to assess the 
proposed expansion. Rather there will be extensive work completed in the Environmental Assessment, which is the most 
rigorous and comprehensive environmental assessment process available, as described in the Proposed Terms of 
Reference. As part of the Environmental Assessment, we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects of the project 
on the environment, including residential homes within the proposed study area (within 1.5km from the SCRF) to 
demonstrate and ensure the project does not have significant negative effects on the residential homes (see Sections 
6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendices C and D of the Proposed Terms of Reference).  

As a resident of Penny Lane Estates, I am perplexed at the situation that I might be facing if the option for expanding in my 
area goes forward.  
 
 

We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. Approval of the Terms of Reference would allow Terrapure to move forward with completing 
an Environmental Assessment to evaluate its proposal to increase the approved capacity of the SCRF by 3,680,000 m3. The 
approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity increase is approved; only that Terrapure 
would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 

This option would expand the landfill 30 metres from Mud Street which is right across from my community. The city 
previously cancelled 90 townhomes because it fell within the 160 meter of waste limits so why does this not apply to this 
option?  Why is my community being set forth as one of the viable options?  I am outraged at the Ministry of Environment 
and Climate Change as well as the city of Hamilton for considering this option.  

In response to feedback from members of the public and other stakeholders on the draft Terms of Reference, the number of 
“Alternative Methods” to be evaluated in the SCRF EA has been broadened, from two to six (see Section 5 of the Proposed 
Terms of Reference). These Alternative Methods include various layouts and configurations for the site, including some 
layouts and configurations that would not involve any expansion towards Mud Street. These Alternative Methods will be 
further developed and evaluated during the Environmental Assessment, if the Terms of Reference is approved. 
 
The issue you mention relates to a 160 m Holding Provision that was previously placed on development of lands north of 
Green Mountain Road by the City of Hamilton. However, this Holding Provision was not put in place by the City with respect 
to landfill operations. There were three conditions to be satisfied before the 160m Holding Provision could be removed, two 
of which were unrelated to the SCRF and one which related to the yet to be completed quarry rehabilitation.  
 
The Holding Provision was released in late 2015 by City staff and approved by City Council based on the findings of a peer 
reviewed Landfill Impact Assessment. 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
The Landfill Impact Assessment was conducted in 2010 for the owner of lands to the north of the SCRF as part of the draft 
plan of subdivision conditions and peer reviewed for the City of Hamilton. This study determined that no mitigation measures 
were required to be placed on the residential lands to the north as a result of the current operating SCRF, as there was no 
evidence of adverse off-site environmental effects.  
 
Additionally, in 2012 the Hamilton Associate Medical Officer of Health confirmed to the SCRF Community Liaison 
Committee “There is no evidence to suggest either air or leachate quality, as determined by on-site monitoring at the 
Newalta Hamilton Landfill [note: now SCRF], pose an adverse level of risk to the surrounding community.” This continues to 
be the case today. 

I am requesting that this proposal cease immediately for the Penny Lane Estate area. This plan is showing no respect to my 
community and for the residents that have invested in a home in this area. As a taxpayer, I want my voice heard. This is a 
very important decision that will affect our community in now and in years to come. This should not be taken lightly. Reading 
the newspaper and seeing how many changes have been made, and now the new proposals, it appears that this decision is 
controversial. My vote, my family’s vote and the vote of my neighbours is to go back to the drawing table and rethink this. I 
will not sit idly by and watch my growing community change into a wasteland.  
 
A family of very concerned and frustrated taxpayers of Hamilton. 

Consultation with the community is a cornerstone of Ontario’s Environmental Assessment process. Terrapure consulted 
broadly with the community during preparation of the Terms of Reference. If the Terms of Reference is approved, there will 
be several additional opportunities for residents to provide input at key decision-making stages during the Environmental 
Assessment (see Section 9.2 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). As noted above we encourage you and other members 
of the public to continue to reach out to Terrapure to provide your feedback during the Environmental Assessment.  
 

Just a quick e-mail to voice my concern and specifically my opposition to the proposed capacity increase being requested 
by Terrapure for the above facility. 

We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 

I am an upper Stoney Creek resident and am writing to you to submit my comments regarding the proposed Terrapure 
capacity expansion. For the record, I am against this latest increase to 10 million m3. The original agreement in 1996 capped 
the maximum volume at 6.32 m3 over 20 years on the 41.5 hectare site. Since then there have been changes, some 
allowing for public input and some without. 

We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
To clarify, there have been no previous increases to the SCRF’s originally approved capacity for residual materials. 
Additionally, there is no condition in the SCRF operating permits related to the site’s lifespan. Lifespan is determined by 
local market demand for the site’s services. 
 
Consultation with the community is a cornerstone of Ontario’s Environmental Assessment process. Terrapure consulted 
broadly with the community during preparation of the Terms of Reference. If the Terms of Reference is approved, there will 
be several additional opportunities for residents to provide input at key decision-making stages during the Environmental 
Assessment (see Section 9.2 of the Proposed Terms of Reference).  

The site has become a visual blemish in our community with the ever growing mountain of garbage. Terrapure takes pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours. During the Terms of 
Reference consultation phase, Terrapure listened to input from members of our local community, including the members of 
the CLC and local councillors, regarding the current visibility of the site from surrounding vantage points. In response, we 
are presently implementing additional visual screening measures at the site. Berms have been heightened to increase 
screening around site access points and fencing is currently being installed on the west side of the site.  
 
In addition, as part of the SCRF EA we will be carrying out a visual assessment, where view-sheds will be analyzed and 
appropriate screening measures determined (see Section 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-4 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
Screening measures may include earth berms, vegetation, and fencing, which would be used to ensure that views of the 
SCRF are minimized from the surrounding community. We encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental 
Assessment so that you have the opportunity to provide feedback on those screening measures. 

Aside from the aesthetics, especially for the growing community to the north of the site, potential health risks from the 
industrial fill may not be known for many years after the site eventually closes.  
 

We understand your interest in the health and safety of your neighbourhood. Health and safety is one of Terrapure’s core 
values and we take the safety and health of our people, our neighbours and the environment very seriously. 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
We have had an exemplary track record of environmental protection since the facility was approved by the then-Minister of 
the Environment in 1996 and are in compliance with our operating permits (known as an Environmental Compliance 
Approval or “ECA”). This will not change going forward. We have been in operation for 20 years, as development has 
occurred around us, and we have never had an incident affecting public health. Hamilton Public Health has reviewed all of 
the extensive health and environmental monitoring data we have accumulated over 20 years in existence and confirmed 
there is nothing that poses a risk to the community. 
 
In 2012 the Hamilton Associate Medical Officer of Health confirmed to the SCRF Community Liaison Committee “There is 
no evidence to suggest either air or leachate quality, as determined by on-site monitoring at the Newalta Hamilton Landfill 
[note: now SCRF], pose an adverse level of risk to the surrounding community.” This continues to be the case today. 
 
Further, a Landfill Impact Assessment was conducted in 2010 for the owner of lands to the north of the SCRF as part of the 
draft plan of subdivision conditions and peer reviewed for the City of Hamilton. This study determined that no mitigation 
measures were required to be placed on the on the residential lands to the north as a result of the current operating SCRF, 
as there was no evidence of adverse off-site environmental effects. 
 
Regardless, we will be going through the most rigorous and comprehensive environmental assessment process available, 
which will ensure that all measures are taken to ensure there are no current or future health or environmental risks once the 
facility closes.  

This legacy for future generations will remain into perpetuity long after Terrapure is gone and I respectfully submit that you 
oppose this latest increase which will start the long overdue closure of the industrial dump in the middle of our growing 
community. 

As a result of feedback from the public and other stakeholders on the closure process and future uses of the site, Terrapure 
has initiated the process of determining a pre-consultation plan with the community regarding closure of the site and 
post-closure land use. The closure plan with direct input from the community will ensure that when the site is closed it will 
benefit the community and the surrounding environment. As committed to in the Proposed Terms of Reference, Terrapure 
will review closure options as part of the SCRF EA (see Section 7.3 of the Proposed Terms of Reference).  
 
The Proposed Terms of Reference has no impact on the existing operations at the SCRF, which are permitted under the 
SCRF’s existing approved Environmental Compliance Approval. 

Dear Minister we are writing this letter to you to express our concerns as the voting members of the Community Liaison 
Committee (CLC) for the above mentioned landfill. 
 
As community representatives we must object to the proposed application for amendment to the current permit as presented 
to us for the following reasons: 
 
  

As stated in our September 13, 2016 response to the Minister of the Environment, Terrapure has consulted extensively with 
the CLC. We have met with the CLC, beyond the scope of its mandate related to the ongoing operations of the SCRF, to 
provide information on the proposal and to respond to any potential questions members may have in relation to it or the EA 
process in general. Terrapure has met with the CLC three times to date as part of the SCRF EA Terms of Reference (June 
20, 2016; July 11, 2016; and January 31, 2017). In addition, the Terms of Reference was discussed at one of the regular 
meetings of the CLC on June 6, 2016. 
 
We believe we have addressed all issues raised by the CLC – as stated in both its previous and current comment letters – 
with the changes we have made in the Proposed Terms of Reference.  
 
Specifically, the CLC provided input at the June 20 and July 11, 2016 meetings. Although we offered the CLC an additional 
opportunity to meet prior to the August 19, 2016 deadline for receiving comments on the Draft Terms of Reference, they 
indicated it was unnecessary in light of information provided by Terrapure and declined. 
 
Then, at the January 31, 2017 meeting, Terrapure extensively reviewed the changes that were made to the Proposed 
Terms of Reference. We pointed out that these changes were made in direct response to input from the community and 
other stakeholders, including the CLC, on the Draft Terms of Reference. 

Terrapure’s suggestion allowing them to substitute waste instead of fill for the non-waste portion of the existing permit would 
shorten the active life of the current operation, we believe the community would support this, as the primary goal is shorten 
the active life of the operation. The CLC cannot support the additional waste tonnage requested as this is counter to 
shortening the life of operation. 
 
  

In fact, the proposed capacity increase, if approved by the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change, would facilitate 
the closure of the site earlier than currently projected – addressing your stated goal of shortening the active life of the 
operation. The potential reduction in the number of operating years takes into account the additional volume of residual 
materials being requested through the proposal beyond replacing the current need to bring in approx. 2 million m3 of fill. The 
CLC has indicated it and the community would like to see the SCRF closed as soon as possible. The proposed capacity 
increase would enable that to happen. 
 
Presently, we expect that it will take another 16 to 22 years to be in a position to close the site by accepting a combination of 
residual materials and industrial soil or “fill”, which we are currently required to do. 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
 

However, by accepting more residual materials, such as by-products from the steel-making industry and infrastructure 
projects, instead of fill, we could actually close up to 9 years sooner than currently expected, because the market for 
residual materials is much stronger and more consistent than that for “fill”. It could be several years sooner (up to 9), 
depending on market conditions, but at least 2 to 3 years.  
The additional residual materials volume of 3,680,000 m3 being sought through the proposed capacity increase was arrived 
at to meet the needs of local customers from the City of Hamilton and surrounding area over a timeframe that is appropriate 
for the business. 

Terrapure request to add additional waste above current tonnage increases the height and size of the end use topography, 
the current height is already a concern with the community at large and any increase in size cannot be support by the CLC. 
 
  

In response to feedback from members of the public and other stakeholders, including the CLC, on the draft Terms of 
Reference, we have broadened the number of “Alternative Methods” to be evaluated in the SCRF EA from two to six, 
including some layouts and configurations for the site that would not involve any height increase (see Section 5 of the 
Proposed Terms of Reference). Thus, we have already addressed this concern in the Proposed Terms of Reference. 
 
In addition, as part of the SCRF EA we will be carrying out a visual assessment, where view-sheds will be analyzed and 
appropriate screening measures determined (see Section 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-4 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
Screening measures may include earth berms, vegetation, and fencing, which would be used to ensure that views of the 
SCRF are minimized from the surrounding community. We encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental 
Assessment so that you have the opportunity to provide feedback on those screening measures. 
 
Notwithstanding the preceding, during the Terms of Reference consultation phase, Terrapure listened to input from 
members of our local community, including the members of the CLC and local councillors, regarding the current visibility of 
the site from surrounding vantage points. In response, we are presently implementing additional visual screening measures 
at the site. Berms have been heightened to increase screening around site access points and fencing is currently being 
installed on the west side of the site. 
 
In addition, Terrapure has initiated the process of determining a pre-consultation plan with the community regarding closure 
of the site and post-closure land use. The closure plan with direct input from the community will ensure that when the site is 
closed it will benefit the community and the surrounding environment. As committed to in the Proposed Terms of Reference, 
Terrapure will review closure options as part of the SCRF EA (see Section 7.3 of the Proposed Terms of Reference).  
The CLC will play an important role in this process. 

Additional waste also means additional truck traffic which already a concern of the Community and the CLC. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
In conclusion the CLC cannot support the application as presented and as representatives of the Community at large we 
ask that you weigh this voice of the community and deny the approval of this application. 
 

This assumption is in incorrect. There would be no change to the maximum number of vehicles to the site per day or 
annually as a result of the proposed capacity increase at the SCRF, as there will be no change to the annual permitted 
tonnage received.  
Presently, the site is permitted to receive up to 250 trucks per day; however, the average daily number received is about 70 
to 80 trucks – well below the permitted limit.  
 
The CLC is a key stakeholder with a unique and important role to play in the Environmental Assessment process to assess 
the potential to increase the capacity of the SCRF. Terrapure appreciates the honest and valuable discussion we have had 
with the CLC and we look forward to continuing to work with the CLC through the Environmental Assessment, should the 
Proposed Terms of Reference be approved.  

Do not allow any further expansion of this site. I understand that there is a need for such a sight for every city. In my opinion 
this site has already gone past “enough “ . I cannot imagine anyone driving down First Road East and looking west at this 
site and thinking it would be OK at any level to increase the size of this. 

To clarify, there have been no previous increases to the SCRF’s originally approved capacity for residual materials.  
 
To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 
 
We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 

I am joining the many others in this area to say that enough is enough in regards to the dump. When you have to add a 
fence to the top of the grading that is already there to try and hide the height of what is already in that dump is disgusting. 
No one should have to look out their window and see the mess. Driving past it to and from our homes is bad enough but to 
have it outside your front door is unacceptable. It is time to say NO MORE. 

To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 
 
We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
Terrapure takes pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours. During the Terms of 
Reference consultation phase, Terrapure listened to input from members of our local community, including the members of 
the CLC and local councillors, regarding the current visibility of the site from surrounding vantage points. In response, we 
are presently implementing additional visual screening measures at the site. Berms have been heightened to increase 
screening around site access points and fencing is currently being installed on the west side of the site.  

I am living at stoney creek upper on the green mountain. When we bought this house builder told us its going to be close 
with in three years. Now we hear news that its going to extend for more years and high of industrial garbage is also showing 
outside on the road and from houses. I just have one question if you guys are not going to close it then why you give 
permission to make house near by it . City had not approve the houses near terra pure. We are against it and don’t want it 
approve for further more years. 

The proposed capacity increase, if approved by the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change, would facilitate the 
closure of the site earlier than currently projected.  
Presently, we expect that it will take another 16 to 22 years to be in a position to close the site by accepting a combination of 
residual materials and industrial soil or “fill”, which we are currently required to do. 

 
However, by accepting more residual materials, such as by-products from the steel-making industry and infrastructure 
projects, instead of fill, we could actually close up to 9 years sooner than currently expected, because the market for 
residual materials is much stronger and more consistent than that for “fill”. It could be several years sooner (up to 9), 
depending on market conditions, but at least 2 to 3 years.  
 
Terrapure takes pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours. During the Terms of 
Reference consultation phase, Terrapure listened to input from members of our local community, including the members of 
the CLC and local councillors, regarding the current visibility of the site from surrounding vantage points. In response, we 
are presently implementing additional visual screening measures at the site. Berms have been heightened to increase 
screening around site access points and fencing is currently being installed on the west side of the site. This is documented 
in the Terms of Reference Record of Consultation. 
 
We do not have control over the permission to develop near the site. The City controls development through Holding 
Provisions. A 160 m Holding Provision was previously placed on development of lands north of Green Mountain Road by 
the City of Hamilton. However, this  
Holding Provision was released in late 2015 by City staff and approved by City Council based on the findings of a peer 
reviewed Landfill Impact Assessment.  
 
The Landfill Impact Assessment was conducted in 2010 for the owner of lands to the north of the SCRF as part of the draft 
plan of subdivision conditions and peer reviewed for the City of Hamilton. This study determined that no mitigation measures 
were required to be placed on the residential lands to the north as a result of the current operating SCRF, as there was no 
evidence of adverse off-site environmental effects. 
 
As a result of feedback from the public and other stakeholders on the closure process and future uses of the site, Terrapure 
has initiated the process of determining a pre-consultation plan with the community regarding closure of the site and 
post-closure land use. The closure plan with direct input from the community will ensure that when the site is closed it will 
benefit the community and the surrounding environment. As committed to in the Proposed Terms of Reference, Terrapure 
will review closure options as part of the SCRF EA (see Section 7.3 of the Proposed Terms of Reference).  
The Proposed Terms of Reference has no impact on the existing operations at the SCRF, which are permitted under the 
SCRF’s existing approved Environmental Compliance Approval. 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
It is not my tendency to formally remark on issues that are under the jurisdiction of any level of government departments as I 
feel that those departments have the best interests of all those affected by such issues as well as having the most in depth 
knowledge and expertise to make the correct choices. However in this case, I think my expression of reservations on this 
complicated issue is warranted. I am a long time resident of this area for over 35 years and have witnessed the relentless 
castigation, rhetoric and polarized views involving the said facility as it transferred ownership and under each circumstance, 
limitations of the waste site capacity modified in favour of expansion. I don’t pretend to know all the technical nuances 
involved in the workings of this facility and I understand the the current and past owners ultimate objective was to run the 
facility under a private profitable business model.   

We appreciate your interest in the proposed project. Consultation with the community is a cornerstone of Ontario’s 
Environmental Assessment process. If the Terms of Reference is approved, there will be several additional opportunities for 
residents to provide input at key decision-making stages during the Environmental Assessment (see Section 9.2 of the 
Proposed Terms of Reference). If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to participate in the upcoming 
Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on this assessment. With this 
in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide input during the Environmental 
Assessment. 

To clarify, there have been no previous increases to the SCRF’s originally approved capacity for residual materials. 
To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 

Further I also understand that all of us have a joint responsibility in recognizing that we need to facilitate the handling of 
wasteful by products generated by society and this facility operated as one of those facets.  My concern is that I believe that 
this facility and the residents of the area have accommodated more than their fair sure of waste mitigation and that further 
expansion of the site footprint would be a severe intrusion on the health and well being of the local residents. This is even 
more emphasized with the recent housing developments that have been built and that are currently under construction 
within very close proximity to the waste site based under the previous agreed upon area limitations of the site.  I’m not sure 
whom the residents that purchased their houses in those developments are, but I would suggest that they were unaware of 
the conditions and the processes that are being undertaken at the facility.  

We appreciate that you recognize the importance the SCRF plays in ensuring a safe, secure disposal location for materials 
that have exhausted recycling opportunities. 
 
We understand your interest in the health and well being of your neighbourhood. Health and safety is one of Terrapure’s 
core values and we take the safety and health of our people, our neighbours and the environment very seriously. With this in 
mind we will be going through the most rigorous and comprehensive environmental assessment process available. As part 
of the Environmental Assessment, we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects of the project on the 
environment (including the recent and proposed future housing developments) and develop appropriate impact 
management measures (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendices C and D of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
You will have the opportunity to provide feedback on those assessments as part of the Environmental Assessment process. 
 
We have had an exemplary track record of environmental protection since the facility was approved by the then-Minister of 
the Environment in 1996 and are in compliance with our operating permits (known as an Environmental Compliance 
Approval or “ECA”). This will not change going forward. We have been in operation for 20 years, as development has 
occurred around us, and we have never had an incident affecting public health. Hamilton Public Health has reviewed all of 
the extensive health and environmental monitoring data we have accumulated over 20 years in existence and confirmed 
there is nothing that poses a risk to the community. 
 
In 2012 the Hamilton Associate Medical Officer of Health confirmed to the SCRF Community Liaison Committee “There is 
no evidence to suggest either air or leachate quality, as determined by on-site monitoring at the Newalta Hamilton Landfill 
[note: now SCRF], pose an adverse level of risk to the surrounding community.” This continues to be the case today. 
 

Further, a Landfill Impact Assessment was conducted in 2010 for the owner of lands to the north of the SCRF as part of the 
draft plan of subdivision conditions and peer reviewed for the City of Hamilton. This study determined that no mitigation 
measures were required to be placed on the residential lands to the north as a result of the current operating SCRF, as 
there was no evidence of adverse off-site environmental effects. 

Further, the local school board is proposing to build a public school near the facility which I believe is perhaps a poor 
decision under any circumstances.  It would be unconscionable to expose children to any more risk of long term health 
implications than we already do 

As part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects of the project on existing and future land 
uses, including the proposed new school to ensure the project does not have any significant negative effects on the 
community (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendices D-4 and D-7 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
 
The Hamilton Wentworth District School Board (HWDSB) is part of the Government Review Team established as part of the 
SCRF EA to review and provide comments on the proposal from their perspective. Terrapure consulted with the HWDSB 
during the Terms of Reference process, including meetings regarding their proposed future area school. Terrapure will 
continue to consult with the HWDSB as the SCRF EA progresses to ensure their comments are appropriately considered. 

In closing, I understand that as special project officer to the ministry of environment, your serious and difficult responsibility 
is to weigh all factors and considerations in order to make the best possible decision that is in the best interest of society at 
large. I hope that you will be able to execute those significant powers in the most judicial, prudent and effective manor that 
allows an easing of the burden that local area residents have had to endure for the past decades and will provide them with 
the peace of mind that the facility capacity will not be further expanded. 

Comment noted 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
We are writing to let you know that Lanmar Environmental Solutions Inc. fully supports Terrapure Environmental’s proposed 
capacity increase of their Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) located in the City of Hamilton. Terrapure’s proposed 
capacity increase of their Facility completely aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians including the following: 
•Economic Prosperity and Growth 
•Healthy and Safe Communities 
•Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
Economic Prosperity and Growth 
 It is our understanding that approximately fifty percent of the material received annually at the SCRF comes from customers 
in the City of Hamilton. If this material had to go to another facility farther away, it would add significant cost and 
environmental impact from increased transportation. As a result, the SCRF plays a critical role in supporting local industry 
and the local economy with a conveniently located, environmentally sound facility for non-recyclable industrial residual 
material. 
 
Healthy and Safe Communities 
The facility has been part of the local upper Stoney Creek community since 1996 when it was approved by the then Minister 
of the Environment following the successful completion of an Individual Environmental Assessment. Terrapure’s compliance 
record at the SCRF is exemplary by operating it in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly 
engineered site ensures maximum environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels 
of natural clay liner and a single geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection 
systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment. The 
design has been called “state of the art” by an independent panel of experts. 
 
Built Environment and Infrastructure 
We are also aware that Terrapure maintains two major community investment programs related to the SCRF - the Heritage 
Green Community Trust and a City of Hamilton Royalty Program. One dollar for every tonne of material received at the 
SCRF each year goes into each initiative, which support community charitable and infrastructure programs. Over the nearly 
20 years that these programs have been in place, they have injected a combined total of more than $22 million into the local 
community. The approval of the proposed capacity increase would allow these programs to continue thus providing funding 
for local community groups and infrastructure. 
 
Lanmar Environmental Solutions Inc. is a Canadian company and is a proud member of the Hamilton community for 17 
years.  
As a proud member of the Hamilton community, we, at Lanmar Environmental Solutions Inc., encourage the Minister of the 
Environment and Climate Change to approve Terrapure’s proposed Terms of Reference for carrying out the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility Environmental Assessment. 

Thank you for your support of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental Assessment (EA). We concur that 
the proposed capacity increase aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians, including: 

• Economic Prosperity and Growth 
• Healthy and Safe Communities 
• Built Environment and Infrastructure  

 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we look forward to continuing to consult with you during the Environmental 
Assessment. 

We are writing to let you know that Aldo Electric fully supports Terrapure Environmental’s proposed capacity increase of 
their Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) located in the City of Hamilton. Terrapure’s proposed capacity increase of their 
Facility completely aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians including the following: 
•Economic Prosperity and Growth 
•Healthy and Safe Communities 
•Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
Economic Prosperity and Growth 
 It is our understanding that approximately fifty percent of the material received annually at the SCRF comes from customers 
in the City of Hamilton. If this material had to go to another facility farther away, it would add significant cost and 
environmental impact from increased transportation. As a result, the SCRF plays a critical role in supporting local industry 
and the local economy with a conveniently located, environmentally sound facility for non-recyclable industrial residual 
material. 
 
Healthy and Safe Communities 
The facility has been part of the local upper Stoney Creek community since 1996 when it was approved by the then Minister 
of the Environment following the successful completion of an Individual Environmental Assessment. Terrapure’s compliance 
record at the SCRF is exemplary by operating it in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly 

Thank you for your support of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental Assessment (EA). We concur that 
the proposed capacity increase aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians, including: 

• Economic Prosperity and Growth 
• Healthy and Safe Communities 
• Built Environment and Infrastructure  

 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we look forward to continuing to consult with you during the Environmental 
Assessment. 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
engineered site ensures maximum environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels 
of natural clay liner and a single geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection 
systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment. The 
design has been called “state of the art” by an independent panel of experts. 
 
Built Environment and Infrastructure 
We are also aware that Terrapure maintains two major community investment programs related to the SCRF - the Heritage 
Green Community Trust and a City of Hamilton Royalty Program. One dollar for every tonne of material received at the 
SCRF each year goes into each initiative, which support community charitable and infrastructure programs. Over the nearly 
20 years that these programs have been in place, they have injected a combined total of more than $22 million into the local 
community. The approval of the proposed capacity increase would allow these programs to continue thus providing funding 
for local community groups and infrastructure. 
 
Aldo Electric is a family owned Canadian company and is a proud member of the Hamilton community.  
 
As a proud member of the Hamilton community, we, at Aldo Electric, encourage the Minister of the Environment and Climate 
Change to approve Terrapure’s proposed Terms of Reference for carrying out the Stoney Creek Regional Facility 
Environmental Assessment. 
We are writing to let you know that Crescent Oil Co. of Canada Ltd. fully supports Terrapure Environmental’s proposed 
capacity increase of their Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) located in the City of Hamilton. Terrapure’s proposed 
capacity increase of their Facility completely aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians including the following: 
•Economic Prosperity and Growth 
•Healthy and Safe Communities 
•Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
Economic Prosperity and Growth 
 It is our understanding that approximately fifty percent of the material received annually at the SCRF comes from customers 
in the City of Hamilton. If this material had to go to another facility farther away, it would add significant cost and 
environmental impact from increased transportation. As a result, the SCRF plays a critical role in supporting local industry 
and the local economy with a conveniently located, environmentally sound facility for non-recyclable industrial residual 
material. 
 
Healthy and Safe Communities 
The facility has been part of the local upper Stoney Creek community since 1996 when it was approved by the then Minister 
of the Environment following the successful completion of an Individual Environmental Assessment. Terrapure’s compliance 
record at the SCRF is exemplary by operating it in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly 
engineered site ensures maximum environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels 
of natural clay liner and a single geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection 
systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment. The 
design has been called “state of the art” by an independent panel of experts. 
 
Built Environment and Infrastructure 
We are also aware that Terrapure maintains two major community investment programs related to the SCRF - the Heritage 
Green Community Trust and a City of Hamilton Royalty Program. One dollar for every tonne of material received at the 
SCRF each year goes into each initiative, which support community charitable and infrastructure programs. Over the nearly 
20 years that these programs have been in place, they have injected a combined total of more than $22 million into the local 
community. The approval of the proposed capacity increase would allow these programs to continue thus providing funding 
for local community groups and infrastructure. 
 
Crescent Oil Co. of Canada Ltd. Is a Canadian business established in Hamilton in 1905. Our Family has owned and 
operated the company since 1928 and is a proud member of the Hamilton community. 
 
As a proud member of the Hamilton community, we, at Crescent Oil Co. of Canada Ltd., encourage the Minister of the 
Environment and Climate Change to approve Terrapure’s proposed Terms of Reference for carrying out the Stoney Creek 

Thank you for your support of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental Assessment (EA). We concur that 
the proposed capacity increase aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians, including: 
• Economic Prosperity and Growth 
• Healthy and Safe Communities 
• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we look forward to continuing to consult with you during the Environmental 
Assessment. 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
Regional Facility Environmental Assessment. 

We are writing to let you know that DeoFeo’s Auto Service Ltd. fully supports Terrapure Environmental’s proposed capacity 
increase of their Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) located in the City of Hamilton. Terrapure’s proposed capacity 
increase of their Facility completely aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians including the following: 
•Economic Prosperity and Growth 
•Healthy and Safe Communities 
•Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
Economic Prosperity and Growth 
 It is our understanding that approximately fifty percent of the material received annually at the SCRF comes from customers 
in the City of Hamilton. If this material had to go to another facility farther away, it would add significant cost and 
environmental impact from increased transportation. As a result, the SCRF plays a critical role in supporting local industry 
and the local economy with a conveniently located, environmentally sound facility for non-recyclable industrial residual 
material. 
 
Healthy and Safe Communities 
The facility has been part of the local upper Stoney Creek community since 1996 when it was approved by the then Minister 
of the Environment following the successful completion of an Individual Environmental Assessment. Terrapure’s compliance 
record at the SCRF is exemplary by operating it in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly 
engineered site ensures maximum environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels 
of natural clay liner and a single geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection 
systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment. The 
design has been called “state of the art” by an independent panel of experts. 
 
Built Environment and Infrastructure 
We are also aware that Terrapure maintains two major community investment programs related to the SCRF - the Heritage 
Green Community Trust and a City of Hamilton Royalty Program. One dollar for every tonne of material received at the 
SCRF each year goes into each initiative, which support community charitable and infrastructure programs. Over the nearly 
20 years that these programs have been in place, they have injected a combined total of more than $22 million into the local 
community. The approval of the proposed capacity increase would allow these programs to continue thus providing funding 
for local community groups and infrastructure. 
 
DeoFeo’s Auto Service Ltd. is a Family ownded Canadian Company and is a proud member of the Hamilton community. 
 
As a proud member of the Hamilton community, we, at DeoFeo’s Auto Service Ltd., encourage the Minister of the 
Environment and Climate Change to approve Terrapure’s proposed Terms of Reference for carrying out the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility Environmental Assessment. 

Thank you for your support of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental Assessment (EA). We concur that 
the proposed capacity increase aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians, including: 
• Economic Prosperity and Growth 
• Healthy and Safe Communities 
• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we look forward to continuing to consult with you during the Environmental 
Assessment. 

We are writing to let you know that Dufferin Construction Company fully supports Terrapure Environmental’s proposed 
capacity increase of their Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) located in the City of Hamilton. Terrapure’s proposed 
capacity increase of their Facility completely aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians including the following: 
•Economic Prosperity and Growth 
•Healthy and Safe Communities 
•Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
Economic Prosperity and Growth 
It is our understanding that approximately fifty percent of the material received annually at the SCRF comes from customers 
in the City of Hamilton. If this material had to go to another facility farther away, it would add significant cost and 
environmental impact from increased transportation. As a result, the SCRF plays a critical role in supporting local industry 
and the local economy with a conveniently located, environmentally sound facility for non-recyclable industrial residual 
material. 
 
Healthy and Safe Communities 
The facility has been part of the local upper Stoney Creek community since 1996 when it was approved by the then Minister 

Thank you for your support of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental Assessment (EA). We concur that 
the proposed capacity increase aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians, including: 
• Economic Prosperity and Growth 
• Healthy and Safe Communities 
• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we look forward to continuing to consult with you during the Environmental 
Assessment. 
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of the Environment following the successful completion of an Individual Environmental Assessment. Terrapure’s compliance 
record at the SCRF is exemplary by operating it in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly 
engineered site ensures maximum environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels 
of natural clay liner and a single geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection 
systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment. The 
design has been called “state of the art” by an independent panel of experts. 
 
Built Environment and Infrastructure 
We are also aware that Terrapure maintains two major community investment programs related to the SCRF - the Heritage 
Green Community Trust and a City of Hamilton Royalty Program. One dollar for every tonne of material received at the 
SCRF each year goes into each initiative, which support community charitable and infrastructure programs. Over the nearly 
20 years that these programs have been in place, they have injected a combined total of more than $22 million into the local 
community. The approval of the proposed capacity increase would allow these programs to continue thus providing funding 
for local community groups and infrastructure. 
 
Dufferin Construction Company is a Canadian Company and has provided innovative construction solutions for over 100 
years which include various projects in the Hamilton community. 
 
As a proud member of the Hamilton community, we, at Dufferin Construction Company, encourage the Minister of the 
Environment and Climate Change to approve Terrapure’s proposed Terms of Reference for carrying out the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility Environmental Assessment. 
We are writing to let you know that Fuels fully supports Terrapure Environmental’s proposed capacity increase of their 
Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) located in the City of Hamilton. Terrapure’s proposed capacity increase of their 
Facility completely aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians including the following: 

• Economic Prosperity and Growth 

• Healthy and Safe Communities 

• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
Economic Prosperity and Growth 
It is our understanding that approximately fifty percent of the material received annually at the SCRF comes from customers 
in the City of Hamilton. If this material had to go to another facility farther away, it would add significant cost and 
environmental impact from increased transportation. As a result, the SCRF plays a critical role in supporting local industry 
and the local economy with a conveniently located, environmentally sound facility for non-recyclable industrial residual 
material. 
 
Healthy and Safe Communities 
The facility has been part of the local upper Stoney Creek community since 1996 when it was approved by the then Minister 
of the Environment following the successful completion of an Individual Environmental Assessment. Terrapure’s compliance 
record at the SCRF is exemplary by operating it in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly 
engineered site ensures maximum environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels 
of natural clay liner and a single geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection 
systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment. The 
design has been called “state of the art” by an independent panel of experts. 
 
Built Environment and Infrastructure 
We are also aware that Terrapure maintains two major community investment programs related to the SCRF - the Heritage 
Green Community Trust and a City of Hamilton Royalty Program. One dollar for every tonne of material received at the 
SCRF each year goes into each initiative, which support community charitable and infrastructure programs. Over the nearly 
20 years that these programs have been in place, they have injected a combined total of more than $22 million into the local 
community. The approval of the proposed capacity increase would allow these programs to continue thus providing funding 
for local community groups and infrastructure. 
 

Thank you for your support of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental Assessment (EA). We concur that 
the proposed capacity increase aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians, including: 
• Economic Prosperity and Growth 
• Healthy and Safe Communities 
• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we look forward to continuing to consult with you during the Environmental 
Assessment. 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
Fuels is a Family ownded Canadian Company and is a proud member of the Hamilton community. 
 
As a proud member of the Hamilton community, we, at Fuels, encourage the Minister of the Environment and Climate 
Change to approve Terrapure’s proposed Terms of Reference for carrying out the Stoney Creek Regional Facility 
Environmental Assessment. 
We are writing to let you know that HERC Equipment Rentals Inc. fully supports Terrapure Environmental’s proposed 
capacity increase of their Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) located in the City of Hamilton. Terrapure’s proposed 
capacity increase of their Facility completely aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians including the following: 

• Economic Prosperity and Growth 

• Healthy and Safe Communities 

• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
Economic Prosperity and Growth 
 It is our understanding that approximately fifty percent of the material received annually at the SCRF comes from customers 
in the City of Hamilton. If this material had to go to another facility farther away, it would add significant cost and 
environmental impact from increased transportation. As a result, the SCRF plays a critical role in supporting local industry 
and the local economy with a conveniently located, environmentally sound facility for non-recyclable industrial residual 
material. 
 
Healthy and Safe Communities 
The facility has been part of the local upper Stoney Creek community since 1996 when it was approved by the then Minister 
of the Environment following the successful completion of an Individual Environmental Assessment. Terrapure’s compliance 
record at the SCRF is exemplary by operating it in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly 
engineered site ensures maximum environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels 
of natural clay liner and a single geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection 
systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment. The 
design has been called “state of the art” by an independent panel of experts. 
 
Built Environment and Infrastructure 
We are also aware that Terrapure maintains two major community investment programs related to the SCRF - the Heritage 
Green Community Trust and a City of Hamilton Royalty Program. One dollar for every tonne of material received at the 
SCRF each year goes into each initiative, which support community charitable and infrastructure programs. Over the nearly 
20 years that these programs have been in place, they have injected a combined total of more than $22 million into the local 
community. The approval of the proposed capacity increase would allow these programs to continue thus providing funding 
for local community groups and infrastructure. 
 
HERC Equipment Rentals Inc. is a Canadian Company and is a proud member of the Hamilton community for 16 years. 
 
As a proud member of the Hamilton community, we, at HERC Equipment Rentals Inc., encourage the Minister of the 
Environment and Climate Change to approve Terrapure’s proposed Terms of Reference for carrying out the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility Environmental Assessment. 

Thank you for your support of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental Assessment (EA). We concur that 
the proposed capacity increase aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians, including: 
• Economic Prosperity and Growth 
• Healthy and Safe Communities 
• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we look forward to continuing to consult with you during the Environmental 
Assessment. 

We are writing to let you know that Joseph Haulage Canada Corp. fully supports Terrapure Environmental’s proposed 
capacity increase of their Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) located in the City of Hamilton. Terrapure’s proposed 
capacity increase of their Facility completely aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians including the following: 

• Economic Prosperity and Growth 

• Healthy and Safe Communities 

• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
 

Thank you for your support of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental Assessment (EA). We concur that 
the proposed capacity increase aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians, including: 
• Economic Prosperity and Growth 
• Healthy and Safe Communities 
• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we look forward to continuing to consult with you during the Environmental 
Assessment. 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
Economic Prosperity and Growth 
It is our understanding that approximately fifty percent of the material received annually at the SCRF comes from customers 
in the City of Hamilton. If this material had to go to another facility farther away, it would add significant cost and 
environmental impact from increased transportation. As a result, the SCRF plays a critical role in supporting local industry 
and the local economy with a conveniently located, environmentally sound facility for non-recyclable industrial residual 
material. 
 
Healthy and Safe Communities 
The facility has been part of the local upper Stoney Creek community since 1996 when it was approved by the then Minister 
of the Environment following the successful completion of an Individual Environmental Assessment. Terrapure’s compliance 
record at the SCRF is exemplary by operating it in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly 
engineered site ensures maximum environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels 
of natural clay liner and a single geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection 
systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment. The 
design has been called “state of the art” by an independent panel of experts. 
 
Built Environment and Infrastructure 
We are also aware that Terrapure maintains two major community investment programs related to the SCRF - the Heritage 
Green Community Trust and a City of Hamilton Royalty Program. One dollar for every tonne of material received at the 
SCRF each year goes into each initiative, which support community charitable and infrastructure programs. Over the nearly 
20 years that these programs have been in place, they have injected a combined total of more than $22 million into the local 
community. The approval of the proposed capacity increase would allow these programs to continue thus providing funding 
for local community groups and infrastructure. 
 
Joseph Haulage Canada Corp. is a family ownded Canadian Company and is a proud member of the Hamilton community. 
 
As a proud member of the Hamilton community, we, at Joseph Haulage Canada Corp., encourage the Minister of the 
Environment and Climate Change to approve Terrapure’s proposed Terms of Reference for carrying out the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility Environmental Assessment. 
We are writing to let you know that KAL Tire fully supports Terrapure Environmental’s proposed capacity increase of their 
Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) located in the City of Hamilton. Terrapure’s proposed capacity increase of their 
Facility completely aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians including the following: 
•Economic Prosperity and Growth 
•Healthy and Safe Communities 
•Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
Economic Prosperity and Growth 
 It is our understanding that approximately fifty percent of the material received annually at the SCRF comes from customers 
in the City of Hamilton. If this material had to go to another facility farther away, it would add significant cost and 
environmental impact from increased transportation. As a result, the SCRF plays a critical role in supporting local industry 
and the local economy with a conveniently located, environmentally sound facility for non-recyclable industrial residual 
material. 
 
Healthy and Safe Communities 
The facility has been part of the local upper Stoney Creek community since 1996 when it was approved by the then Minister 
of the Environment following the successful completion of an Individual Environmental Assessment. Terrapure’s compliance 
record at the SCRF is exemplary by operating it in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly 
engineered site ensures maximum environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels 
of natural clay liner and a single geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection 
systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment. The 
design has been called “state of the art” by an independent panel of experts. 
 
Built Environment and Infrastructure 
We are also aware that Terrapure maintains two major community investment programs related to the SCRF - the Heritage 

Thank you for your support of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental Assessment (EA). We concur that 
the proposed capacity increase aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians, including: 
• Economic Prosperity and Growth 
• Healthy and Safe Communities 
• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we look forward to continuing to consult with you during the Environmental 
Assessment. 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
Green Community Trust and a City of Hamilton Royalty Program. One dollar for every tonne of material received at the 
SCRF each year goes into each initiative, which support community charitable and infrastructure programs. Over the nearly 
20 years that these programs have been in place, they have injected a combined total of more than $22 million into the local 
community. The approval of the proposed capacity increase would allow these programs to continue thus providing funding 
for local community groups and infrastructure. 
 
KAL Tire is a Canadian Company and is a proud member of the Hamilton community for 63 years. 
 
As a proud member of the Hamilton community, we, at KAL Tire., encourage the Minister of the Environment and Climate 
Change to approve Terrapure’s proposed Terms of Reference for carrying out the Stoney Creek Regional Facility 
Environmental Assessment. 
We are writing to let you know that Reliable Mobile Wash fully supports Terrapure Environmental’s proposed capacity 
increase of their Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) located in the City of Hamilton. Terrapure’s proposed capacity 
increase of their Facility completely aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians including the following: 

• Economic Prosperity and Growth 

• Healthy and Safe Communities 

• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
Economic Prosperity and Growth 
 It is our understanding that approximately fifty percent of the material received annually at the SCRF comes from customers 
in the City of Hamilton. If this material had to go to another facility farther away, it would add significant cost and 
environmental impact from increased transportation. As a result, the SCRF plays a critical role in supporting local industry 
and the local economy with a conveniently located, environmentally sound facility for non-recyclable industrial residual 
material. 
 
Healthy and Safe Communities 
The facility has been part of the local upper Stoney Creek community since 1996 when it was approved by the then Minister 
of the Environment following the successful completion of an Individual Environmental Assessment. Terrapure’s compliance 
record at the SCRF is exemplary by operating it in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly 
engineered site ensures maximum environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels 
of natural clay liner and a single geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection 
systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment. The 
design has been called “state of the art” by an independent panel of experts. 
 
Built Environment and Infrastructure 
We are also aware that Terrapure maintains two major community investment programs related to the SCRF - the Heritage 
Green Community Trust and a City of Hamilton Royalty Program. One dollar for every tonne of material received at the 
SCRF each year goes into each initiative, which support community charitable and infrastructure programs. Over the nearly 
20 years that these programs have been in place, they have injected a combined total of more than $22 million into the local 
community. The approval of the proposed capacity increase would allow these programs to continue thus providing funding 
for local community groups and infrastructure. 
 
Reliable Mobile Wash is a family owned and operated Canadian Company and is a proud member of the Hamilton 
community for 53 years. 
 
As a proud member of the Hamilton community, we, at Reliable Mobile Wash, encourage the Minister of the Environment 
and Climate Change to approve Terrapure’s proposed Terms of Reference for carrying out the Stoney Creek Regional 
Facility Environmental Assessment. 

Thank you for your support of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental Assessment (EA). We concur that 
the proposed capacity increase aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians, including: 
• Economic Prosperity and Growth 
• Healthy and Safe Communities 
• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we look forward to continuing to consult with you during the Environmental 
Assessment. 

We are writing to let you know that Plumbway fully supports Terrapure Environmental’s proposed capacity increase of their 
Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) located in the City of Hamilton. Terrapure’s proposed capacity increase of their 
Facility completely aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians including the following: 
•Economic Prosperity and Growth 

Thank you for your support of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental Assessment (EA). We concur that 
the proposed capacity increase aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians, including: 
• Economic Prosperity and Growth 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
•Healthy and Safe Communities 
•Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
Economic Prosperity and Growth 
 It is our understanding that approximately fifty percent of the material received annually at the SCRF comes from customers 
in the City of Hamilton. If this material had to go to another facility farther away, it would add significant cost and 
environmental impact from increased transportation. As a result, the SCRF plays a critical role in supporting local industry 
and the local economy with a conveniently located, environmentally sound facility for non-recyclable industrial residual 
material. 
 
Healthy and Safe Communities 
The facility has been part of the local upper Stoney Creek community since 1996 when it was approved by the then Minister 
of the Environment following the successful completion of an Individual Environmental Assessment. Terrapure’s compliance 
record at the SCRF is exemplary by operating it in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly 
engineered site ensures maximum environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels 
of natural clay liner and a single geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection 
systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment. The 
design has been called “state of the art” by an independent panel of experts. 
 
Built Environment and Infrastructure 
We are also aware that Terrapure maintains two major community investment programs related to the SCRF - the Heritage 
Green Community Trust and a City of Hamilton Royalty Program. One dollar for every tonne of material received at the 
SCRF each year goes into each initiative, which support community charitable and infrastructure programs. Over the nearly 
20 years that these programs have been in place, they have injected a combined total of more than $22 million into the local 
community. The approval of the proposed capacity increase would allow these programs to continue thus providing funding 
for local community groups and infrastructure. 
 
Plumbway is a family ownded and operated Canadian Company and is a proud member of the Hamilton community for 20 
years. 
 
As a proud member of the Hamilton community, we, at Plumbway, encourage the Minister of the Environment and Climate 
Change to approve Terrapure’s proposed Terms of Reference for carrying out the Stoney Creek Regional Facility 
Environmental Assessment. 

• Healthy and Safe Communities 
• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we look forward to continuing to consult with you during the Environmental 
Assessment. 

We are writing to let you know that R.S. & M. fully supports Terrapure Environmental’s proposed capacity increase of their 
Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) located in the City of Hamilton. Terrapure’s proposed capacity increase of their 
Facility completely aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians including the following: 

• Economic Prosperity and Growth 

• Healthy and Safe Communities 

• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
Economic Prosperity and Growth 
 It is our understanding that approximately fifty percent of the material received annually at the SCRF comes from customers 
in the City of Hamilton. If this material had to go to another facility farther away, it would add significant cost and 
environmental impact from increased transportation. As a result, the SCRF plays a critical role in supporting local industry 
and the local economy with a conveniently located, environmentally sound facility for non-recyclable industrial residual 
material. 
 
Healthy and Safe Communities 
The facility has been part of the local upper Stoney Creek community since 1996 when it was approved by the then Minister 
of the Environment following the successful completion of an Individual Environmental Assessment. Terrapure’s compliance 
record at the SCRF is exemplary by operating it in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly 
engineered site ensures maximum environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels 

Thank you for your support of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental Assessment (EA). We concur that 
the proposed capacity increase aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians, including: 
• Economic Prosperity and Growth 
• Healthy and Safe Communities 
• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we look forward to continuing to consult with you during the Environmental 
Assessment. 



 

 
 

GHD | Terms of Reference-Record of Consultation (Amended) | 11112771 (14) 164 

 

Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
of natural clay liner and a single geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection 
systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment. The 
design has been called “state of the art” by an independent panel of experts. 
 
Built Environment and Infrastructure 
We are also aware that Terrapure maintains two major community investment programs related to the SCRF - the Heritage 
Green Community Trust and a City of Hamilton Royalty Program. One dollar for every tonne of material received at the 
SCRF each year goes into each initiative, which support community charitable and infrastructure programs. Over the nearly 
20 years that these programs have been in place, they have injected a combined total of more than $22 million into the local 
community. The approval of the proposed capacity increase would allow these programs to continue thus providing funding 
for local community groups and infrastructure. 
 
R.S. & M. is a Canadian Company and is a proud member of the Hamilton. 
 
As a proud member of the Hamilton community, we, at R.S. & M., encourage the Minister of the Environment and Climate 
Change to approve Terrapure’s proposed Terms of Reference for carrying out the Stoney Creek Regional Facility 
Environmental Assessment. 
We are writing to let you know that Jackman Geoscience Inc. fully supports Terrapure Environmental’s proposed capacity 
increase of their Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) located in the City of Hamilton. Terrapure’s proposed capacity 
increase of their Facility completely aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians including the following: 

• Economic Prosperity and Growth 

• Healthy and Safe Communities 

• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
Economic Prosperity and Growth 
 It is our understanding that approximately fifty percent of the material received annually at the SCRF comes from customers 
in the City of Hamilton. If this material had to go to another facility farther away, it would add significant cost and 
environmental impact from increased transportation. As a result, the SCRF plays a critical role in supporting local industry 
and the local economy with a conveniently located, environmentally sound facility for non-recyclable industrial residual 
material. 
 
Healthy and Safe Communities 
The facility has been part of the local upper Stoney Creek community since 1996 when it was approved by the then Minister 
of the Environment following the successful completion of an Individual Environmental Assessment. Terrapure’s compliance 
record at the SCRF is exemplary by operating it in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly 
engineered site ensures maximum environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels 
of natural clay liner and a single geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection 
systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment. The 
design has been called “state of the art” by an independent panel of experts. 
 
Built Environment and Infrastructure 
We are also aware that Terrapure maintains two major community investment programs related to the SCRF - the Heritage 
Green Community Trust and a City of Hamilton Royalty Program. One dollar for every tonne of material received at the 
SCRF each year goes into each initiative, which support community charitable and infrastructure programs. Over the nearly 
20 years that these programs have been in place, they have injected a combined total of more than $22 million into the local 
community. The approval of the proposed capacity increase would allow these programs to continue thus providing funding 
for local community groups and infrastructure. 
 
Jackman Geoscience Inc.is a Canadian Company and is a proud member of the Hamilton. 
 
As a proud member of the Hamilton community, we, at Jackman Geoscience Inc., encourage the Minister of the 
Environment and Climate Change to approve Terrapure’s proposed Terms of Reference for carrying out the Stoney Creek 

Thank you for your support of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental Assessment (EA). We concur that 
the proposed capacity increase aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians, including: 
• Economic Prosperity and Growth 
• Healthy and Safe Communities 
• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we look forward to continuing to consult with you during the Environmental 
Assessment. 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
Regional Facility Environmental Assessment. 

On behalf of the Board of Directors (BOD), I am writing to advise that the Flamborough Chamber of Commerce (FCC) 
supports Terrapure Environmental’s proposed terms of reference for the reconfiguration of their Stoney Creek Regional 
Facility (SCRF) located in the City of Hamilton. The FCC BOD met with a representative from Terrapure to become more 
familiar with the project. We understand that Terrapure voluntarily modified the original terms of reference to addresses 
matters raised during their earlier consultations with stakeholder and local residents. 
 
As a long standing local Chamber of Commerce, our members fully understand the critical role that SCRF provides in 
supporting local industry and the local economy by providing conveniently located, safe, secure and environmentally sound 
facility for non-recyclable industrial residual material. If this residual material had to go to another facility farther away, it 
would add significant costs and environmental impacts to our members, local businesses and community. 
 
The facility has been part of the local upper Stoney Creek community since 1996 when it was approved by the then Minister 
of the Environment following the successful completion of an Individual Environmental Assessment. Terrapure has operated 
this facility in full compliance with all regulatory requirements. The highly-engineered site ensures maximum environmental 
protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels of natural clay liner and a single geosynthetic 
membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick 
and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment. The design has been called “state of the art” by an 
independent panel of experts. 
 
We are also aware that Terrapure maintains two major community investment programs related to the SCRF – the Heritage 
Green Community Trust and a City of Hamilton Royalty Program. One dollar for every tonne of material received at the 
SCRF each year goes into each initiative, which support community charitable and infrastructure programs. Over the nearly 
20 years that these programs have been in place, they have injected a combined total of more than $22 million into the local 
community. The approval of the proposed reconfiguration would allow these programs to continue, thus providing funding 
for local community groups and infrastructure. 
 
Additionally, it is our understanding that Terrapure’s proposed configuration will bring the Stoney Creek Facility to closure 
quicker, therefore turning it over to the community for their use and benefit sooner. 
 
As the local ‘Voice of Business,’ the FCC supports Terrapure’s proposed Terms of Reference for carrying out the Stoney 
Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment. 

Thank you for your support of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental Assessment (EA). We concur that 
the draft Terms of Reference was modified to address feedback raised during consultations with stakeholders and local 
residents. We appreciate that you recognize the critical role that the SCRF plays in supporting the local economy. 
 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we anticipate continuing the consultation process during the Environmental 
Assessment. As a long standing member of the Chamber of Commerce, we look forward to continuing to work with the 
Chamber. 

We are writing to let you know that Stoney Creek Chamber of Commerce fully supports Terrapure Environmental’s proposed 
capacity increase of their Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) located in the City of Hamilton. Terrapure’s proposed 
capacity increase of their Facility completely aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians including the following:  

• Economic Prosperity and Growth 

• Healthy and Safe Communities 

• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
Economic Prosperity and Growth 
It is our understanding that approximately fifty percent of the material received annually at the SCRF comes from customers 
in the City of Hamilton. If this material had to go to another facility farther away, it would add significant cost and 
environmental impact from increased transportation. As a result, the SCRF plays a critical role in supporting local industry 
and the local economy with a conveniently located, environmentally sound, facility for non-recyclable industrial residual 
material. 
 
Healthy and Safe Communities 
The facility has been part of the local upper Stoney Creek community since 1996 when it was approved by the then Minister 
of the Environment following the successful completion of an Individual Environmental Assessment. Terrapure’s compliance 
record at the SCRF is exemplary by operating it in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly 

Thank you for your support of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental Assessment (EA). We concur that 
the proposed capacity increase aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians, including: 
• Economic Prosperity and Growth 
• Healthy and Safe Communities 
• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we anticipate continuing the consultation process during the Environmental 
Assessment. As a long standing member of the Chamber of Commerce, we look forward to continuing to work with the 
Chamber. 
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engineered site ensures maximum environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels 
of natural clay liner and a single geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection 
systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick and ensures nothing can escape to the natural environment. The design 
has been called “state of the art” by an independent panel of experts.  
 
Built Environment and Infrastructure 
We are also aware that Terrapure maintains two major community investment programs related to the SCRF – the Heritage 
Green Community Trust and a City of Hamilton Royalty Program. One dollar for every tonne of material received at the 
SCRF each year goes into each initiative, which support community charitable and infrastructure programs. Over the nearly 
20 years that these programs have been in place, they have injected a combined total of more than $22 million into the local 
community. The approval of the proposed reconfiguration would allow these programs to continue thus providing funding for 
local community groups and infrastructure. 
 
As a proud member of the Hamilton community, we, at the Stoney Creek Chamber of Commerce, encourage the Minister of 
the Environment and Climate Change to approve Terrapure’s proposed Terms of Reference for carrying out the Stoney 
Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment. 
I am writing to let you know that the Hamilton Chamber of Commerce supports Terrapure Environmental’s proposed terms 
of reference for the reconfiguration of its Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) located in the City of Hamilton. I have met 
with representatives from Terrapure to become more familiar with the project. I also understand that Terrapure voluntarily 
modified the original terms of reference to addresses matters raised during its earlier consultations with stakeholder and 
local residents.  
 
Our members fully understand the critical role that SCRF provides in supporting local industry and the Hamilton economy by 
providing conveniently located, safe, secure and environmentally sound facility for non-recyclable industrial residual 
material. If this residual material had to go to another facility farther away, it would add significant costs and environmental 
impacts to our members, local businesses and community.  
 
The facility has been part of the local upper Stoney Creek community since 1996 when it was approved by the then Minister 
of the Environment following the successful completion of an Individual Environmental Assessment. Terrapure has operated 
this facility in full compliance with all regulatory requirements. The highly-engineered site ensures maximum environmental 
protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels of natural clay liner and a single geosynthetic 
membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick 
and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment. The design has been called “state of the art” by an 
independent panel of experts. 
 
 I am also aware that Terrapure maintains two major community investment programs related to the SCRF – the Heritage 
Green Community Trust and a City of Hamilton Royalty Program. One dollar for every tonne of material received at the 
SCRF each year goes into each of these community charitable infrastructure programs. Over the nearly 20 years that these 
programs have been in place, they have injected a combined total of more than $22 million into the local community. The 
approval of the proposed reconfiguration would allow these programs to continue, thus providing funding for local 
community groups and infrastructure.  
 
Additionally, it is my understanding that Terrapure’s proposed configuration will bring the Stoney Creek Facility to closure 
quicker, therefore turning it over to the community for our use and benefit sooner.  
 
As the Voice of Business for our community, the Hamilton Chamber of Commerce supports Terrapure’s proposed Terms of 
Reference for carrying out the Stoney Creek Regional Facility Environmental Assessment. 

Thank you for your support of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental Assessment (EA). We concur that 
the proposed capacity increase aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians, including: 
• Economic Prosperity and Growth 
• Healthy and Safe Communities 
• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we anticipate continuing the consultation process during the Environmental 
Assessment. As a long standing member of the Chamber of Commerce, we look forward to continuing to work with the 
Chamber. 

I am resident of 63 crafter cres, Stoney Creek, ON, I am against extending the contract of   
As It was suppose to go on for just another three years. It should not be authorized to be there   
Near the residential area. Please update us for any further information. 

We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
To provide additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry 
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of Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 
 
The proposed capacity increase would help ensure that the SCRF closes sooner than under the current approval. If the 
Environmental Assessment is approved and the site is able to accept more residual materials instead of fill, the site could 
close up to 9 years earlier than under the current situation. This is because the market for residual materials from local 
industry is much stronger than that for industrial fill. 
 
In addition, as a result of feedback from the public and other stakeholders on the closure process and future uses of the site, 
Terrapure has initiated the process of determining a pre-consultation plan with the community regarding closure of the site 
and post-closure land use. The closure plan with direct input from the community will ensure that when the site is closed it 
will benefit the community and the surrounding environment. As committed to in the Proposed Terms of Reference, 
Terrapure will review closure options as part of the SCRF EA (see Section 7.3 of the Proposed Terms of Reference).  
The Proposed Terms of Reference has no impact on the existing operations at the SCRF, which are permitted under the 
SCRF’s existing approved Environmental Compliance Approval.We understand you have an interest in the proposed 
project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment 
so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on this assessment. With this in mind we have added you 
to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide input during the Environmental Assessment. 

Where are there operating landfills in Ontario with the amount of waste and size that you are proposing? I have never heard 
of an operating landfill of this size operating so close to homes in Ontario. Maybe once they were closed but not operating. 
What you are trying to do is terrifying and outrageous. 
 
I don’t believe there is any quality and reliable evidence that you can provide that guarantees that what you are proposing 
will be safe. So are you will ing to jeopardize and play Russian roulette with people’s families just to make money? 
 
The city of Hamilton does not support you and no one wants you here.  
 
Many people who bought homes in these new subdivisions where told that the landfill will be closing shortly. Now they are 
blindsided by your proposal. 
 
Would you move your family here with this place operating right next to your house? Do the right thing and close the landfill 
like you promised.  

As noted in our previous response, we will not be relying on the operating history of other facilities.  
We will be conducting extensive work during the Environmental Assessment, which is the most rigorous and comprehensive 
environmental assessment process available, as described in the Proposed Terms of Reference. 
 

As previously noted, you will have the opportunity to review and provide input on the Environmental Assessment, if the 
Terms of Reference is approved. 

My comments regarding the Terms of Reference are as follows: 
 
1. Number of affected residents 
 
The Terrapure Stoney Creek Regional Facility is located in an urban zone, directly adjacent to residential areas on both the 
north and south sides of the facility. The area most affected by the proposed changes to the landfill is north of the facility. 
There are currently approximately 761 existing or draft approved residential units within a few hundred metres north of the 
landfill facility. If we also consider the residential area immediately to the northwest of the facility, that number jumps to 
1,103 residential units. If the proposed changes occur, over 1,000 residential units will be in close proximity (within a few 
hundred metres) of the proposed expanded area of the landfill. Assuming the average number of persons per household 
rate of the 2011 census holds true (2.5 people per household for Hamilton), then we can estimate that 2,750 people will 
have to live within a few hundred metres of an active landfill. 
 
There are also over 1,000 existing and draft approved residential units directly to the south of the landfill facility, and some 
hundreds more to the southwest, all located within 1 km of the landfill facility. If we include these residential units as well, 
then we can estimate that over 6,000 people will live in close proximity to Terrapure’s industrial landfill site. This is not 
merely a hypothetical number. Hamilton’s Ward 9, where Terrapure’s Stoney Creek facility is located, is in a period of 
tremendous growth. And with between 160 and 171 residential building permits issued each year in Ward 9 over the last 3 
years, we can observe that approved residential areas such as those bordering Terrapure’s landfill are quickly filling up with 
new homes. 
 

We will be going through the most rigorous and comprehensive environmental assessment process prescribed by the 
Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change . As part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment of the 
potential effects of the project on the environment including existing and future land uses, including residential subdivisions 
within the proposed study area (within 1.5km from the SCRF) to ensure the project does not have significant negative 
effects on the residential homes (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendices D-4 and D-7 of the Proposed Terms of 
Reference). 
As part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects of the project on the environment 
including existing and future land uses, including residential subdivisions within the proposed study area (within 1.5km from 
the SCRF) to ensure the project does not have significant negative effects on the residential homes (see Sections 6.2.6.2 
and 6.2.6.3 and Appendices D-4 and D-7 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
As part of the SCRF EA, we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects of the project on the environment 
including existing and future land uses, including residences within the proposed study area (within 1.5km from the SCRF) 
to ensure the project does not have significant negative effects on these residents (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and 
Appendices D-4 and D-7 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). We are aware of the growth anticipated to occur in Ward 9. 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
While there may have only been a small number of existing households impacted when the landfill site was initially 
approved in 1996, this is clearly no longer the case. Increasing the approved capacity of the Terrapure Stoney Creek landfill 
will result in approximately 6,000 people living within close proximity to an active industrial landfill for the next 20 years. 
Considering the thousands of lives that will be negatively affected (health, nuisance, and property values) by the continued 
operation of Terrapure’s industrial landfill, it is in the community’s best interests for the landfill to stop receiving industrial 
solid waste as soon as possible.  
 
Terrapure’s Response 
 
Terrapure responded to this comment by suggesting to me that the best way to end its operations as an industrial waste 
landfill in Stoney Creek as soon as possible is to expand the landfill’s capacity for industrial waste. This response is 
disingenuous. Terrapure’s operations as an industrial waste landfill will, by their estimates, conclude within 2-4 years. Under 
their new proposal, including all of Terrapure’s proposed alternatives, Terrapure will continue to receive industrial waste for 
13 to 17 years. It is clear that the interests of the community are best served by rejecting Terrapure’s proposed Terms of 
Reference. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
We have had an exemplary track record of environmental protection since the facility was approved by the then-Minister of 
the Environment in 1996 and are in compliance with our operating permits (known as an Environmental Compliance 
Approval or “ECA”). This will not change going forward. We have been in operation for 20 years, as development has 
occurred around us, and we have never had an incident affecting public health. Hamilton Public Health has reviewed all of 
the extensive health and environmental monitoring data we have accumulated over 20 years in existence and confirmed 
there is nothing that poses a risk to the community. 
 
In 2012 the Hamilton Associate Medical Officer of Health confirmed to the SCRF Community Liaison Committee “There is 
no evidence to suggest either air or leachate quality, as determined by on-site monitoring at the Newalta Hamilton Landfill 
[note: now SCRF], pose an adverse level of risk to the surrounding community.” This continues to be the case today. 
 
Further, a Landfill Impact Assessment was conducted in 2010 for the owner of lands to the north of the SCRF as part of the 
draft plan of subdivision conditions and peer reviewed for the City of Hamilton. This study determined that no mitigation 
measures were required to be placed on the residential lands to the north as a result of the current operating SCRF, as 
there was no evidence of adverse off-site environmental effects. 
 
 
 
The proposed capacity increase would help ensure that the SCRF closes sooner than under the current approval. Currently, 
without the proposed increase, the site is projected to be open for another 16-22 years, accepting a combination of residual 
materials and industrial soil or “fill.” If the Environmental Assessment is approved and the site is able to accept more 
residual materials instead of fill, the site could close up to 9 years earlier than under the current situation. This is because 
the market for residual materials from local industry is much stronger than that for industrial fill. 
 
The total operating life of the SCRF is dependent on annual volumes of materials received at the site.  
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2. Inert fill is preferable to industrial solid waste 
 
Under the current configuration, Terrapure Stoney Creek is projected to conclude its operations as an industrial solid waste 
landfill within the next 2 to 4 years. Following this, the remaining excavated area on the site is to be filled with inert fill, also 
known as “clean fill.” The site would continue to accept inert fill for a projected 13-17 years according to Terrapure’s 
estimates. 
 
Inert fill is defined by the Ontario MoE as “earth or rock fill or waste of a similar nature that contains no putrescible materials 
or soluble or decomposable chemical substances.” All such material must comply to the stringent soil standards set out in 
Table 1 in Soil, Ground Water and Sediment Standards for Use Under Part XV.1 of the Environmental Protection Act. Inert 
fill has minimal impact on the environment, and proximity to inert fill is not dangerous to human health. 

 
As stated in our August 20, 2016 email, industrial soils or “fill” currently approved to be received at the SCRF are associated 
with Tables 1 to 3 and not just Table 1 in the Soil, Ground Water and Sediment Standards for Use Under Part XV.1 of the 
Environmental Protection Act. Table 3 soil is more impacted by contaminants than Table 1 soil.  

The industrial solid waste that the Terrapure Stoney Creek landfill receives is “non-hazardous,” but such material is in no 
way safe for human contact or the environment. For example, the landfill received 5,096 tonnes of asbestos in 2013 alone, 
and continues to receive thousands of tonnes of asbestos every year. Asbestos is a known carcinogen; exposure to 
airborne asbestos fibres is harmful to human health and can cause cancer, lung tissue scarring, and other diseases. While 
regulation prescribed safety measures are in place at the Terrapure landfill, the continued operation of the landfill exposes 
nearby residents to the risk of exposure to harmful materials on a daily basis. This risk, considering the large number of 
nearby residents involved, is unacceptable. 

As stated in our August 20, 2016 email, the SCRF is a highly engineered site that ensures maximum environmental 
protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with multiple layers of redundancy, including two levels of 
compacted clay liner a geomembrane liner, hydraulic control layer, and extensive leachate and groundwater management 
systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick and is designed to protect the natural environment, which it has done over 
the past 20 years of operation. 

And while Terrapure may claim that their lining system is “state of the art,” your ministry has already found that industrial 
solid waste facilities are, if not immediately, then eventually, harmful to the environment: “It is now accepted that all 
landfills will eventually release leachate to the surrounding environment and therefore all landfills will have some 
impact on the water quality of the local ecosystem.”6 
 
It is clear that the existing configuration of the Terrapure Stoney Creek site, with activity as an industrial waste landfill 
concluding within 2 to 4 years, will result in the least amount of risk to the environment and least amount of risk to the health 
of nearby residents over the next 20 to 25 years of all proposed changes. 

Many of the case histories provided in the Environment Canada study are from the 1970s and 1980s. The design of waste 
disposal sites has evolved from unlined “dumps” to the highly engineered systems common today. The site design of the 
SCRF and the routine monitoring are all in accordance with current, stringent MOECC standards. A key to design of these 
facilities is multiple layers of redundancy. The design of the SCRF incorporates the following components: 
 
1. Leachate Collection System Piping 
2. Leachate Collection System Blanket/High-density polyethylene Liner 
3. Primary Clay Liner 
4. Hydraulic Control Layer 
5. Secondary Clay Liner 
6. Groundwater Collection System 
 
These components are illustrated in the attached diagram. 
 
The design of the site considers the various potential failure mechanisms of these components and ensures that 
contingency measures are in place to address any failures. 
 
In addition, the Design Service Life of the various components noted above exceeds the Contaminating Lifespan of the 
landfill. This means that almost all of the contaminants in the waste will have been picked up by the leachate and sent for 
treatment through the Leachate Collection System before any component of the liner system is expected to fail. Ongoing 
monitoring has shown that the liner system has been functioning as intended over the past two decades, and the monitoring 
program will continue long after the site closes to ensure that this remains the case. 
 
 

                                                      
6 http://www.ec.gc.ca/inre-nwri/default.asp?lang=En&n=235D11EB-1&offset=13&toc=sh 
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Attachment (PDF):  
Terrapure’s Response 
 
Terrapure’s response to my comment is as follows:  
 
“We are confident, based on the 20 years of environmental data compiled, that there will be no offsite impacts, just as 
there have been none over the past 20 years the site has been in operation.” 
 
My own experience contradicts this statement. Just this past August, I witnessed a fire at the Terrapure landfill facility 
that covered my property in a haze of smoke. Apparently that was the 3rd recorded fire at the facility since 2010. Can 
Terrapure show that the smoke from these fires was not harmful to breathe? That there was no offsite impact is 
objectively false. For reference, the incident I observed is documented in multiple locations: 
  
 https://www.hamiltonnews.com/community-story/6831612-terrapure-probing-cause-of-taro-dump-fire/ 

 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5QS0rkmspAA 

We understand your interest in the safety of your neighbourhood. Safety is one of Terrapure’s core values and we take the 
safety of our people, our neighbours and the environment very seriously.  
 
The Hamilton Fire Department has reported to Terrapure that the small fire was most likely the result of spontaneous 
combustion due to high temperatures and dry weather creating conditions for spontaneous combustion. There was no 
damage to the site or the surrounding environment and the fire was put out within 10 minutes. The debris was made up of 
construction and wood materials. We have never had an issue with this type of material previously and it is extremely rare 
for any material at the site to have issues such as this. Regardless, we subsequently decided to no longer receive the type 
of material in question at the SCRF as an added safety precaution. 
 

Terrapure cannot, with any certainty, claim that there will be no environmental or health impact to nearby residents. The 
operation of an industrial waste landfill is a constant threat to the health and safety of nearby residents. 

As noted above, we will be going through the most rigorous and comprehensive environmental assessment process 
available, which will ensure that all measures are taken to mitigate potential risks to the environment and health impacts. 

I am writing concerning Terrapure’s proposal and seeking approval to increase the capacity of the Stoney Creek Landfill to 
allow a total of 10 million m3 of industrial waste.  
 

As a long time resident, taxpaper and concerned citizen I am voicing my concern and outrage that again Terrapure 
keeps changing the goal post and request further approvals for increasing dumping waste.  

We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
To provide additional context for your information, the Proposed Terms of Reference submitted to the Ministry of 
Environment and Climate Change for approval is the framework for the next step in the process: the Environmental 
Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity increase is approved; 
only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 
 
To clarify, there have been no previous increases to the SCRF’s originally approved capacity for residual materials. 

The visual eyesore of this facility is past acceptable limits.  Terrapure takes pride in ensuring that we operate in a manner that is respectful of our neighbours. During the Terms of 
Reference consultation phase, Terrapure listened to input from members of our local community, including the members of 
the CLC and local councillors, regarding the current visibility of the site from surrounding vantage points. In response, we 
are presently implementing additional visual screening measures at the site.  
 
In addition, as part of the SCRF EA we will be carrying out a visual assessment, where view-sheds will be analyzed and 
appropriate screening measures determined (see Section 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-4 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). 
Screening measures may include earth berms, vegetation, and fencing, which would be used to ensure that views of the 
SCRF are minimized from the surrounding community. We encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental 
Assessment so that you have the opportunity to provide feedback on those screening measures.  

The noxious chemical odours drift in the breezes across the site and into our community.  The SCRF does not take in garbage, only non-hazardous residual material, so there are no garbage-related odours. As a 
result, when we do receive a call about odours, they are typically associated with other things happening in the area, such 
as tunnelling for the new sewer system on Upper Centennial or farmers’ fertilization activities. This would not change as a 
result of the SCRF EA. However, if you do ever experience an issue with the operation of our site, then please let us know 

https://www.hamiltonnews.com/community-story/6831612-terrapure-probing-cause-of-taro-dump-fire/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5QS0rkmspAA
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as soon as possible so that we may investigate and correct the situation, if required. 
 
In addition, as part of the SCRF EA we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects of odour, including identification 
of appropriate mitigation measures (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-5 of the Proposed Terms of 
Reference).  

 Our children and fellow citizens are subjected to this environmental harm because of corporate greed. The continued 
production of lechate and methane gas continues to harm our community and environment.  

We understand your interest in the health and safety of your neighbourhood. Health and safety is one of Terrapure’s core 
values and we take the safety and health of our people, our neighbours and the environment very seriously. 
 
We have had an exemplary track record of environmental protection since the facility was approved by the then-Minister of 
the Environment in 1996 and are in compliance with our operating permits (known as an Environmental Compliance 
Approval or “ECA”). This will not change going forward. We have been in operation for 20 years, as development has 
occurred around us, and we have never had an incident affecting public health. Hamilton Public Health has reviewed all of 
the extensive health and environmental monitoring data we have accumulated over 20 years in existence and confirmed 
there is nothing that poses a risk to the community. 
 
In 2012 the Hamilton Associate Medical Officer of Health confirmed to the SCRF Community Liaison Committee “There is 
no evidence to suggest either air or leachate quality, as determined by on-site monitoring at the Newalta Hamilton Landfill 
[note: now SCRF], pose an adverse level of risk to the surrounding community.” This continues to be the case today. 
 
Further, a Landfill Impact Assessment was conducted in 2010 for the owner of lands to the north of the SCRF as part of the 
draft plan of subdivision conditions and peer reviewed for the City of Hamilton. This study determined that no mitigation 
measures were required to be placed on the residential lands to the north as a result of the current operating SCRF, as 
there was no evidence of adverse off-site environmental effects. 
 
Regardless, we will be going through the most rigorous and comprehensive environmental assessment process available, 
which will ensure that all measures are taken to ensure there is no risk to the environment or health.  

This facility should be closed as soon as possible for the sake of this community and you have the power to oppose the 
expansion. Please side on the safety of the citizens and not corporate greed.  
 

As a result of feedback from the public and other stakeholders on the closure process and future uses of the site, Terrapure 
has initiated the process of determining a pre-consultation plan with the community regarding closure of the site and 
post-closure land use. The closure plan with direct input from the community will ensure that when the site is closed it will 
benefit the community and the surrounding environment. As committed to in the Proposed Terms of Reference, Terrapure 
will review closure options as part of the SCRF EA (see Section 7.3 of the Proposed Terms of Reference). To provide 
additional context for your information, Terrapure has submitted a Proposed Terms of Reference to the Ministry of 
Environment and Climate Change for approval. The Terms of Reference is the framework for the next step in the process: 
the Environmental Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity 
increase is approved; only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 

Enough is enough. This landfill site has me Enough industrial waste. No more We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
To provide additional context for your information, the Proposed Terms of Reference submitted to the Ministry of 
Environment and Climate Change for approval is the framework for the next step in the process: the Environmental 
Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity increase is approved; 
only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment.We understand you have an 
interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to participate in the upcoming 
Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on this assessment. With this 
in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide input during the Environmental 
Assessment. 

I live in upper Stoney Creek not far from the Terrapure landfill site. I am opposed to expansion of the landfill. We have lived 
with it long enough.  

We understand you have an interest in the proposed project. If the Terms of Reference is approved, we encourage you to 
participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to review and provide feedback on 
this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be notified of opportunities to provide 
input during the Environmental Assessment. 
 
To provide additional context for your information, the Proposed Terms of Reference submitted to the Ministry of 
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Environment and Climate Change for approval is the framework for the next step in the process: the Environmental 
Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity increase is approved; 
only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. 

I am not yet sure how it will impact our health. We understand your interest in the health and safety of your neighbourhood. Health and safety is one of Terrapure’s core 
values and we take the safety and health of our people, our neighbours and the environment very seriously. 
 
We have had an exemplary track record of environmental protection since the facility was approved by the then-Minister of 
the Environment in 1996 and are in compliance with our operating permits (known as an Environmental Compliance 
Approval or “ECA”). This will not change going forward. We have been in operation for 20 years, as development has 
occurred around us, and we have never had an incident affecting public health. Hamilton Public Health has reviewed all of 
the extensive health and environmental monitoring data we have accumulated over 20 years in existence and confirmed 
there is nothing that poses a risk to the community. 
 
In 2012 the Hamilton Associate Medical Officer of Health confirmed to the SCRF Community Liaison Committee “There is 
no evidence to suggest either air or leachate quality, as determined by on-site monitoring at the Newalta Hamilton Landfill 
[note: now SCRF], pose an adverse level of risk to the surrounding community.” This continues to be the case today. 
 
Further, a Landfill Impact Assessment was conducted in 2010 for the owner of lands to the north of the SCRF as part of the 
draft plan of subdivision conditions and peer reviewed for the City of Hamilton. This study determined that no mitigation 
measures were required to be placed on the residential lands to the north as a result of the current operating SCRF, as 
there was no evidence of adverse off-site environmental effects. 
 
Regardless, we will be going through the most rigorous and comprehensive environmental assessment process available, 
which will ensure that all measures are taken to ensure there is no risk to the environment or health. 

I dread the smell on a windy day. It would be nice to sit out and breathe fresh air. The SCRF does not take in garbage, only non-hazardous residual material, so there are no garbage-related odours. As a 
result, when we do receive a call about odours, they are typically associated with other things happening in the area, such 
as tunnelling for the new sewer system on Upper Centennial or farmers’ fertilization activities. This would not change as a 
result of the SCRF EA. However, if you do ever experience an issue with the operation of our site, then please let us know 
as soon as possible so that we may investigate and correct the situation, if required. 
 
In addition, as part of the SCRF EA we will undertake an assessment of the potential effects of odour, including identification 
of appropriate mitigation measures (see Sections 6.2.6.2 and 6.2.6.3 and Appendix D-5 of the Proposed Terms of 
Reference).  

We are part of a large number of people who wish the landfill closed. From our perspective this can not happen too soon. As a result of feedback from the public and other stakeholders on the closure process and future uses of the site, Terrapure 
has initiated the process of determining a pre-consultation plan with the community regarding closure of the site and 
post-closure land use. The closure plan with direct input from the community will ensure that when the site is closed it will 
benefit the community and the surrounding environment. As committed to in the Proposed Terms of Reference, Terrapure 
will review closure options as part of the SCRF EA (see Section 7.3 of the Proposed Terms of Reference).  

As additional input into the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change’s review of the recent Terrapure Notice of 
Submission of Terms of Reference, I would like to offer for your consideration the attached updated documents. Following 
my March 1st submission to your office that contended that Terrapure had already exceeded its site license by 104,137 
cubic meters, the company through Geoff Knapper of the Hamilton Branch of the Ministry of the Environment contended that 
the “Cut and Fill” chart provided initially was only for the “As Built” not the  “As Approved” portion of the site. They 
subsequently provided the attachment “SCRF Jan 2016 contours +cut and fill” to show the “As Approved” site. I have once 
again used Terrapure’s numbers to update my attached spreadsheet “Terrapure Cut and Fill Analysis (1)”  showing both on 
tab #1 the “As Built” and tab #2 the “As Approved”. While more favourable to Terrapure than tab #1 “As Built”, the “As 
Approved”still shows that using the Fill Remaining Based on Average Elevation and based on a 2016 receipt of 349,784 
cubic meters, the site should close by April of this year. Having challenged the Hamilton Branch of the Ministry once again 
with these findings, Geoff Knapper of the Hamilton Branch of the Ministry has provided the following argument in favour of 
Terrapure:  
 
“As we briefly discussed on Friday the Terrapure official in-place volume and capacity have been compiled, reviewed and 
certified by professional engineers and environmental planners based on a much finer level of granularity and accuracy. And 
as Terrapure and the Ministry have stated determining the in-place volumes and capacity of the landfill are very complex 

We have responded to the Ministry’s s previous inquiries regarding the the current volume and capacity of the SCRF and 
the MOECC has indicated they are satisfied and agree with these responses. Regardless, this issue is outside of the scope 
of the proposed Terms of Reference for the SCRF EA.  
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and involves a large number of variables. This type of data is not easily analyzed without extensive experience and 
expertise in environmental engineering and familiarity with the site.  
 
For example your analysis does not include variables like the non-waste related volumes consumed in the site like final 
cover, access roads, ramps and the leachate collection system, which are subsequently deducted from the calculation of 
in-place volume.  
The ministry is satisfied with the Terrapure report and methodology and the remaining capacity of the site of 796,000 m3 at 
January 2016.  
  
Having challenged both Terrapure and the Ministry that the site has exceeded the 6.32 million cubic meter site license for 
residual material, I have heard repeatedly during the last year from both Terrapure and the Ministry that the only thing that 
matters is that the closed height of the landfill represents the Final Approved Elevation. So I fail to see how final cover, 
access roads, ramps and leachate collection systems has any bearing on the approved Final Approved Elevation. Terrapure 
and the Ministry can’t have it both ways; when they exceed the 6.32 million cubic meters, they say that the only thing that 
matters is the Final Approved Elevation; when they exceed the Final Approved Elevation they claim deductions from the 
6.32 million cubic meters. I believe based on all the information presented that the site needs to be closed no later than April 
2017. I also believe that Geoff Knapper as District Manager of the Hamilton Branch of the Ministry of the Environment, 
needs to be removed from his position for dereliction of duties as he has operated as a pawn for Terrapure and has not 
represented the Community of Stoney Creek. 
On behalf of Mr. Giuseppe latomasi, UrbanSolutions Planning & Land Development Consultants Inc. (UrbanSolutions) is 
providing the following comments regarding February 8th, 2017 Notice of Submission of Terms of Reference by Terrapure 
Environmental for their Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental Assessment. 
 
As outlined in our November 2nd, 2016 submission, Mr. latomasi owns two separate parcels, municipally known as 80 & 90 
Green Mountain Road, Stoney Creek, Hamilton. 90 Green Mountain Road is currently occupied by an industrial use which 
includes concrete crushing and open storage, while 80 Green Mountain Road is currently vacant. 
 
The Urban Hamilton Official Plan designates this property as Neighbourhood. Within the Nash Neighbourhood Secondary 
Plan, the lands are designated as Low Density Residential 2, Medium Density Residential 2 and Local Commercial. 
 
Formal Consultation Application FC-16-111 was reviewed by the Development Review Team on October 5, 2016. The 
proposed concept entails redeveloping the two parcels of land into a residential use with a total of 63 units. The proposal 
includes 34 back-to-back townhouse units and 24 traditional townhouse units accessed via a condominium roadway, and 
five (5) traditional townhouse units. This proposal has general regard for the intent of Draft Plan of Subdivision 25T-200901. 

Comment noted. 

Currently Terrapure is proposing to reconfigure the SCRF. Six alternative methods have been outlined by Terrapure for 
evaluation in the revised Terms of References SCRF EA process. Given the land use planning decisions made by the City 
of Hamilton following the 2013 reconfiguration, UrbanSolutions maintains the position that Terrapure must select the 
recommended alternative that accommodates their business plan in a manner that will not result in 80 & 90 Green Mountain 
Road (and other existing and proposed residential uses) being placed in a holding provision for residential uses. 

As stated and explained in our December 6, 2017 letter, it is our understanding, following discussions with the City that the 
proposed project would not lead to restrictions on development on Green Mountain Road. The hold provision does not apply 
to current designation (Neighbourhood Development), as this is not a residential use. Residential development would be 
restricted by a change in zoning designation – not the proposed vertical expansion/reconfiguration.  
 
The Landfill Impact Assessment (LIA) conducted in 2010, which was developed based on a 30 m setback from the site’s 
limit of waste, determined that no additional mitigation measures would be required on the residential lands to the north as a 
result of the operating SCRF, as there was no evidence of off-site adverse environmental effects. 
As a part of the EA an evaluation and assessment will investigate any potential impacts to residential land surrounding the 
landfill.  
 
Also we would like to remind you that, as stated in our previous letter that it is the City’s decision on whether or not 
“restrictions” would be placed on lands surrounding the SCRF and there are many reasons for establishing a Holding 
By-Law. 
 
To provide additional context for your information, the Proposed Terms of Reference submitted to the Ministry of 
Environment and Climate Change for approval is the framework for the next step in the process: the Environmental 
Assessment. The approval of the Terms of Reference would not mean that the proposed capacity increase is approved; 
only that Terrapure would be permitted to move forward with the Environmental Assessment. If the Terms of Reference is 
approved, we encourage you to participate in the upcoming Environmental Assessment so that you have the opportunity to 
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review and provide feedback on this assessment. With this in mind we have added you to our project contact list to be 
notified of opportunities to provide input during the Environmental Assessment. 

We are writing to let you know that Oakridge Group Inc. fully supports Terrapure Environmental’s proposed capacity 
increase of their Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) located in the City of Hamilton. Terrapure’s proposed capacity 
increase of their Facility completely aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians including the following: 

• Economic Prosperity and Growth 

• Healthy and Safe Communities 

• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
Economic Prosperity and Growth 
 It is our understanding that approximately fifty percent of the material received annually at the SCRF comes from customers 
in the City of Hamilton. If this material had to go to another facility farther away, it would add significant cost and 
environmental impact from increased transportation. As a result, the SCRF plays a critical role in supporting local industry 
and the local economy with a conveniently located, environmentally sound facility for non-recyclable industrial residual 
material. 
 
Healthy and Safe Communities 
The facility has been part of the local upper Stoney Creek community since 1996 when it was approved by the then Minister 
of the Environment following the successful completion of an Individual Environmental Assessment. Terrapure’s compliance 
record at the SCRF is exemplary by operating it in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly 
engineered site ensures maximum environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels 
of natural clay liner and a single geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection 
systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment. The 
design has been called “state of the art” by an independent panel of experts. 
 
Built Environment and Infrastructure 
We are also aware that Terrapure maintains two major community investment programs related to the SCRF - the Heritage 
Green Community Trust and a City of Hamilton Royalty Program. One dollar for every tonne of material received at the 
SCRF each year goes into each initiative, which support community charitable and infrastructure programs. Over the nearly 
20 years that these programs have been in place, they have injected a combined total of more than $22 million into the local 
community. The approval of the proposed capacity increase would allow these programs to continue thus providing funding 
for local community groups and infrastructure. 
 
Oakridge Group Inc.is a Canadian Company and is a proud member of the Hamilton community for 24 years. 
 
As a proud member of the Hamilton community, we, at Oakridge Group Inc., encourage the Minister of the Environment and 
Climate Change to approve Terrapure’s proposed Terms of Reference for carrying out the Stoney Creek Regional Facility 
Environmental Assessment. 

Thank you for your support of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental Assessment (EA). We concur that 
the proposed capacity increase aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians, including: 
• Economic Prosperity and Growth 
• Healthy and Safe Communities 
• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we look forward to continuing to consult with you during the Environmental 
Assessment. 

We are writing to let you know that Chaston Brothers Enterprises fully supports Terrapure Environmental’s proposed 
capacity increase of their Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) located in the City of Hamilton. Terrapure’s proposed 
capacity increase of their Facility completely aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians including the following: 

• Economic Prosperity and Growth 

• Healthy and Safe Communities 

• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
Economic Prosperity and Growth 
 It is our understanding that approximately fifty percent of the material received annually at the SCRF comes from customers 
in the City of Hamilton. If this material had to go to another facility farther away, it would add significant cost and 
environmental impact from increased transportation. As a result, the SCRF plays a critical role in supporting local industry 

Thank you for your support of the Stoney Creek Regional Facility (SCRF) Environmental Assessment (EA). We concur that 
the proposed capacity increase aligns with the priorities set by Hamiltonians, including: 
• Economic Prosperity and Growth 
• Healthy and Safe Communities 
• Built Environment and Infrastructure  
 
If the Terms of Reference is approved, we look forward to continuing to consult with you during the Environmental 
Assessment. 
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Comment from Member of the Public Terrapure’s Response 
and the local economy with a conveniently located, environmentally sound facility for non-recyclable industrial residual 
material. 
 
Healthy and Safe Communities 
The facility has been part of the local upper Stoney Creek community since 1996 when it was approved by the then Minister 
of the Environment following the successful completion of an Individual Environmental Assessment. Terrapure’s compliance 
record at the SCRF is exemplary by operating it in compliance with or exceeding regulatory requirements. The highly 
engineered site ensures maximum environmental protection through a double-liner system. It is constructed with two levels 
of natural clay liner and a single geosynthetic membrane liner along with extensive leachate and groundwater collection 
systems. The liner is approximately 10 feet thick and ensures nothing is able to escape to the natural environment. The 
design has been called “state of the art” by an independent panel of experts. 
 
Built Environment and Infrastructure 
We are also aware that Terrapure maintains two major community investment programs related to the SCRF - the Heritage 
Green Community Trust and a City of Hamilton Royalty Program. One dollar for every tonne of material received at the 
SCRF each year goes into each initiative, which support community charitable and infrastructure programs. Over the nearly 
20 years that these programs have been in place, they have injected a combined total of more than $22 million into the local 
community. The approval of the proposed capacity increase would allow these programs to continue thus providing funding 
for local community groups and infrastructure. 
 
Chaston Brothers Enterprises is a family ownded and operated Canadian Company and is a proud member of the Hamilton 
community for 25 years. 
 
As a proud member of the Hamilton community, we, at Chaston Brothers Enterprises, encourage the Minister of the 
Environment and Climate Change to approve Terrapure’s proposed Terms of Reference for carrying out the Stoney Creek 
Regional Facility Environmental Assessment. 
 


