


To aid in this endeavour, a South Landfill Phase 2 Advisory Committee has been established.
The advisory committee met for the first time Monday evening. The committee 1s made up of 4
resident representatives, staff representatives from local municipal governments, a representative
from the Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks and staff from Walker Industries.

and [ from Niagara on the Green as resident representatives have
both been appointed by Walker Industries to sit on the advisory committee.

Your interest and input is encouraged. Public Open Houses are planned at key milestones of the
EA. Walker has also set up 3 means for the public to get information, provide input and ask
questions, in addition to the planned public open houses:

— Project specific website: southlandfillphase2.com
— Email address: info@ southlandfillphase2.com
— Toll-free number: 1-866-699-9425

This advisory committee has had opportunities for public input and will have future dates for
citizens to express their opinions.

Sent from my iPad






Subject: Fw: Walker South Landfill EAAC Meeting #1 Summary and Supporting Documents

Date: Wednesday, February 12, 2025 at 2:17:03 PM Eastern Standard Time
From: Darren Fry <DFry@walkerind.com>
To: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>, South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>
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From: grievea@rogers.com <grievea@rogers.com>

Sent: February 11, 2025 5:01 PM

To: zahrah.khan@thorold.ca <zahrah.khan@thorold.ca>; darrin.wills@notl.com
<darrin.wills@notl.com>; totoole@niagarafalls.ca <totoole@niagarafalls.ca>; shansen@niagarafalls.ca
<shansen@niagarafalls.ca>; Sean.Norman@niagararegion.ca <Sean.Norman@niagararegion.ca>;

morgan.casciani@thorold.ca

<morgan.casciani@thorold.ca>

Cc: Diana Aquino <DAquino@walkerind.com>; Rachel Karaim <RKaraim@walkerind.com>; Shawn Jordan
<SJordan@walkerind.com>; Darren Fry <DFry@walkerind.com>

Subject: Walker South Landfill EAAC Meeting #1 Summary and Supporting Documents

CAUTIONI! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or attachments
before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email or of you think you’ve clicked on malicious link, report it to
IT by emailing support@walkerind.com then delete it from your inbox.

Hi Everyone,

Thanks for attending the first EAAC Meeting on January 27.
Attached are the meeting summary and supporting documents requested or discussed at the meeting.
They include:

e Meeting Summary (draft) — Please review and bring any edits or comments to my attention.

e AMO Ontario Waste & Recycling Report (2023) - this is provided to address Action #2 which was a
request for additional information on Ontario's recycling and disposal rates per capita. Page 5,
Table 1 of the report provides some simple data. Committee members may be interested in other
sections of the report.

e Walker EA Key Decision-Making Milestones & Consultation Timeline - this satisfies Action ltem #3.

e Committee Charter - satisfying Action ltem #4. Please let me know if you have comments or
questions.

e EAAC contact list — please note that this list is to be kept private.
My contact information is listed below and | can provide my CV for anyone who is interested.
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns in advance of the next meeting on March 3.
We are trying to have the draft meeting agenda and any materials to you at least a week before.
Kind regards,
Anneliese



grievea@rogers.com
416-666-9689




Walker South Landfill Phase 2
EA Advisory Committee

Meeting Summary No. 1

Meeting No. 1 — January 27, 2025

Date: January 27, 2025

Time: 6:00 pm — 8:00 pm

Location: Club Italia, Niagara Falls & Virtual (MS Teams)

Materials
e Agenda e Terms of Reference
e Presentation e Committee Charter

Meeting Objective

The purpose of this meeting was for committee members to get to know each other, develop an
understanding about the South Landfill Phase 2 EA & Environmental Assessment (EA) Process, review
committee Charter and discuss committee housekeeping items such as preferred meeting
dates/times/location.

Discussion Topics

1. Introductions

Walker welcomed committee members and noted the objectives for the meeting. Committee members
introduced themselves, shared their backgrounds and reasons for joining the Committee. It was noted
that the Facilitator, Anneliese Grieve, is also an expert in the EA process and is available as a resource for
the EA Advisory Committee should they have questions about the process.

2. Presentation: South Landfill Phase 2 EA & EA Process

e Walker provided an overview of the operations/activities at its Niagara Resource Management
Campus, the proposed South Landfill Phase 2 EA Project and Ontario’s EA Process.

e The approvals process to expand a landfill can take approximately 8 yrs.

e The first step, the EA Process is a 2-Step process; 1) The Terms of Reference, and 2)
Environmental Assessment (EA)

e Step 1is complete. The Terms of Reference was approved on September 10, 2024.

e Step 2 is starting. The key parts of Step 2 (the EA) include; collecting data & developing an
understanding of the existing conditions, reviewing alternative method/options on how the
project can be developed, selecting a preferred alternative/option and then doing the detailed
impact assessment.
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Walker shared the names of the independent technical experts and the studies that they will be
doing.

Walker offered a tour of the Niagara Campus to the committee.

3. EA Advisory Committee & Expectations

The Facilitator reviewed the objectives of the EA Advisory Committee which is to provide
feedback on the project and information presented, reviews materials before public events,
advise on communicating information, and act as a conduit for information when connecting
with others within the community.

The Committee will be expected to meet approximately 3-4 times in 2025 at key project
milestones. The committee will meet prior to forthcoming public consultation events for
Alternative Methods and Preferred Alternatives.

Meeting materials will be provided a minimum of one (1) week prior to meetings to allow time
for Committee members to review. If the meeting materials are large, Walker will provide them
earlier.

The Facilitator is an independent, impartial, third-party. The Facilitator will manage the
meetings, ensure all voices are heard, and that discussions remain ‘in scope’. A meeting
summary will be provided by the Facilitator after each meeting. Walker will make the meeting
summaries publicly available on the project website.

4. Committee Charter

The Committee was provided with an overview of the draft Committee Charter. The Committee
Charter identifies how the Committee will operate. The Committee was asked to review the
draft Charter and to share any feedback with the Facilitator. The Charter will be finalized at the
next meeting.

Committee Discussion, Feedback & Action ltems

A Committee member inquired about recycling efforts (i.e. as they increase) and if it had slowed
the rate of filling the landfill. Walker noted that recent advancements have been made in
recycling rates but that population growth and the type of waste (e.g. single-use) have offset
these advancements to some degree.

Action - Walker committed to providing additional information on waste disposal and waste
diversion per capita.

A question was asked about the project timeline and key milestones and if additional
information could be provided. Walker noted it is difficult to establish fixed milestone dates but
that a timeline can be provided.

Action - Walker committed to providing additional detail on anticipated dates/periods for key
project milestones.
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A question was asked if a species inventory be done within the ecology study? Walker confirmed
the species inventory will be completed. An initial round has already been completed and a
confirmatory inventory will be completed again this year.

Action - Walker committed to ensuring this information is shared with the Committee.

This issue of confidentiality was discussed and clarified. It was noted that EA’s are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act and information is made available to the public. However, sensitive
issues (e.g. the exact location of a species at risk) are protected and personal
information/privacy will be protected.

A question was asked if the Community Liaison Committee referred to in the Terms of Reference
was this committee. Walker confirmed this and stated the name was changed to EA Advisory
Committee to help align the name with the objectives and intentions of the Committee (e.g. to
provide advice about the project from a community member’s perspective).

The Committee inquired if there were other public forums they should be attending. Walker
noted that Committee members could attend upcoming public consultation events as a
Committee member. It was agreed to discuss this further at the next committee meeting.

An inquiry was made about making meetings hybrid. Walker stated the preference is for
meetings to be in-person; however, a virtual option will be provided to accommodate travel
safety or schedule requests.

Closing Remarks

It was agreed the next Committee meeting will take place on Monday, March 3™, The main purpose of
this meeting will be to discuss Alternative Methods (different facility design options).

Summary of Action Items from EAAC Meeting #1

TASK LEAD STATUS

1 | Facilitator to provide contact information to Committee AG New
members.

2 | Walker to provide additional information on waste disposal and DF New
waste diversion per capita.

3 | Walker committed to providing additional detail on anticipated DF New
dates/periods for key project milestones.

4 | Walker to provide a copy of the Committee Charter. DF New

5 | Walker to provide an EA Advisory Committee Contact sheet. DF New

6 | Set a series of meeting dates at the next Committee meeting. AG New

Preferences for Committee Members

Meetings on Monday night @ 5:30 pm
Electronic copy of materials one week prior (as attachments, not links). Additional time will be
provided if document set is large.
o A working draft type file to be able to add comments right in the documents.
One committee member would like a hard copy of materials.
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South Landfill Phase 2 Environmental Assessment

Mission Statement

The Environmental Assessment (EA) Advisory Committee will provide a focused forum for community
advice and input to Walker Environmental Group (Walker) during the EA process for the proposed South
Landfill Phase 2 at Walker’s Resource Management Campus in Niagara Falls.

Purpose and Mandate

The purpose of the EA Advisory Committee will be to review and provide input to the EA for the South
Landfill Phase 2. This input will be part of the public consultation activities required under Ontario’s
Environmental Assessment Act. As an advisory body, the EA Advisory Committee will not make decisions
on the EA but instead provide advice and input that Walker will be required to consider as part of
consultation and decision-making process. Shouldthere be dissenting opinions within the committee all
opinions will be noted equally.

The EA Advisory Committee will:

e Facilitate an understanding of the site’s and neighbouring communities' characteristics

e Enhance alignment of the project with community interests, goals, aspirations and socialand
economic development objectives by providing insight into these areas.

e Help identify potential impacts, issues, concerns and opportunities that are important to the local
community.

o Offer suggestions on impact mitigation or enhancement opportunities.
e Offer suggestions on public consultation efforts necessary to enhance community participation.

Membership
By participating in the EA Advisory Committee, members agree to abide by this Charter.

Walker acknowledges that membership in the EA Advisory Committee does NOT constitute support for the
South Landfill Phase 2 project.

Members participate in the EA Advisory Commiittee as individuals. It is understood that the views and
comments expressed by Members do not necessarily represent the views of the community, the
neighbourhood, or specific community groups.

The EA Advisory Committee will consist of up to 14 local stakeholders (e.g., neighbours and interested
members of the public), together with representatives of Walker and local municipal governments, and
MECP representative’s (EA Special Projects Officer or Local District Officer), as well as a Facilitator. EA
Advisory Committee members will be selected by Walker.

Members are expected to:

e participate voluntarily
e strive to attend all meetings

Walker southlandfillphase2.com 1
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e declare any situation that s, or has the potential to be, a conflict of interest before agenda items
are presented

e carry out their functions with integrity

e actresponsibly and fairly with the care, diligence and prudence of a reasonable individual

e respect all members time, viewpoints and follow rules of decorum

EA Advisory Committee Members will participate voluntarily and will be reimbursed only for reasonable out
of pocket expenses, as agreed to in advance by Walker.

A staff representative from each local area municipal government (Niagara Falls, Niagara Region, Niagara-
on-the-Lake and Thorold) and the Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks, will have a standing
invitation to attend and participate in the EA Advisory Committee meetings. Attendance of these
representatives will be at their discretion. It is noted that Walker will be directly engaging and consulting
with local municipalities and agencies separately throughout the EA process.

Role of the Facilitator

The Facilitator will preside over meetings and coordinate activities of the EA Advisory Committee. The
Facilitator will:
e Beresponsible for managing the meetings including timing of agenda items and adherence to this
Charter
e Beresponsible for ensuring that discussions are focused to matters considered to be ‘in scope’
with this Charter
e Moderate the discussion to ensure a balanced and inclusive exchange of ideas
e Encourage advice and feedback from all committee members during meetings, with no tolerance
for members who make it difficult for others to have their opinions heard
e Determine and enforce options for managing disruptions to meeting decorum
e Promote consensus-based decision making when the opportunity arises
e _|ssue meeting summaries that capture the essence of the meeting, important information and key
outcomes

The Facilitator will be an independent third-party consultant to the EA Advisory Committee and will have
experience and knowledge with Ontario’s Environmental Assessment process and experience facilitating
committees. The Facilitator, with prior approval by Walker, will provide EA process guidance to EA Advisory
Committee members as required.

The Facilitator will be appointed by Walker.

EA Advisory Committee Meetings

The agenda for each meeting will be set by Walker in consideration of the EA process and through
discussion with the EA Advisory Committee. The agenda and meeting materials will be distributed to
Members at least seven (7) weekdays in advance of a scheduled meeting. EA Advisory Committee
meetings will generally include review of agendas, presentations by Walker and its consultants,
opportunities to discuss materials and presentation content, review of any action items and review of
meeting summaries that will be made available to the public.

Walker southlandfillphase2.com 2
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A quorum of committee members is not necessary for EA Advisory Committee meetings to proceed.

EA Advisory Committee meetings are scheduled by Walker with consideration to Member schedules. EA
Advisory Committee meetings will occur at key decision-making milestones which are outlined in Section
9.2.4 of the Approved Terms of Reference. Walker will consider additionalopportunities for meetings
through discussion with the EA Advisory Committee. The EA Advisory Committee will meet throughout the
EA process until the formal conclusion of the process.

Meetings will be scheduled for up to two hours. A meal and/or refreshments will be provided by Walker for
Members %2 hour prior to each meeting to accommodate everyone’s busy schedules and provide an
opportunity for informal discussion.

Meeting Summaries, Documentation and Administration

Meeting summaries will be prepared after each meeting by a notetaker and the Facilitator and will include
an overview of meeting discussions and outcomes. Draft meeting summaries will be provided to the EA
Advisory Committee for review before being disclosed to the public.

Meetings summaries will be made accessible to the public through the project website at
southlandfillphase2.com.

Alternates and Resignations

In the event an EA Advisory Committee member is not able to attend a meeting, they may designate an
alternate who can attend in their absence. It will be the responsibility of the respective EA Advisory
Committee members to provide the alternate with a suitable briefing in advance of the meeting so that the
alternate is sufficiently prepared at the meeting.

Members who wish to have an alternate will submit the name of their alternate to Walker. Alternates are
specific to one EA Advisory Committee member and cannot be the alternate for multiple members.

In the event that an EA Advisory Committee member wishes to resign, they must provide notice in writing to
Walker. If a member resigns, their seat is vacant, and Walker may seek applications to fill the vacant seat

and will consider recommendations from the EA Advisory Committee regarding membership.

Walker reserves the right to amend this Charter from time to time.

Walker southlandfillphase2.com 3



Walker South Landfill Phase 2 Environmental Assessment

Key Decision-Making Milestones & Community Consultation

March 18, 2025 (Confirmed) — Alternative Methods: Public Information Session &
Consultation

e Confirm the Final EA Study Area

e Present Study Area existing conditions

e Review the developed Alternative Methods

e Confirm the evaluation criteria and indicators to be applied to the Alternative
Methods, and the evaluation methodology to be used Presentation of Alternative
Methods

May, 2025 (Estimate) — Preferred Alternative: Public Information Session &
Consultation

e Review the comparative evaluation process and confirm the recommended
alternative

e Confirm the methodology for the detailed impact assessment of the preferred
alternative

Early 2026 (Estimate) - Review of the Draft EA Report: Public Information Session &
Consultation

e Review the potential environmental effects, recommended impact management
measures, resulting net environmental effects, proposed monitoring requirements,
and proposed approvals/permits required for implementing the Preferred Method.

e Review the draft EA Report prior to its finalization and formal submission to the
Minister for approval.

Mid 2026 (Estimate) - Notice of Submission of the EA:

e Initiates the formal review of the EA Report
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Successive provincial governments have pledged

to address Ontario’s growing waste issue, culminating in
the Waste-Free Ontario Act passed in 2016 and

the accompanying Waste-Free Ontario Strategy

(the strategy) and the Made-In-Ontario Environment
Plan. The Act and strategy were heralded by many as
providing a pathway to finally address Ontario’s waste
crisis. In the past six years, a number of important
actions from the strategy have been implemented

that municipal governments supported:

v" Establish the Resource Productivity and Recovery
Authority to provide oversight and enforcement
over waste diversion policies and provided tools
such as Administrative Monetary Penalties

v" Establish outcomes-based producer responsibility
regulation for packaging and paper products,
tires, hazardous special products, electrical and
electronic equipment, batteries, and lighting

v/ Establish requirements to ensure better tracking
and management of waste (e.g., Producer
Responsibility Registry, Excess Soil Registry
and the Hazardous Waste Program Digital
Reporting Service)

v Initiating a process to modernize approvals
and expedite ability to site and construct waste
management infrastructure.

However, there remains a number of outstanding actions
that the province has yet to undertake:

X Revise the recycling requirements for industrial,
commercial, and institutional (ICI) entities
to increase waste diversion

X Designate new materials in extended producer
responsibility policies (EPR) in 2020 and 2023
(e.g., additional electronic and electrical equipment,
mattresses, carpets, furniture)

% Implement disposal bans to direct materials away
from disposal (e.g., food waste, materials under
existing waste diversion programs)

X Implement an action plan to reduce the volume
of food and organic wastes going to landfill

X |ssue policy statements to provide clear direction
on the provincial interest to support waste
reduction and diversion efforts

X Implement coordinated green procurement
practices to build market demand for recovered
materials
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The purpose of this report is to provide a better
understanding of Ontario’s efforts to tackle non-
hazardous solid waste (past, present, and future)
to assess its performance and identify actions that
may be necessary to meet its goals. This includes
providing an overview on:

+ how Ontario currently manages resources and
describing how this has changed over the past
few decades;

- progress towards the performance goals established
in the strategy (i.e., achieve 30% waste diversion rate
by 2020; 50% by 2030; an 80% by 2050 as well as
reducing total waste disposed per capita each year);
and

- opportunities to improve outcomes.

Since 2017, when the province released its strategy,
there has been an increase in the amount of materials
diverted. While this is a positive trend, the amount

of overall waste generated has also increased as has
the amount of waste disposed.

Table 1: Waste data trends 2017- 2022 based on low generation scenario'

Indicator ‘ 2017 ‘ 2022 ‘ Environmental Trend

Total waste generation (tonnes) 11,884,804 | 12,686,610 ._ Increased by 7% or 801,806 tonnes
Per capita waste generation (kg/capita) 897.28 925.49 ‘ Increased by 3% or 28.21 kg/capita
Total waste disposed (tonnes) 8,328,833 | 8,819,224 ‘ Increased by 6% or 490,391 tonnes
Per capita waste disposed (kg/capita) 628.81 643.36 ._ Increased by 2% or 14.55 kg/capita
Total waste diverted? (tonnes) 3,555,972 | 3,867,386 ‘ Increased by 9% or 311,414 tonnes
Per capita waste diverted (kg/capita) 268.47 282.13 ._ Increased by 5% or 13.66 kg/capita

1 Based on RPRA Residential Datacall disposed and diverted and Statistics Canada Waste Management Industry Survey disposed and diverted non-residential
tonnes. Note data was modelled for 2022 based on a 10-year trend. It is considered a low generation calculation as data surveyed by Waste to Resource

Ontario indicate disposal rates that are 20% - 30% higher,

2 Diverted refers to waste materials diverted from landfill, incineration, and energy from waste.
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1.1 Methodology

The data included in this report is based on multiple
sources to establish a comprehensive review of waste
management in Ontario. Data was gathered from the
following sources to provide a more complete picture:

- the Resource Productivity and Recovery Authority’s
(RPRA) Municipal Datacall

- Annual Reports from Producer Responsibility
Organizations

- RPRA Resource Recovery Reports
- Statistics Canada Waste Management Industry Survey
- Reports by Waste to Resource Ontario

- Continuous Improvement Fund / Stewardship Ontario
Waste Composition Audits

Although generated for different reasons, each of these
sources is updated regularly and have quality control
elements in place. Appendix A provides a comparison
of each of the data sources. While every effort was
taken to ensure the integrity of the data used, there are
differences in methodologies, material classifications,
and data collection and verification methodologies with
potentially varying levels of rigour.

There is no one data source in Ontario that allows for

a proper assessment of the current context. As a result,
the report has used these various sources. In some
cases, it was necessary for modelling to be done:

- Statistics Canada Waste Management Industry Survey
data is only available biennially. For the odd years
data was modelled based on the proceeding and
preceding years.

- 2022 data for generation, disposal, and diversion
are modelled based on a 10-year trend.

- A high and low generation rate were developed
given the disparity between reporting on the amount
of waste disposed per year between survey work
completed by Waste to Resource Ontario on Ontario
landfills and Statistics Canada Waste Management
Industry Survey.

- The low generation rate is based on RPRA
Residential Datacall disposed and diverted, and
Statistics Canada Waste Management Industry
Survey disposed and diverted ICI tonnes.

- The high generation is based on RPRA Residential
Datacall diverted, Statistics Canada Waste
Management Industry Survey ICI diverted tonnes
and Waste to Resource Ontario landfilled tonnes.

- Tonnes landfilled are based on Waste to Resource
Ontario survey data were modelled for proceeding and
preceding years based on the Statistics Canada Waste
Management Industry Survey disposal trends.

The discrepancies in data particularly related to disposal
underlines the need for standardized data capture in
Ontario. The RPRA Residential Datacall will also no
longer be available with the transition of the blue box,
which will make it increasingly difficult to accurately
measure progress.
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2.2 Performance
As part of Ontario’s strategy, the province has established two sets of targets:

+ Waste generation - progressive reductions in the amount of non-hazardous waste disposed per capita per year; and
- Waste diversion targets - increase the amount of waste diverted

- 30% of total waste generated diverted by 2020;

- 50% of total waste generated diverted by 2030; and

- 80% of total waste generated diverted by 2050.

This section provides an overview of provincial efforts that contribute to both sets of targets, offer insights on where
gains have been made and suggests areas where further actions are required.

2.2.1 Reduction and Reuse

While more attention has focused on improving reuse and preventing waste in the last few years, data on the state
of reuse and prevention have not been well tracked. Reuse systems are visible across the economy, including

from business-to-business (B2B) materials often reused (e.g., pallets, beverage and bakery trays, milk crates)

and business-to-consumer (B2C) materials (e.g., BBQ tanks, carbon dioxide cylinders, shopping bags, beverage cups,
beer bottles and growlers). There are also new types of reuse systems emerging in the sharing economy in form

of new types of libraries (e.g., tool libraries), rental platforms (e.g., car and scooter rentals), and community

‘Buy Nothing' social media sites. While momentum is growing to pilot and expand reuse/refill models; these systems
still are in the minority. In some cases, reuse markets are shrinking. For example, Figure 3 shows since 2010

the percentage of refillable alcohol bottles sold (e.g., beer bottles) in Ontario has steadily decreased from almost
70% in 2010 to under 20% in 2022.

Figure 3: Share of refillable alcoholic beverage containers (excluding kegs) in Ontario
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While the provincial government’s efforts to transition
existing diversion programs to full producer
responsibility and expand diversion of food and organic
waste from disposal have helped Ontario to achieve

a 25% or 30% diversion rate, there is still significant
work needed to meet future targets. As noted in
section 2.2.3, the recent progress to achieve the 2020

target is due to the implementation of residential organic

waste diversion programs. Table 3 provides estimates
of the amount of tonnes Ontario would need to divert
based on Ontario’s high and low waste generation rates.

Table 3: Additional tonnes necessary to meet

diversion targets

Performance
Target

Low generation
- Additional
tonnes*
necessary to
meet diversion
rate

High generation
- Additional
tonnes*
necessary to
meet diversion
rate

Table 4: Total supplied into Ontario based on tonnes
reported under producer responsibility designations

Designated Materials ‘ Total Supplied Tonnes'4

Batteries 9,800
Blue Box 917,740
Information Technology, 60,630
Telecommunications, Audio-

Visual Equipment

Lighting 3,360
Tires 183,260
Hazardous Special Products 131,880*
TOTAL 1,306,670

*Rounded to the nearest 10

Table 5 provides the potential additional diversion that
could be achieved if Ontario were to designate additional
target materials for producer responsibility requirements
and add ICI diversion requirements for the ICI sector
(based on conservative estimates). The government has
discussed targeting these materials at numerous points.
Action on these materials, as well as improvement

of current producer responsibility policies, could help

the government meet the targets they have set for 2030.

2020 - 30% 0 768,264
Diversion Rate
2030 - 50% 2,475,921 3,858,698
Diversion Rate
2050 - 80% 6,281,905 8,494,348
Diversion Rate

*Rounded to the nearest 10

To meet Ontario’s 2030 diversion targets, the province
would need to divert an additional 2.48 - 3.86 million
tonnes of material, and for the 2050 diversion target,
the province would need to divert an additional

6.28 - 8.49 million tonnes of material. For perspective,
the total tonnes of materials supplied into Ontario under
the existing producer responsibility programs equates
to 1.31 million tonnes (Table 4). Substantial new efforts
are needed for Ontario to meet future diversion goals.

Table 5: Additional tonnes necessary to meet

diversion targets

Additional Designated

Potential Additional

Materials Tonnes Diverted
Additional Electronics 16,940
Textiles 155,500
Mattresses 12,300
Additional Hazardous Special 3,600
Products

Furniture 76,160
Carpet 63,200
ICI Organics's 1,800,000
ICI Paper Products and 1,239,000
Packaging'®

TOTAL 3,366,700

*Rounded to the nearest 10

14 Based on RPRA 2022 Resource Recovery Reports. Available at https://rpra.ca/resource-recovery-reports/. Batteries, ITT/AV, and tires published December
22, 2022. Blue Box, hazardous special products and lighting published March 31, 2023.

15 Based on doubling current performance.

16 Based on capturing 60% of the current amount disposed (see section 4.2.2).

18
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Did you know?

In 2018, the Ontario government committed to
designate the following materials by 2020 and 2023:

- Small appliances;

- Electrical tools;

- Mattresses;

- Carpets

- Clothing and other textiles; and
+ Furniture and other bulky items

And in 2020, committed to:

- Consult on a proposal to phase out food
and organic waste from landfills by 2030.

- Consult on an ICI waste reform framework.
- Conduct waste audits to inform new producer
responsibility designations.

To date, no progress has been made on any
of the above items.

19



A M ‘ Association of

Ontario Baseline Waste & Recycling Report Municipalities Ontario

4.0 Producer Responsibility Regulations

Since the Resource Recovery and Circular Economy Act
passed in late 2016, the province has been transitioning
all of its recycling programs from government directed
systems to a system based on producers being required
to meet enforceable, outcomes-based targets. Municipal
governments have been supportive of this approach

so long as:

- there are the resources and ability to provide proper
oversight and enforcement; and

- high performance targets are established to drive
economic activity and innovation.

The following section provides an assessment of
Ontario’s current producer responsibility regulations.
Understanding the performance of these regulations will
be essential as the costs for the improper management
of these materials often falls to municipal governments.
Certain conclusions can already be drawn from the
current regulations to improve outcomes.

Five main lessons to improve Ontario’s EPR
Regulations:

1. Performance targets need to be measurable, and
drive meaningful and continual improvement;

2. Additional materials should be designated
at a minimum to align with other Canadian
provinces and terrotories;

3. Unnecessary exemptions, deductions and credits
should be removed from regulations;

4. Annual third-party performance audits should
be mandatory in all regulations to reduce
enforcement costs and ensure a level playing
field; and

5. A clear timeline should be established for
new material designations to allow for proper
planning.
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4.1.2 Issues
The following key issues have been identified with the regulation:
1. Performance targets

a. The amount of single-use batteries necessary to meet the management requirement appears to be lower than
previous years. This may be an indication that the targets were set too low as the amount of batteries supplied
into the market does not appear to be declining based on previous years of data (e.g., the target for single-use
batteries in 2022 is 2,945 tonnes; this target has been surpassed in all years between 2016 and 2019.).

b. The current management targets do not provide an incentive for continuous improvement beyond 2025 as they
only increase to 2025 and then remain static at 50%.

2. Unnecessary exemptions, deductions and credits

a. The regulation provides an exemption for small producers (i.e., if a producers management requirement is less
than 1.25 tonnes of rechargeable batteries or less than 2.5 tonnes of single-use batteries). While the overall
impact of this exemption is unclear, any exemptions provided lower the targets. This is because materials are
supplied by these small producers into the marketplace (i.e., are available for collection) but are not included
in the denominator for which the targets are calculated. This creates an unlevel playing field for battery
producers and may lead to less efforts to properly collect and recycle batteries. Ontario is the only province
in Canada to include these exemptions.

b. The regulation allows producers to reduce their management targets if they use recycled content in the
batteries they supply into the market. This approach is counterproductive to driving better environmental
outcomes in Ontario as reductions in management targets decreases the need to ensure these batteries
are properly collected and recycled. The ability to audit the use of recycled content is also extremely difficult
for these products, which could lead to future compliance issues.

3. Annual third-party performance and supply audits

a. Third-party audits are only required every three years from producers, instead of annually. While on the surface
this appears to reduce regulatory burden, producers are still required to provide audits for all three years.
This delay in audit information adds costs to RPRA as it means they have to use alternative means to ensure
producers are compliant.
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4.1.3 Summary

Table 6 provides a broad assessment of the battery regulation as compared to the previous requirements
and performance.

Table 6: Assessment of the Ontario Battery Regulation (0.Reg. 30/20)

Indicator ‘ Status ‘ Progress
Materials designated The regulation designates the same materials that were designated Neutral
under the Waste Diversion Act (i.e., single-use and rechargeable
batteries).
Exemptions Unlike the previous Waste Diversion Act regulation, the new regulation | Worse

exempts producers that only generate small amounts of batteries.

The severity of the impact of this is unclear, but it would impact targets
as these materials are not included in the denominator. This type

of exemption is not used in other Canadian jurisdictions.

Performance

Recycling Targets | Targets are lower than previously achieved. Producers can also Worse
discount recycling targets through the use of recycled content in their
batteries. While not many producers are using this discount, it would
be difficult for RPRA to properly audit.

Promotion and Education | No promotion and education requirements for producers post 2022 Worse
to inform to public on how to properly manage batteries despite
increasing incidents of battery fires in the waste stream.

Performance Trend Performance significantly declined in 2021 with producers, and PROs Worse
on their behalf, reporting in aggregate managing only 12% of the
calculated supply for single-use batteries and 13% for rechargeable
batteries.

Oversight and Enforcement | RPRA has the ability to conduct audits and take compliance actions Better
if issues are identified.
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4.2.2 Issues
The following key issues have been identified with the regulation:

1. Performance targets

a. It is unclear yet whether the current targets set will be sufficient to drive improved outcomes, given recent
changes to allow for more exemptions (e.g., newspapers) and deductions (e.g., allowing producers to deduct
supplies tonnage that is collected from a business or institution that producers are not required to provide
blue box collection services to under the blue box regulation). These changes decrease the amount of materials
producers need to process to meet their management targets. Ontario municipalities have significant concerns
that the latest deductions will be very difficult to audit and verify and could significantly reduce the supply
numbers and reduce targets.

2. Additional materials

a. Overall, the new regulation should provide Ontarians with greater access to blue box collection. However, there
remains a lack of focus on ICI sources of blue box materials. By extrapolating BC's IC waste composition data,
Ontario could be disposing 1.68-2.45 million tonnes of packaging and paper products on an annual basis."”

Even collecting 60% of these materials could provide over 1.2 million tonnes of diversion and significantly
increase Ontario’s diversion rate.

3. Unnecessary exemptions, deductions and credits

a. Packaging-like products made of flexible plastics, as well as packaging used for food protection, containment
and handling, have been exempted despite being collected in both the recycling and waste streams and being
included in most other jurisdictions. This exemption affects the amount reported as supplied into the market
and this impacts management targets despite these materials still being managed in the blue box.

b. Compostable packaging has been exempted from collection and management targets despite the fact
it is a growing packaging format. This exemption affects the amount reported as supplied into the market
and this impacts management targets despite these materials still being managed by municipal governments.
A 2022 study undertaken by the Ministry of Environment, Conservation, and Parks on compostable packaging
recommended that “producers should be responsible for the full cost for collection and processing of their
products”.

c. Expanded deductions related to blue box materials managed outside the blue box system (e.g., materials
collected from a business or institution that are not part of a blue box program for residents) will be difficult,
if not impossible, to be able to properly oversee. The scale of these deductions could significantly reduce
the materials needed for producers to meet their targets.

4. Annual third-party performance and supply audits

a. Third-party audits are only required every three years from producers, instead of annually. While on the surface
this appears to reduce regulatory burden, producers are still required to provide audits for all three years.
This delay in audit information adds costs to RPRA as it means they have to use alternative means to ensure
producers are compliant.

17 Canada Plastics Pact. British Columbia Industrial, Commercial and Institutional Packaging and Paper Products Baseline Report: Waste Flows Study,
April 2023. Available at https://plasticspact.ca/wp-content/uploads/2023/04/CPP_BC-ICI-Baseline-Report.pdf
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4.2.3 Summary

Table 7 provides a broad assessment of the blue box regulation as compared to the previous requirements

and performance.

Table 7: Assessment of the Ontario Blue Box Regulation (0.Reg. 391/21)

Indicator

Materials
designated

‘ Status

New regulation creates a consistent list of designated materials and expands to
packaging-like products, as compared to previous regulation under the Waste
Diverison Act.

‘ Progress

Better

Exemptions

The regulation allows for exemptions for the following materials, which affects the
amount reported as supplied into the market and this impacts management targets:

- newspapers

+ packaging-like products made of flexible plastics and used for food protection,
containment, handling.

- compostable packaging'®

A recent amendment also enables producers to deduct materials (excluding
beverage containers) collected from a business or institution that producers are not
required to provide blue box collection services to under the

blue box regulation. The ability for RPRA to properly audit these deductions will be
extremely difficult and the impact on targets could be significant.

Worse

Performance

Collection

Common collection system is required in every community in Ontario
except in the Far North, which will expand current servicing.

Blue box material must be, at a minimum, collected in the same manner
that garbage is collected. This is generally consistent with current
blue box servicing.

Better

Recycling

While targets appear higher, it is unclear what the impact of exemptions and
deductions will have. Targets should be added for compostable packaging to align
requirements with all other packaging. Targets may need to be re-visited to ensure
they are driving improved environmental and economic outcomes.

Neutral

Promotion and
Education

Similar requirements for producers to provide promotion and education
as to what municipal governments are currently providing.

Neutral

Performance
Trend

The weight of materials collected and recycled from the blue box programs have
been gradually decreasing over the last number of years.

This decrease is largely due to the change in material composition

(i.e., the light weighting of packaging from glass and metal to plastics). However, the
recycling rate has also declined by over 8% in the last

five years.

The new regulation expected to increase quantities of material captured
as new communities will be added and, in many cases, new materials will
be included in curbside collection (i.e., flexible packaging, single use items).

Worse

(but new
regulation
expected to
improve)

Oversight and
Enforcement

RPRA has the ability to conduct audits and take compliance actions if issues are
identified.

Better

18 Note compostable packaging is still required to report so there is an ability to understand the impact of the exemption.
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Based on an assessment of units sold and applying standards weights, it appears that the weight of materials was
generally increasing up to 2019 (Table 9). However, producer data supplied based on the requirements in the new

EEE regulation shows supplied tonnage for the last three years of between 55,000 to 60,000 tonnes is substantially
lower. This drop of potentially 50,000 tonnes may indicate an issue with compliance or with exemptions included

in the regulation.

Table 9: Designated EEE Supplied

| 2014 2015 2016| 2017| 2018 2019| 2020| 2021| 2022
EEE Supplied (Tonnes) | 90,386 | 83228 84,410| 95927 100,045| 105561 | 57,666 55321 60,632

*Note: Black #s - based on reported;
Red #s - modelled based on units supplied;
Blue #s - based on Supplied Tonnes reported to RPRA
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4.3.2 Issues
The following key issues have been identified with the regulation:

1. Performance targets

a. The amount of EEE necessary to meet the management requirement appears to be lower than previous years.
This may be an indication that the targets were set too low as the market does not appear to be declining based
on previous years of data (e.g., the management target for EEE in 2022 is 33,124 tonnes; this performance
has been surpassed in all years between 2011 and 2019).

b. The reported supplied numbers in the last three years have dropped significantly and might indicate an issue
with compliance or with exemptions included in the regulation.

c. The current management targets do not provide for continuous improvement as they only increase to 2025
and then remain static at 70%.

2. Unnecessary exemptions, deductions and credits

a. The regulation provides an exemption for small producers (three and a half tonnes with respect to ITT/AV
or not more than 350 kilograms with respect to lighting). While the overall impact of this exemption is unclear,
any exemptions provided lower the targets. This is because materials are supplied by these small producers
into the marketplace (i.e., are available for collection) but are not included in the denominator for which
the targets are calculated. This creates an unlevel playing field for EEE producers and may lead to less efforts
to properly collect and recycle EEE and lighting. Ontario is the only province in Canada to include these
exemptions.

b. The regulation allows producers to reduce their management targets if they use recycled content, or if they
allow for repair or extended warranties. While incentives to encourage these activities support the broader
circular economy goals, this mechanism appears to be counterproductive to driving better environmental
outcomes in Ontario as reductions in management targets decreases the need to ensure these EEE are properly
collected and recycled. EEE producers were able to reduce their management requirements by 18% in 2023.

In order to offset this, targets would need to be raised to ensure these reductions do not offset the need
to collect and recycle these materials.

3. Annual third-party performance and supply audits

a. Third-party audits are only required every three years from producers, instead of annually. While on the surface
this appears to reduce regulatory burden, producers are still required to provide audits for all three years.
This delay in audit information adds costs to RPRA as it means they have to use alternative means to ensure
producers are compliant.

4. Additional materials

a. Ontario lags behind other provinces of designating new types of materials (e.g., small appliances, power tools,
personal care appliances, sports equipment, toys, outdoor power equipment, large appliances).
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4.3.3 Summary

Table 8 provides a broad assessment of the electrical and electronic equipment (EEE) regulation as compared
to the previous requirements and performance.

Table 8: Assessment of the Ontario Electrical and Electronic Equipment Regulation (0.Reg. 522/20)

Indicator ‘ Status ‘ Progress

Materials designated The regulation covers slightly more designated materials (e.g., lighting | Neutral
and electronic musical instruments and audio recording equipment)
than the previous regulation under the Waste Diversion Act, but less
materials than most other provinces in Canada (e.g., small appliances,
power tools).

Exemptions Unlike the previous Waste Diversion Act program, the new regulation | Worse
exempts producers that only generate small amounts of EEE and
lighting. It is unclear of the scale of the impact of this exemption, but
it would impact targets as these materials are not included in the
denominator. This type of exemption is not used in other Canadian
jurisdictions.

Performance

Recycling | Targets are lower than previous performance levels and producers Worse
can discount management targets through recycled content, warranties
and repair, which is difficult to audit and can create perverse outcomes.

Promotion and Education | No promotion and education requirements for producers post 2022 Worse
to inform to public on how to properly manage electronics despite
increasing incidents of electronics related fires in the waste stream.

Performance Trend Performance significantly declining. Worse

Oversight and Enforcement | RPRA has the ability to conduct audits and take compliance actions Better
if issues are identified.
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4.5 Hazardous Special Products Regulation (0.Reg. 449/21)

The hazardous special products (HSP) regulation includes the following designated materials:
- oil filters,
- refillable and non-refillable pressurized cylinders,
- antifreeze,
- oil containers,
- paints and coatings,
- solvents,
- pesticides,
- mercury containing devices (e.g., barometers, thermometers, thermostats), and
- fertilizers.

Table 10 provides an outline of the requirements associated with the different designated HSP materials.

Table 10: Requirements associated with designated HSP materials

Material Collection Management | Minimum Promotion & | Registration | Performance

System System Management | Education Reporting
Targets

Oil Filters

Non-Refillable
Pressurized
Cylinders

QS

< S8

Refillable Pressurized

Cylinders

(call-in only)

o

Antifreeze

Oil Containers

Solvents

Paint & Coatings

Pesticides

Mercury Containing

CSSRSS
CSSSSS &) S8

L SRS &) S8

Q SSSSQS

QS SSQSRS & S8

Devices (call-in only)

Fertilizers

Propane Cylinders

(refillable) v v

(call-in only)
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4.5.2 Issues
The following key issues have been identified with the regulation:

1. Additional materials

a. While the province committed to add designated items to the regulation for over a decade, they have not
followed through. On the contrary, instead of expanding the materials list, the regulation eliminated some items
like fertilizer. Other Provinces such as Alberta, British Columbia, and Manitoba have significantly more items
designated under their regulations such as lubricating oil, lead acid batteries and a full suite of pesticides.
Designating additional items could increase collection by 3,594 tonnes (~19% increase).

b. A more comprehensive policy under the Resource Recovery and Circular Economy Act, 2016 is required for
pharmaceuticals and sharps. The current regulation still places much of the burden on municipal governments
to collect these materials. It is estimated that municipal governments collect over 52,800 kg of pharmaceuticals
and over 20,150 kg of sharps at municipal taxpayers’ expense.?’ Pharmaceuticals are covered under EPR
policies in British Columbia, Manitoba, PEI, and Quebec (2024) and sharps in British Columbia (proposed).

2. Performance targets

a. The regulation does not have targets for collection or the management of HSP items except for oil filters and
non-refillable cylinders. This is a glaring miss and does not provide adequate incentives for producers to invest
in maximizing collection and management of materials.

b. The accessibility targets are difficult to discern for the regulator and assessing producer compliance with
the target has not yet occurred more than 8 months into implementation of regulatory requirements.

3. Annual third-party performance and supply audits

a. Third-party audits are only required every three years from producers, instead of annually. While on the surface
this appears to reduce regulatory burden, producers are still required to provide audits for all three years.
This delay in audit information adds costs to RPRA as it means they have to use alternative means to ensure
producers are compliant.

20 Surveys of municipalities collecting pharmaceuticals and sharps were completed in 2020. The population of the sampled communities equated to 25% of the
Province’s total population. These results were extrapolated to estimate Provincial totals.
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4.5.3 Summary

Table 11 provides a broad assessment of hazardous special products (HSP) regulation as compared to the previous

requirements and performance.

Table 11: Assessment of the Hazardous Special Products Regulation (0.Reg. 449/21)

Indicator
Materials designated

‘ Status

The regulation does not designate all of the products collected
and deemed hazardous at municipal collection sites/events e.g.,
pharmaceuticals and sharps, automotive additives and cleaners,
automotive additives and cleaner containers, fuels, miscellaneous
flammable materials, oxidizers, corrosives - acids, corrosives -
caustics, reactive chemicals, and lubricating oil. The regulation
removed some items previously included like fertilizer

‘ Progress

Worse

Exemptions

Unlike the previous Waste Diversion Act regulation, the new regulation
exempts producers that only generate small amounts of HSP.

It is unclear of the scale of the impact of this exemption but it would
impact targets as these materials are not included in the denominator.
This type of exemption is not used in other Canadian jurisdictions.

Worse

Performance

Collection

The accessibility targets are complex and problematic to quantify
as they can be reduced/ supplemented/ augmented by producers
based on a combination of depots, events, collections and use of
return-to-retail locations. This lack of clarity makes enforcement
challenging and is compounded by the lack of management targets
for most HSP materials.

Worse

Recycling

The regulation does not include targets except for oil filters
and non-refillable pressurized containers.

Worse

Promotion and Education

Similar requirements for promotion and education as to current
conditions

Neutral

Performance Trend

In 2021, 18,980 tonnes of HSP material were collected. This
represented a drop of 6,248 tonnes versus the previous year's
performance and historically annual tonnage collected has averaged
25,659 tonnes. There may be some rationale for recent declines due
to consumption changes and product design.

There is concern however that regulation will see lower quantities
of material captured as a number of items previously included have
been eliminated (e.g., fertilizer) and collection site requirements
are opaque and not being enforced.

Neutral

Oversight and Enforcement

RPRA has the ability to conduct audits and take compliance actions
if issues are identified. However, accessibility targets are difficult
to enforce and there no collection or management targets for most
of the materials.

Better
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4.6.2 Issues
The following key issues have been identified with the regulation:

1. Unnecessary exemptions, deductions and credits

a. The regulation provides an exemption for small producers. While it is unclear of the overall impact of this
exemption, it has the potential to impact targets (as materials are supplied but not included in the denominator)
and creates an unlevel playing field. Similar exemptions are not provided in other Canadian jurisdictions.

2, Annual third-party performance and supply audits

a. Third-party audits are only required every three years from producers, instead of annually. While on the surface
this appears to reduce regulatory burden, producers are still required to provide audits for all three years.
This delay in audit information adds costs to RPRA as it means they have to use alternative means to ensure
producers are compliant.

4.6.3 Summary

Table 12 provides a broad assessment of tires regulation as compared to the previous requirements
and performance.

Table 12: Assessment of the Tires Regulation (0.Reg. 225/18)

Indicator ‘ Status ‘ Progress
Materials designated The regulation covers all passenger and large format tires that were Neutral
included in the previous regulation under the Waste Diversion Act.
Exemptions An unnecessary exemption for small producers is included but Neutral
considered minor. Other provinces do not include a similar exemption.
Performance
Collection | There are less collection sites required Worse
Recycling | Targets are consistent with previous performance Neutral
Promotion and Education | Promotion and education requirements included in the regulation Worse
to ensure consumer protection were removed.
Performance Trend Performance has remained relatively steady over the duration Neutral
of the policy.
Oversight and Enforcement | RPRA has the ability to conduct audits and take compliance actions Better
if issues are identified.
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4.7.2 Issues
The following key issues have been identified with the regulation:

1. Performance targets

a. Municipal facilities continue to be the backstop for collection of these products. Based on data from
municipalities, over 14% of all pharmaceuticals and 6% of all sharps are collected by municipal governments
at the cost to the property taxpayer.

b. There are few requirements for collection sites to advertise that they collect pharmaceuticals and sharps.
2, Oversight and Enforcement
a. No dedicated resources and oversight are provided as part of the global Ministry budget.

b. It is unclear if any actions have been taken on non-compliance as the Ministry does not provide reports.
There is no transparency.

3. Additional materials

a. Although established a decade ago, there have been no new materials added despite growing number
of individuals receiving medical care at home. Common home health care items such as dialysis waste,
catheters, urinary bags and tubing, and colostomy bags should be added.

4.7.3 Summary

Table 13 provides a broad assessment of pharmaceutical and sharps regulation as compared to the previous
requirements and performance.

Table 13: Assessment of the Pharmaceutical and Sharps Regulation (0.Reg. 298/12)

Indicator ‘ Status ‘ Progress
Materials designated The regulation covers pharmaceutical and sharps but no new materials | Neutral
have been added to since 2014
Exemptions n/a n/a
Performance
Collection | Required to meet a minimum of participating pharmacies Better
Recycling | n/a n/a
Promotion and Education | No promotion and education requirements Neutral
Performance Trend The amount of materials collected has generally increased Better

as has the participating pharmacies

Oversight and Enforcement | Oversight and enforcement by the Ministry lacks transparency Neutral
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5.0 Other Potential Material Designations

In 2022, a review was undertaken to explore
opportunities associated with designating additional
products under extended producer responsibility (EPR)
policies in Ontario, with a focus on adding products
under existing regulations (for EEE, and HSP) and

new designations under new regulations (for carpets,
furniture, mattresses, and textiles).

The tables below rank the largest opportunities in
terms of additional tonnes diverted, GHG emissions
reduced, jobs created, and estimated annual income
by designating additional materials under EPR. These
are meant to be illustrative. While HSP ranks lowest in
all categories, these measurements do not capture all
impacts (e.g., toxins, health and safety related issues).
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Ranking Material Categories Estimated Amount Collected in Ontario under
an EPR Approach (Tonnes, per Year)
1 Textiles P 155,497
2 Furniture / 1%ea . 76157
3 Carpet [ le \ 63203
4 Electrical and Electronic Equipment \ ﬁ } 16,944
5 Mattresses \ SS9/ 1229
13 Household Hazardous or Special Products T 3,594
Ranking Materlal Categories Estimated GHG Emissions Reduced under
an EPR Approach (tCO,e, per Year)
1 Textiles . 1,243,973
2 Furniture /7 N\ 251,319
3 Carpet ( \ 167,337
4 Electrical and Electronic Equipment \ } 46,409
5 Mattresses \L /21297
6 Household Hazardous or Special Products S 1,978

Estimated Jobs Related to Diversion Estimated Jobs Related to Diversion

Ranking Material Categories Activities, under an EPR Approach Activities, under an EPR Approach
(Low Estimate) (High Estimate)
1 Furniture 1,557 4,211

Electrical and Electronic

2 Equipment 1,036 /é\ 1,036

3 Textiles 423 dih 1,022
Carpet 570 % % 758

5 Mattresses 81 dih diid 141

6 Househo¥d Hazardous 31 SN——r~" 31

or Special Products
Ranking Material Categories Estimated Annual Income (Salary Generated) (per Year)

1 Electrical and Electronic Equipment p— $51.0M

2 Textiles / N\, $50.0M

3 Furniture [ \  $245M

4 Carpet \ $ $ $ | $20.4M

5 Mattresses \ / $4.0M

6 Household Hazardous or Special Products S~— $1.5M

It is important to emphasize EPR policies are not the only policy mechanism that could be used to improve outcomes.
Other tools such as mandatory recycled content mandates, disposal bans, disposal levies, and source separation
requirements can be successfully implemented either in combination or instead of EPR.
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7.0 Conclusion

From border disputes with U.S. Senators to burning
tire piles and rising tensions related to the siting of new
landfill capacity, managing Ontario's increasing waste
generation has been a chronic concern for decades.
Current estimates show that Ontario only has 10 years
of remaining disposal capacity available. The Provincial
government's goal of building 1.5 million new homes
will only exacerbate the issues related to disposal
capacity. Ensuring sufficient waste disposal resources
to accommodate this growth will be crucial. Some

of the pressure on finding new disposal capacity

can be alleviated by increasing waste diversion

efforts and keeping resources in the economy.

Ontario municipalities understand the importance of
transitioning to a circular economy, including the benefit
of re-directing resources from disposal and keeping
them in the economy. The transition will help conserve
resources, reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions

and generate local jobs and investment. However, further
provincial and federal policy development is required
to support this transition.

The provincial government's efforts to transition existing
diversion programs to full producer responsibility

and expand diversion of food and organic waste from
disposal have helped. Based on the low generation rate,
it is estimated that Ontario achieved its goal of 30%
waste diversion in 2022. However, in order to reach the
provincial government'’s goal of 50% diversion by 2030
and 80% diversion by 2050, significant new effort and
new policies are required.

The Made-in-Ontario Environment Plan updated in

late 2020 commits to a number of circular economy
policies and initiatives that could enable the provincial
government to meet the 50% diversion goal for 2030.
However, actions need to made on these commitments.

Figure 25: Additional tonnes necessary to meet Ontario’s diversion goals

12,000,000

10,000,000

8,000,000

6,000,000

(target reached)

4,000,000

2,000,000

2020 Target (30%)

B Current Diversion

2030 Target (50%)
I Additional Tonnes Required to Meet the Target*

Equivalent of
~44,870 Blue Whales

Equivalent of
~17,685 Blue Whales

2050 Target (80%)

»«#+ Diversion Target

* Tonnes necessary to meet targets may be higher based on Waste to Resource Ontario disposal data.
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Recommendations to increase diversion:

1. Target regulations to drive IC| waste diversion

Actions taken by the government to date have mainly
focused on residential materials, including the Ontario
blue box regulation. As this paper identifies, the

waste generated by the ICI sector offers a significant
opportunity to drive increased diversion (Figure 26).
There are various policy mechanisms that could

be used to achieve this from a disposal levy

(i.e., similar to Quebec, Manitoba and a number of
other U.S. States) to expanding producer responsibility
requirements to small businesses or at least a larger
range of businesses (i.e., similar to Quebec and other
U.S. States). A policy for ICI paper and packaging
could provide a solution for stranded small businesses
who are not eligible for blue box services under

the current blue box regulation.

Figure 26: Potential additional diversion tonnes from
new policies.

12,000,000

10,000,000

8,000,000

6,000,000

4,000,000 — || -

Tonnes

2,000,000

2030 Target
(50%)

2050 Target
(80%)

B Current Diversion
Potential ICI Organic Waste Diversion
M Potential ICI Blue Box Materials
Potential Additional EPR Designations
I Additional Tonnes Required to Meet the Target*
-+« Diversion Target

* Tonnes necessary to meet targets may be higher
based on Waste to Resource Ontario disposal data.

2. Enhance current EPR regulations and expand material
designations

Addressing issues with current EPR regulations could
help to improve outcomes and ensure a stronger
foundation for new designations, including:

i) Ensuring performance targets are measurable,
and drive meaningful and continual improvement;

ii) Ensuring designations align with other Canadian
jurisdictions;

iii) Removing unnecessary exemptions, deductions
and credits;

iv) Requiring annual third-party performance audits
in all regulations to reduce enforcement costs
and ensure a level playing field; and

v) Establishing clear timelines for new designations
with ample lead time to allow for proper planning.

Further, by following through with the provincial
government’s commitments to designate small
appliances, electrical tools, mattresses, carpets,
clothing and other textiles, furniture, and other bulky
items could provide an additional 327,700 tonnes

of diversion per year.

Finally, the province needs better mechanisms to track
and analyze waste data. Given the province already
requires annual reporting from most waste management
facilities, including landfills, it should have a better
understanding of how materials are currently being
managed. The RPRA Residential Datacall will also

no longer be available with the transition of the

blue box, which will make it increasingly difficult

to accurately measure progress.

Without these actions or other significant steps taken,
Ontario will not achieve its goal of 50% diversion

by 2030, and given the state of Ontario’s landfill capacity,
significant new disposal capacity will be needed.

Most of the recommended actions are initiatives

that the provincial government has previously committed
to implementing in the Waste-Free Ontario Strategy

and the subsequent Made-in-Ontario Environment Plan.

We urge the government to continue moving forward
with policy efforts to advance a circular economy that
will improve economic and environmental outcomes
for Ontarians.
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Appendix A

Table 14: Data sources

‘ Parameters/ Entries How Captured ‘ When Captured ‘ Quality Control
RPRA Information submitted includes Survey needs to be Annual (since Data accessed
Municipal tonnage and financial information completed by all municipal | 2002) by RPRA but
Datacall for blue box material and tonnage programs participating *p certain data
) . . rograms X
managed through all waste diversion | in the blue box program. that have entries have
activities, including Municipal i, greater focus
. Programs that have transitioned
Hazardous Special Products (HSP), o, than others.
) . . transitioned to full to full producer
Electrical and Electronic Equipment - -
. producer responsibility responsibility no
(EEE), organics, garbage, and other
. no longer report. longer report.

materials.
Stewardship | Information includes on designated Annual reports completed | Annual (up to Data accessed
Annual materials collected, available for by producer responsibility | date materials | by RPRA for
Reports collection and diverted, promotion organizations transitioned to | all designated

and education metrics and financials RRCEA) materials.

for both designated materials Pharmaceutical

(batteries, tires, EEE, HSP, packaging, and sharps

pharmaceuticals and sharps) and accessed

voluntary (agricultural plastics). by MECP.
RPRA Information provided includes amount | Reporting required Annually Data accessed
Resource of designated material supplied, annually to RPRA. by RPRA for
Recovery management requirements and all designated
Reports performance data for all designated materials.

materials under the RRCEA.
Statistics Information included the amount Surveys received from Biennial Data accessed
Canada of material by type and by province Statistics Canada are by Statistics
Waste and territory that is disposed or mandatory to complete Canada
Management | diverted from residential and ICI
Industry sources. It also includes information
Survey on financial and employment for both

private and public sector entities.
CIF Waste Information has been captured from | Waste composition audits | Annually for the | Data accessed
Composition | composition audits of the garbage, completed of garbage, last 7 years by CIF
Audits recycling and organics streams recycling and organics

undertaken from single-family stream in participating

and multi-family homes in various municipalities

communities across Ontario.
Waste to Information was gathered through Survey Landfill surveys | Data assessed
Resource surveys or public reports from completed in versus other
Ontario landfills and organic waste 2014, 2017, 2018 | available data

processing facilities across Ontario 0 . and previous

. ) . rganics
that included general information years.
. surveys
about operations and the waste .
ved L basi completed in
received on an annual basis. 2014, 2016, 2018
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Meeting Summary (draft) — Please review and bring any edits or comments to my attention.

AMO Ontario Waste & Recycling Report (2023) - this is provided to address Action #2 which was a
request for additional information on Ontario's recycling and disposal rates per capita. Page 5,
Table 1 of the report provides some simple data. Committee members may be interested in other
sections of the report.

Walker EA Key Decision-Making Milestones & Consultation Timeline - this satisfies Action Item #3.
Committee Charter - satisfying Action Item #4. Please let me know if you have comments or
questions.

EAAC contact list — please note that this list is to be kept private.

My contact information is listed below and | can provide my CV for anyone who is interested.

Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns in advance of the next meeting on March 3.
We are trying to have the draft meeting agenda and any materials to you at least a week before.

Kind regards,

Anneliese

grievea@rogers.com

416-666-9689


















South Landfill Phase 2

Planning for the Future

* South Landfill (Phase 1) is nearing capacity

* A need exists for future waste disposal capacity

* Despite recycling & green bin composting efforts, safe disposal is
still needed for non-recyclable materials.

* Phase 2 of the South Landfill can provide future capacity while
supporting recycling & resource recovery in Niagara

South Landfill Phase 2 ‘\\













Environmental Assessment (EA)

The Environmental Assessment process ensures that governments and public bodies
consider potential environmental effects before an infrastructure project begins.

There are 2 key steps/phases to carry out an EA

» Terms of Reference (ToR) » Environmental Assessment (EA)
Scoping Phase: Study Phase:
* Rationale and Need for the Project 1. Evalluatic))n of Alternative Methods (Options
Analysis

 ‘Road Map’ and Scope of how the EA
will be done

« Approved by the Minister (Sept 10t,
2024)

Preferred Alternative (Facility Design)
Technical Studies (Impact Assessment)
Mitigation & Final Design

Approval required by Minister

South Landfill Phase 2 “\
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Key Steps in an EA

1. Baseline Studies — description of the existing environment.

2. Alternative Methods - different options/ways of developing the
project. (ToR Section 5)

3. Preferred Method - the preferred option/project design.

4. Impact Assessment — modelling and prediction of project
Impacts.

5. Impact Mitigation & Management - ways to reduce and/or
manage negative effects.

6. Net Effects — residual effects (positive/negative) of the project.

L\
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Some Things to Consider

* Ask questions

 Become familiar with the Approved Terms of Reference

» Effects / Impacts are not always negative (economic,
social, etc.)

* Are there specific studies/topics you are interested in?

* Would you like any experts to present to this group?
* Would you like a tour of South Landfill Phase 1/Campus?

L\
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Subject: Re: EA Advisory Committee Meeting No. 2
Date: Tuesday, February 25, 2025 at 1:47:17 PM Eastern Standard Time
From: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>

To: Darrin Wills, C.Tech., rcji, mii <Darrin.Wills@notl.com>
CC: Kassie Burns <kassie.burns@notl.com>, South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>
Hi Darrin,

Thank you for letting me know. | have made note of this.
Leticia

From: Darrin Wills, C.Tech., rcji, mii <Darrin.Wills@notl.com>
Date: Monday, February 24, 2025 at 1:52 PM

To: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>

Cc: Kassie Burns <kassie.burns@notl.com>

Subject: RE: EA Advisory Committee Meeting No. 2

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or
attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email or of you think you’ve clicked on malicious
link, report it to IT by emailing support@walkerind.com then delete it from your inbox.

Hi Leticia,

Please send meeting invites and materials to Kassie Burns for NOTL going forward.

Thank you,

Darrin Wills, C.Tech., rcji, mii
(A) Manager of Public Works

Darrin.Wills@notl.com

Town of Niagara-on-the-Lake
1593 Four Mile Creek Road

P.O. Box 100, Virgil, ON LOS 1TO
Telephone: (905) 468-3266

Website: www.notl.com

From: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>










From: grievea@rogers.com <grievea@rogers.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 25, 2025 2:44 PM

To: zahrah.khan@thorold.ca; Tara Lynn O'Toole <totoole@niagarafalls.ca>; Signe Hansen
<shansen@niagarafalls.ca>; Sean.Norman@niagararegion.ca;

morgan.casciani@thorold.ca; Kassie Burns <kassie.burns@notl.com>
Cc: DAquino@walkerind.com; rkaraim@walkerind.com; sjordan@walkerind.com; Darren Fry
<DFry@walkerind.com>; 'Leticia Koole' <LKoole@walkerind.com>

Subject: [EXTERNAL]-Walker South Landfill EA Advisory Committee Meeting #2

Importance: High

Hi Everyone,

Attached please find the agenda for the second EA Advisory Committee Meeting on March 3. | believe
you have all received the electronic invite from Leticia; if you have not please let me know. Please let me
know if you have any questions or comments about the agenda.

There are no materials to review in advance of this meeting.

As per my Feb 11 email, please let me know if you have any comments or questions about the committee
charter or the summary of the first meeting. These were attached to the Feb 11 email.

| look forward to meeting everyone in person Monday night!

Kind regards,
Anneliese

grievea@rogers.com
416-666-9689

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless






Subject: FW: Walker South Landfill EA Advisory Committee Meeting #2

Date: Thursday, March 20, 2025 at 1:03:57 PM Eastern Daylight Saving Time
From: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>
To: South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>

Attachments: image001.jpg, 1204 SLF Phase Il Map(Mar2025) - Small R.pdf, EA AC - Meeting 2 - Summary Final.docx

From: grievea@rogers.com <grievea@rogers.com>
Date: Thursday, March 20, 2025 at 12:54 PM

To: zahrah.khan@thorold.ca <zahrah.khan@thorold.ca>, totoole@niagarafalls.ca
<totoole@niagarafalls.ca>, shansen@niagarafalls.ca <shansen@®niagarafalls.ca>,
Sean.Norman@niagararegion.ca <Sean.Norman@niagararegion.ca>,

, morgan.casciani@thorold.ca <morgan.casciani@thorold.ca>,
Kassie Burns <kassie.burns@notl.com>

Cc: Diana Aquino <DAquino@walkerind.com>, Rachel Karaim
<RKaraim@walkerind.com>, Shawn Jordan <SJordan@walkerind.com>, Darren Fry
<DFry@walkerind.com>, Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>

Subject: Walker South Landfill EA Advisory Committee Meeting #2

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or
attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email or of you think you’ve clicked on malicious
link, report it to IT by emailing support@walkerind.com then delete it from your inbox.

Hi Everyone,

Please find attached the summary of the second EAAC meeting. Also attached are the map of Walker
properties as requested during the meeting.

[l can you please send me the phone number you would like included on the contact sheet.

Here is the link to the Existing Conditions Reports (Action Item #3)
https://southlandfillphase2.com/ea-existing-conditions

Existing_ Conditions - Walker South Landfill Phase 2

To ensure South Landfill Phase 2 can be developed safely, existing environmental conditions are
being studied to understand what changes could be expected.

southlandfillphase2.com

Kind regards,



Anneliese

grievea@rogers.com
416-666-9689




Walker South Landfill Phase 2

EA Advisory Committee
Meeting Summary No. 2

Meeting No. 2 — March 3, 2025

Date: March 3, 2025

Time: 6:00 pm — 8:00 pm

Location: Club ltalia, Niagara Falls & Virtual (MS Teams)

Materials
e Agenda e Committee Charter
e Presentation — Alternative Methods e Evaluation Criteria & Indicators Table

Meeting Objective

The purpose of this meeting was to finalize and agree to the Committee Charter, discuss and gather
feedback on the Alternative Methods, discuss the upcoming public event, and review next steps in the
EA process.

Discussion Topics

1. Introductions

The Facilitator welcomed committee members and noted the objectives for the meeting. The
Committee was reminded that the municipal representatives are attending as observers, and Walker is
consulting with the Municipalities directly. It was noted that the City of Niagara Falls would no longer be
participating in the Committee.

2. Meeting #1 Summary and Action Item Review

The Committee accepted the Draft Meeting #1 Summary as presented.

The committee reviewed the Action Items from Meeting #1. No additional questions or comments were
raised; all members were satisfied with the information provided.

A Committee member inquired how tariffs might impact waste sent to Michigan. Walker advised that
30% of Ontario’s waste (3 million tonnes/yr) are exported to Michigan and that previous legal rulings
determined that current tariffs do not apply to waste. However, the situation is rapidly evolving.

Walker was asked if it could prolong the lifespan of the next landfill through increased recycling habits
and if Walker is part of the circular economy. Walker noted it is an active participant in the circular
economy; it converts all of Niagara Region’s foodwaste into compost (and is the largest food waste
composter in Ontario) and also supports the Region of Halton’s blue bin program.




EA Advisory Committee | Meeting Summary No. 2

3. Committee Charter Review & Acceptance

The committee reviewed the Committee Charter and all members agreed to accept and abide by the
Charter.

4. Presentation: Alternative Methods

Walker presented key information that will be made publicly available at the Public Information Session
on Mar. 18 and virtual session from Mar. 6 to the 21°'. The presentation covered the Existing Conditions,

the Study Area, Evaluation Criteria & Indicators, and Alternative Methods. The following key discussion
points occurred:

The Public Information Session will have a virtual component available online for 2 weeks.

A committee member noted that that the Public Information Session details were shared with
the Niagara-on-the-Green Facebook group.

An inquiry was made if the Facilitator is a Walker employee. The Facilitator advised that she is a
third-party, independent facilitator and not a Walker employee. She noted her role which is to
ensure agendas and action items are managed, everyone’s voice is heard, and decisions are
made fairly. She noted she is also qualified to provide guidance to the committee on EA process.

A question was asked about what is considered “noise”. Walker noted there are guidelines,
which are a set of rules and/or regulations that identify the levels and types of noises that are
allowed during certain hours. Background noise levels are monitored then compared to the
predicted noise levels from the project to determine if limits are exceeded and mitigation is
required. Walker noted the collection of background noise is still underway and offered to have
the consultants obtain samples at specific properties.

An inquiry was made about questions that arise from the Public Information Session and if they
will be presented to the EA Advisory Committee. Walker noted that a summary of input received
at the Public Information Session will be prepared and this can be shared with the EA Advisory
Committee. Action: Walker to share the public event summary at the next committee meeting.

Discussion took place around alternative locations (also known as ‘Alternative To’). Walker
noted that during the development of the ToR, Walker assessed Alternative To the project. The
assessment, which was approved by the Minister, can be found in Section 3 of the ToR and also
in Supporting Document #1. Walker agreed to adjust the boards for the Public Information
Session to illustrate why certain things (i.e. incineration) were no longer being evaluated.

A committee member suggested it would be helpful to identify how best practices are being
considered and where they are incorporated into the design. Walker agreed and noted its food
waste recovery/composting program and its Renewable Natural Gas project as examples of best
practices.

A committee member noted that the current visual screening berm (east of Ten Mile Creek) is
not providing the visual coverage it was intended to provide. Some trucks when tipping are still
visible from specific receptors east of the existing operation. This should be fully considered
(visual impacts) when evaluating the proposed landfill configuration options.
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Discussion around Leachate Management occurred and it was identified that additional
information was needed to lead into the Leachate Management Options such as; what to
consider, and the criteria and indicators used to evaluate the options.

5. Upcoming Public Information Session Review — March 18, 2025

A virtual component of the public information session will be live on the project website from
March 6 — March 21. Copies of the boards and links to reports will be available. Comments can
be provided online.

An in-person public information sessions (Open House format) will take place at Club Italia,
Niagara Falls from 5 pm — 8 pm.

Four (4) of Walker’s technical consultants will be attending: water, agricultural, ecology, and air
quality. These are areas where the public has expressed the most interest.

The committee agreed and encouraged citizen committee members to attend the event
representing themselves as committee members (with a name tag). Several Committee

members noted they would like to attend the Event.

Committee Discussion, Feedback & Action Items

Discussion took place around existing conditions and a request for links to the reports be
distributed to the Committee.
Action: Walker to provide links to the existing conditions report and studies.

A request was made to have a map of Walker owned properties suggesting it would be good
information for the public to know as it relates to operations and buffers. Action: Walker to
make available a map of Walker-owned properties.

Discussion took place around odours; what is the source, what Walker does to prevent them
and how complaints are addressed. The context of the discussion was that the sharing of
information, open communication and timely response is important in resolving the issue and
building trust with the community. It was noted that the Walker fridge magnet with the toll-free
number was a helpful tool in engaging the community.

Closing Remarks

It was noted the next Committee meeting will take place in mid-May. The main purpose of this meeting
will be to discuss the Preferred Alternative, why it is recommended, gather feedback and tour Walker’s

Campus operations.

The annual Neighbour Appreciation Day is on Saturday, June 7. The event will include a BBQ, tours,
activities for kids, falconry, and more.
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Summary of Action Items from EAAC Meeting #1

1 | Facilitator to provide contact information to Committee AG Complete
members.

2 | Walker to provide additional information on waste disposal and DF Complete
waste diversion per capita.

3 | Walker committed to providing additional detail on anticipated DF Complete
dates/periods for key project milestones.

4 | Walker to provide a copy of the Committee Charter. DF Complete

5 | Walker to provide an EA Advisory Committee Contact sheet. DF Complete

6 | Set a series of meeting dates at the next Committee meeting. AG Complete

Summary of Action Items from EAAC Meeting #2

1 | Update EA Advisory Committee Contact List. AG New

2 | Walker to add an agenda item to next meeting - Summary of DF New
feedback from Public Information Session #1.

3 | Provide the EA Advisory Committee links to the studies AG New

4 | Walker to make available a map of walker owned properties. DF New

5 | Walker to adjust the Public Information Session boards to DF New

incorporate feedback from the committee:
e Alternative locations
e Add ‘masl’ to the Landfill Site Configurations
e Use both m3 and acres or hectares

6 | Add South Landfill Configuration information to the Landfill DF New
Configuration Summary slide
7 | Send out a Meeting Poll for Campus Tour Date/Time. AG New
















Subject: FW: EA Advisory Committee Meeting #3 - South Landfill Phase 2 EA
Date: Friday, May 16, 2025 at 10:34:00 AM Eastern Daylight Saving Time
From: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>

To: South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>

From: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>

Date: Friday, May 16, 2025 at 10:33 AM

To: Norman, Sean <Sean.Norman@niagararegion.ca>, Darren Fry <DFry@walkerind.com>
Subject: Re: EA Advisory Committee Meeting #3 - South Landfill Phase 2 EA

Hi Sean,
Thank you for confirming!
Have a great weekend.

Leticia

From: Norman, Sean <Sean.Norman@niagararegion.ca>

Date: Friday, May 16, 2025 at 10:19 AM

To: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>, Darren Fry <DFry@walkerind.com>
Subject: RE: EA Advisory Committee Meeting #3 - South Landfill Phase 2 EA

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or
attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email or of you think you’ve clicked on malicious
link, report it to IT by emailing support@walkerind.com then delete it from your inbox.

Hi Leticia and Darren,

| am planning to attend on the ot The timing works for me.

Regards,

Sean Norman, PMP, MCIP, RPP

Senior Planner

Office of the Deputy CAO, Niagara Region

Office: 905-980-6000 ext. 3179
Toll-free: 1-800-263-7215
niagararegion.ca







Subject: Re: Re: EA Advisory Committee Meeting #3 - South Landfill Phase 2 EA

Date: Friday, May 16, 2025 at 1:40:19 PM Eastern Daylight Saving Time
From: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>

To: I

CC: South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>

Attachments: Walker Niagara Neighbour Appreciation Day.jpg
Right! A jpg version is attached.

Thanks again,
Leticia

rrom: [

Date: Friday, May 16, 2025 at 12:15 PM

To: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>

Cc: South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>

Subject: Re: Re: EA Advisory Committee Meeting #3 - South Landfill Phase 2 EA

Thanks, Leticia. Is there a JPG version of this invite. | can't post .PDF files to Facebook.
Thanks.

------ Origina Message ------

From: LK oole@walkerind.com
TolllIIEEEEEEEEE Cc: info@southlandfillphase?.com

Sent: Friday, May 16th 2025, 12:11 PM

Subject: Re: EA Advisory Committee Meeting #3 - South Landfill Phase 2 EA

i

Thank you for confirming and it would be great if you could share the Neighbour
Appreciation BBQ invite attached.

Thank you,
Leticia

Walker's 2024 Sustainability Report is now available! Click here to learn more
about how we're building a sustainable future, together.



Leticia Koole
Project Support Specialist
Environmental Division

T: 905-680-3782
C: 905-351-2373
Toll free: 866-694-9360

www.walkerind.com | |

The information contained in this electronic mail transmission may be privileged and confidential, and therefore, protected from
disclosure. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by replying to this message and
deleting it from your computer without copying or disclosing.

rrom: I

Date: Friday, May 16, 2025 at 11:59 AM
To: South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>
Subject: Re: EA Advisory Committee Meeting #3 - South Landfill Phase 2 EA

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully
examine any links or attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a
phishing email or of you think you’ve clicked on malicious link, report it to IT by
emailing support@walkerind.com then delete it from your inbox.

Hi Leticia. This timing works for me.

If you have a poster or other information for the neighbour appreciation day,
please send it along and | will post it on the Niagara on the green Facebook
Group.

Sent from my iPad

On May 16, 2025, at 10:09 AM, South Landfill Phase 2



<info@southlandfillphase2.com> wrote:

Hello all,

We are looking to schedule the next EA Advisory Committee meeting

on Monday, June 9, 2025, to discuss the Preferred Alternative. Based on
the previous meeting, there was interest in a proposed landfill site tour
prior to the start of the next meeting.

To accommodate a proposed landfill site tour, we are recommending to
meet earlier:

® Meet at Club Italia at 4 pm for a Site Tour

® Returnto Club Italia at 5 pm for dinner & meeting.

Would this timing work for a tour for the group? If the earlier start time
does not work, we will look to hold the meeting at 6 pm and discuss tour
date options during that time.

We would also like to invite you to join us at our upcoming Neighbour
Appreciation Day taking place on Saturday, June 7, 2025. Drop-in anytime
between 11 am -2 pm to enjoy free food, touch a truck, tours, birds of prey,
face painting, and more! Attendees can also take home local flowers and a
bag of soil

while quantities last. We hope to see you there!
Have a great long weekend!

Thank you,
Leticia






Subject: Re: EA Advisory Committee Meeting #3 - South Landfill Phase 2 EA
Date: Tuesday, May 20, 2025 at 1:30:16 PM Eastern Daylight Saving Time
From: South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>

o

CC: South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>

Hello [l

Thank you for confirming.

Leticia

From: [

Date: Tuesday, May 20, 2025 at 1:10 PM
To: South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>
Subject: Re: EA Advisory Committee Meeting #3 - South Landfill Phase 2 EA

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or
attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email or of you think you’ve clicked on malicious
link, report it to IT by emailing support@walkerind.com then delete it from your inbox.

June 9th at 4pm works for me.

On Fri, May 16, 2025 at 10:09 AM South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>
wrote:

Hello all,

We are looking to schedule the next EA Advisory Committee meeting on Monday, June 9, 2025,
to discuss the Preferred Alternative. Based on the previous meeting, there was interestin a
proposed landfill site tour prior to the start of the next meeting.

To accommodate a proposed landfill site tour, we are recommending to meet earlier:
®* Meet at Club Italia at 4 pm for a Site Tour
® Returnto Club Italia at 5 pm for dinner & meeting.

Would this timing work for a tour for the group? If the earlier start time does not work, we will
look to hold the meeting at 6 pm and discuss tour date options during that time.



We would also like to invite you to join us at our upcoming Neighbour Appreciation Day taking
place on Saturday, June 7, 2025. Drop-in anytime between 11 am - 2 pm to enjoy free food, touch
a truck, tours, birds of prey, face painting, and more! Attendees can also take home local flowers

and a bag of soil
while quantities last. We hope to see you there!

Have a great long weekend!

Thank you,
Leticia






<RKaraim@walkerind.com>
Subject: EA Advisory Committee Meeting #3 - South Landfill Phase 2 EA

Hello all,

We are looking to schedule the next EA Advisory Committee meeting on Monday, June
9, 2025, to discuss the Preferred Alternative. Based on the previous meeting, there
was interest in a proposed landfill site tour prior to the start of the next meeting.

To accommodate a proposed landfill site tour, we are recommending to meet earlier:
o Meet at Club Italia at 4 pm for a Site Tour
e Returnto Club Italia at 5 pm for dinner & meeting.

Would this timing work for a tour for the group? If the earlier start time does not
work, we will look to hold the meeting at 6 pm and discuss tour date options during
that time.

We would also like to invite you to join us at our upcoming Neighbour Appreciation Day
taking place on Saturday, June 7, 2025. Drop-in anytime between 11 am -2 pmto
enjoy free food, touch a truck, tours, birds of prey, face painting, and more! Attendees
can also take home local flowers and a bag of soil

while quantities last. We hope to see you there!

Have a great long weekend!

Thank you,
Leticia



Subject: Re: EA Advisory Committee Meeting No. 3 & Tour
Date: Monday, May 26, 2025 at 10:52:32 AM Eastern Daylight Saving Time
From: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>

To: Kassie Burns <kassie.burns@notl.com>
CC: South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>
Hi Kassie,

Thank you for letting us know. | have it noted that you will not be attending the tour portion.
Have a great day!
Leticia

From: Kassie Burns <kassie.burns@notl.com>

Date: Monday, May 26, 2025 at 10:36 AM

To: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>

Subject: RE: EA Advisory Committee Meeting No. 3 & Tour

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or
attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email or of you think you’ve clicked on malicious
link, report it to IT by emailing support@walkerind.com then delete it from your inbox.

Good morning Leticia,

| hope you had a wonderful weekend.

| wanted to let you know unfortunately, | will not be able to attend for 4:00 p.m. June 9
but have been lucky to already receive a tour by Darren. | can make it for around 5:00
p.m. for the meeting.

Many thanks,

Kassie Burns
Climate Change Coordinator

kassie.burns@notl.com

Town of Niagara-on-the-Lake
1593 Four Mile Creek Road

P.O. Box 100, Virgil, ON LOS 1T0
Telephone: (905) 468-3266
Website: www.notl.com







NOTICE: This e-mail message (including all attachments) and any printed, copied, saved or
other renditions of it or of any part of its contents is confidential and is intended only for the use
of the recipient(s) named above, and may be legally privileged. If the reader of this messageis
not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, printing, dissemination,
distribution, disclosure, or copying of thiscommunication, or any of its contents, is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error please '‘Reply to Sender’
iImmediately and erase and delete this entire e-mail and delete and destroy any printed, copied,
saved or other renditions of it immediately.



Subject: Re: EA Advisory Committee Meeting No. 3 & Tour

Date: Tuesday, June 3, 2025 at 2:46:00 PM Eastern Daylight Saving Time
From: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>
To: Darren Fry <DFry@walkerind.com>, Anneliese Grieve (grievea@rogers.com) <grievea@rogers.com>,

kassie.burns@notl.com

<kassie.burns@notl.com>,
morgan.casciani@thorold.ca <morgan.casciani@thorold.ca>, Rachel

Karaim <RKaraim@walkerind.com>, Sean.Norman@niagararegion.ca
<Sean.Norman®@niagararegion.ca>, Shawn Jordan <SJordan@walkerind.com>,_

CC: South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>
Attachments: EAAC Meeting No. 3 - Agenda.pdf

Hello all,

In preparation for the committee meeting taking place on Monday, June 9 an agenda has been
prepared and is attached.

If you have any questions prior to the meeting, please feel free to contact me
(Lkoole@walkerind.com).

Thank you,
Leticia

From: LKoole@walkerind.com

When: 4:00 PM - 8:00 PM June 9, 2025

Subject: EA Advisory Committee Meeting No. 3 & Tour
Location: Club Italia Event Centre

Hello all,

The third EA Advisory Committee meeting is scheduled to take place on Monday, June 9, 2025
starting at 4 pm to include a tour. When arriving at the facility please use the side entrance facing
Kalar Rd.

Meeting Details
Date: June 9, 2025
Time:4pm-8 pm
Location: Club Italia — Marconi Hall, 2525 Montrose Road, Niagara Falls
Note:
¢ The tour will take place at 4 pm starting from Club Italia.
+ Dinner will be provided after the tour, prior to the meeting.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me (I koole@wal kerind.com).

Thank you,
Leticia






Subject: FW: Walker South Landfill Expansion EA Advisory Committee - Mtg 2 Summary Adoption

Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2025 at 3:31:28 PM Eastern Daylight Saving Time
From: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>
To: South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>

Attachments: image001.jpg

From: [

Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2025 at 3:26 PM

To: grievea@rogers.com <grievea@rogers.com>

Cc: totoole@niagarafalls.ca <totoole@niagarafalls.ca>, shansen@niagarafalls.ca
<shansen@niagarafalls.ca>, Sean.Norman@niagararegion.ca
<Sean.Norman@niagararegion.ca>,

morgan.casciani@thorold.ca <morgan.casciani@thorold.ca>, Kassie Burns

<kassie.burns@notl.com>, Rachel Karaim <RKaraim@walkerind.com>, Shawn Jordan
<SJordan@walkerind.com>, Darren Fry <DFry@walkerind.com>, Leticia Koole
<LKoole@walkerind.com>

Subject: Re: Walker South Landfill Expansion EA Advisory Committee - Mtg 2 Summary
Adoption

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or
attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email or of you think you’ve clicked on malicious
link, report it to IT by emailing support@walkerind.com then delete it from your inbox.

Thank you very much!

On Wed, Jun 11, 2025, 3:19 p.m. <grievea@rogers.com> wrote:

Hi EA Advisory Committee,

Attached is the summary from the second meeting (March 2025). Please review and confirm that you
have no edits/errors or comments at your earliest convenience.

Thanks again for a great discussion at our meeting Monday night. The summary for this meeting
should be available in the next week or so.

Kind regards,



Anneliese

grievea@rogers.com
416-666-9689




Walker South Landfill Phase 2

EA Advisory Committee
Meeting Summary No. 2

Meeting No. 2 — March 3, 2025

Date: March 3, 2025

Time: 6:00 pm — 8:00 pm

Location: Club ltalia, Niagara Falls & Virtual (MS Teams)

Materials
e Agenda e Committee Charter
e Presentation — Alternative Methods e Evaluation Criteria & Indicators Table

Meeting Objective

The purpose of this meeting was to finalize and agree to the Committee Charter, discuss and gather
feedback on the Alternative Methods, discuss the upcoming public event, and review next steps in the
EA process.

Discussion Topics

1. Introductions

The Facilitator welcomed committee members and noted the objectives for the meeting. The
Committee was reminded that the municipal representatives are attending as observers, and Walker is
consulting with the Municipalities directly. It was noted that the City of Niagara Falls would no longer be
participating in the Committee.

2. Meeting #1 Summary and Action Item Review

The Committee accepted the Draft Meeting #1 Summary as presented.

The committee reviewed the Action Items from Meeting #1. No additional questions or comments were
raised; all members were satisfied with the information provided.

A Committee member inquired how tariffs might impact waste sent to Michigan. Walker advised that
30% of Ontario’s waste (3 million tonnes/yr) are exported to Michigan and that previous legal rulings
determined that current tariffs do not apply to waste. However, the situation is rapidly evolving.

Walker was asked if it could prolong the lifespan of the next landfill through increased recycling habits
and if Walker is part of the circular economy. Walker noted it is an active participant in the circular
economy; it converts all of Niagara Region’s foodwaste into compost (and is the largest food waste
composter in Ontario) and also supports the Region of Halton’s blue bin program.
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3. Committee Charter Review & Acceptance

The committee reviewed the Committee Charter and all members agreed to accept and abide by the
Charter.

4. Presentation: Alternative Methods

Walker presented key information that will be made publicly available at the Public Information Session
on Mar. 18 and virtual session from Mar. 6 to the 21°'. The presentation covered the Existing Conditions,

the Study Area, Evaluation Criteria & Indicators, and Alternative Methods. The following key discussion
points occurred:

The Public Information Session will have a virtual component available online for 2 weeks.

A committee member noted that that the Public Information Session details were shared with
the Niagara-on-the-Green Facebook group.

An inquiry was made if the Facilitator is a Walker employee. The Facilitator advised that she is a
third-party, independent facilitator and not a Walker employee. She noted her role which is to
ensure agendas and action items are managed, everyone’s voice is heard, and decisions are
made fairly. She noted she is also qualified to provide guidance to the committee on EA process.

A question was asked about what is considered “noise”. Walker noted there are guidelines,
which are a set of rules and/or regulations that identify the levels and types of noises that are
allowed during certain hours. Background noise levels are monitored then compared to the
predicted noise levels from the project to determine if limits are exceeded and mitigation is
required. Walker noted the collection of background noise is still underway and offered to have
the consultants obtain samples at specific properties.

An inquiry was made about questions that arise from the Public Information Session and if they
will be presented to the EA Advisory Committee. Walker noted that a summary of input received
at the Public Information Session will be prepared and this can be shared with the EA Advisory
Committee. Action: Walker to share the public event summary at the next committee meeting.

Discussion took place around alternative locations (also known as ‘Alternative To’). Walker
noted that during the development of the ToR, Walker assessed Alternative To the project. The
assessment, which was approved by the Minister, can be found in Section 3 of the ToR and also
in Supporting Document #1. Walker agreed to adjust the boards for the Public Information
Session to illustrate why certain things (i.e. incineration) were no longer being evaluated.

A committee member suggested it would be helpful to identify how best practices are being
considered and where they are incorporated into the design. Walker agreed and noted its food
waste recovery/composting program and its Renewable Natural Gas project as examples of best
practices.

A committee member noted that the current visual screening berm (east of Ten Mile Creek) is
not providing the visual coverage it was intended to provide. Some trucks when tipping are still
visible from specific receptors east of the existing operation. This should be fully considered
(visual impacts) when evaluating the proposed landfill configuration options.
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Discussion around Leachate Management occurred and it was identified that additional
information was needed to lead into the Leachate Management Options such as; what to
consider, and the criteria and indicators used to evaluate the options.

5. Upcoming Public Information Session Review — March 18, 2025

A virtual component of the public information session will be live on the project website from
March 6 — March 21. Copies of the boards and links to reports will be available. Comments can
be provided online.

An in-person public information sessions (Open House format) will take place at Club Italia,
Niagara Falls from 5 pm — 8 pm.

Four (4) of Walker’s technical consultants will be attending: water, agricultural, ecology, and air
quality. These are areas where the public has expressed the most interest.

The committee agreed and encouraged citizen committee members to attend the event
representing themselves as committee members (with a name tag). Several Committee

members noted they would like to attend the Event.

Committee Discussion, Feedback & Action Items

Discussion took place around existing conditions and a request for links to the reports be
distributed to the Committee.
Action: Walker to provide links to the existing conditions report and studies.

A request was made to have a map of Walker owned properties suggesting it would be good
information for the public to know as it relates to operations and buffers. Action: Walker to
make available a map of Walker-owned properties.

Discussion took place around odours; what is the source, what Walker does to prevent them
and how complaints are addressed. The context of the discussion was that the sharing of
information, open communication and timely response is important in resolving the issue and
building trust with the community. It was noted that the Walker fridge magnet with the toll-free
number was a helpful tool in engaging the community.

Closing Remarks

It was noted the next Committee meeting will take place in mid-May. The main purpose of this meeting
will be to discuss the Preferred Alternative, why it is recommended, gather feedback and tour Walker’s

Campus operations.

The annual Neighbour Appreciation Day is on Saturday, June 7. The event will include a BBQ, tours,
activities for kids, falconry, and more.
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Summary of Action Items from EAAC Meeting #1

1 | Facilitator to provide contact information to Committee AG Complete
members.

2 | Walker to provide additional information on waste disposal and DF Complete
waste diversion per capita.

3 | Walker committed to providing additional detail on anticipated DF Complete
dates/periods for key project milestones.

4 | Walker to provide a copy of the Committee Charter. DF Complete

5 | Walker to provide an EA Advisory Committee Contact sheet. DF Complete

6 | Set a series of meeting dates at the next Committee meeting. AG Complete

Summary of Action Items from EAAC Meeting #2

1 | Update EA Advisory Committee Contact List. AG New

2 | Walker to add an agenda item to next meeting - Summary of DF New
feedback from Public Information Session #1.

3 | Provide the EA Advisory Committee links to the studies AG New

4 | Walker to make available a map of walker owned properties. DF New

5 | Walker to adjust the Public Information Session boards to DF New

incorporate feedback from the committee:
e Alternative locations
e Add ‘masl’ to the Landfill Site Configurations
e Use both m3 and acres or hectares

6 | Add South Landfill Configuration information to the Landfill DF New
Configuration Summary slide
7 | Send out a Meeting Poll for Campus Tour Date/Time. AG New




Subject: FW: Walker South Landfill Expansion EA Advisory Committee - Mtg 2 Summary Adoption

Date: Tuesday, June 24, 2025 at 1:54:57 PM Eastern Daylight Saving Time
From: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>
To: South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>

Attachments: image001.jpg, EA AC - Meeting 2 - Summary Final.docx

From: [

Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2025 at 3:50 PM

To: grievea@rogers.com <grievea@rogers.com>

Cc: totoole@niagarafalls.ca <totoole@niagarafalls.ca>, shansen@niagarafalls.ca
<shansen@niagarafalls.ca>, Sean.Norman@niagararegion.ca
<Sean.Norman@niagararegion.ca>

morgan.casciani@thorold.ca <morgan.casciani@thorold.ca>, Kassie Burns

<kassie.burns@notl.com>, Rachel Karaim <RKaraim@walkerind.com>, Shawn Jordan
<SJordan@walkerind.com>, Darren Fry <DFry@walkerind.com>, Leticia Koole
<LKoole@walkerind.com>, Steve Hardaker <hardaker.sp@sympatico.ca>

Subject: Re: Walker South Landfill Expansion EA Advisory Committee - Mtg 2 Summary
Adoption

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or
attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email or of you think you’ve clicked on malicious
link, report it to IT by emailing support@walkerind.com then delete it from your inbox.

Thankyou, Anneliese. | have no edits, errors or comments.

Sent from my iPad

OnJun 11, 2025, at 3:19 PM, grievea@rogers.com wrote:

Hi EA Advisory Committee,

Attached is the summary from the second meeting (March 2025). Please review and
confirm that you have no edits/errors or comments at your earliest convenience.



Thanks again for a great discussion at our meeting Monday night. The summary for this
meeting should be available in the next week or so.

Kind regards,
Anneliese

grievea@rogers.com
416-666-9689




Subject: FW: Walker South Landfill Expansion EA Advisory Committee Meeting 3 Summary

Date: Monday, July 7, 2025 at 9:47:16 AM Eastern Daylight Saving Time
From: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>
To: South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>

Attachments: image001.jpg, Community Based Field Work Schedule.pdf, EA AC - Meeting 3 - Summary.pdf, EA AC
Presentation - Preferred Alternative.pdf

From: grievea@rogers.com <grievea@rogers.com>

Date: Friday, July 4, 2025 at 4:45 PM

To: totoole@niagarafalls.ca <totoole@niagarafalls.ca>, shansen@niagarafalls.ca
<shansen@niagarafalls.ca>, Sean.Norman@niagararegion.ca
<Sean.Norman@niagararegion.ca>,

morgan.casciani@thorold.ca
<morgan.casciani@thorold.ca>, Kassie Burns <kassie.burns@notl.com>
Cc: Rachel Karaim <RKaraim@walkerind.com>, Darren Fry <DFry@walkerind.com>,
Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>, Shawn Jordan <SJordan@walkerind.com>
Subject: Walker South Landfill Expansion EA Advisory Committee Meeting 3 Summary

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or
attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email or of you think you’ve clicked on malicious
link, report it to IT by emailing support@walkerind.com then delete it from your inbox.

Hi Everyone,

Attached please fine the Draft Meeting #3 summary, a copy of the presentation and the community-based
field work schedule. If you have any questions please reach out to myself or to Darren.

| hope everyone is having a wonderful summer and | look forward to seeing you in the fall.

Kind regards,
Anneliese

grievea@rogers.com
416-666-9689



Walker South Landfill Phase 2

EA Advisory Committee
Meeting Summary No. 3

Date: June 9, 2025
Time: 6:00 pm — 8:00 pm

Location: Club Italia, Niagara Falls

Materials

e Agenda e Presentation —Recommended Method

Meeting Objective

The purpose of this meeting was to tour Walker’s Niagara Campus, discuss and gather feedback on the
Comparative Analysis of Alternative Methods, the Recommended Method, discuss the upcoming public
event, and review the next steps in the EA process.

Niagara Campus Tour

The Committee toured Walker’'s Niagara Resource Management Campus which included the quarry,
Niagara Biosolids facility, Residential Waste & Recycling Drop-off, Resource Recovery Area, South
Landfill, Landfill Gas Utilization facility, the Proposed South Landfill Phase 2 location and leachate
lagoons.

e |t was noted that the deodorizer from the compost facility can occasionally be noticed in the
NOTG neighbourhood.

Action: Walker to relay that the compost deodorizer can be detected in the NOTG
neighbourhood to operations so that adjustments can be made.

e Discussion took place around bank swallows in the quarry/stockpiles and how Walker identifies
and protects any nests during breeding season.

e Inquiries were made about companies keeping waste materials clean. It was noted that Walker
provides outreach and raises awareness with the public and businesses about keeping
recyclables clean.

e Nuisance controls, such as falconry, dust, odour were discussed.

e Walker explained that a drill rig is drilling new landfill gas extraction wells — these wells help
control odours and reduce GHG emissions by collecting landfill gas which is then used to make
renewable energy.

e |t was noted that video footage of the different stages of the landfill liner constructions would
be of interest.

Action: Walker to consider a time-lapse of cell 15 construction.

e Discussion took place around Renewable Natural Gas (RNG) produced by the landfill and how
power is added back to the grid.

e The current operating quarry has 5-7 years remaining based on current projections.

e The South Landfill (Phase 1) has approximately 5 years of capacity remaining.
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e South Landfill Phase 2 would not increase traffic on local roads — its a continuation of existing
operations (i.e. Phase 2 will not receive more waste on a daily or annual basis than what is
currently received. Once the quarry is depleted, traffic related to quarry operations will
decrease.)

e The height of the current South Landfill Phase 1 is the same as the proposed South Landfill
Phase 2.

e lLeachate is treated on-site in 2 lagoons and sent to the municipal sewer system for final
treatment at the Port Weller Wastewater Treatment Plant.

EA Advisory Committee Meeting - Discussion Topics

1. Meeting #2 Summary and Action Item Review
e Action items from Meeting #2 were reviewed and completed. There were no comments or edits
on the draft Meeting #2 Summary, it will be finalized.

2. Presentation: Comparative Analysis & Recommended Method

Walker presented key information (see attached presentation) that will be provided at Public
Information Session on June 18 and virtual session from June 18 —July 7. The presentation covered the
Comparative Analysis of the Alternative Methods, the Recommended Method, and next steps in the EA.

The following discussion points occurred:
e Asarefresher, Walker reviewed the Alternative Methods that were assessed in the Comparative
Analysis (presented at the April 18 Public Information Session) and key aspects of the options.
o A comment was made that Walker should make it clear that the fertility of native soils
has been enhanced due to the addition of compost as it considered the agricultural area
from the different options. Action: Take into consideration that Walker can improve
‘native’ soils via compost and fertilizers (N-Rich) from the Campus during the
development of the Phase 2 end use options.
e Walker reviewed the feedback it received from community consultation on the different options
being considered (Alternative Methods)
e A comparative analysis is a rigorous process that weighs the advantages/disadvantages of each
of options against each other to identify which option is most preferred. This process is required
by the Terms of Reference.

Landfill Configuration — Recommended Method

e Option A —Same height & slope as South Landfill Phase 1 was selected as the recommended
method.

e Walker noted that while Option A & B were tied in terms of their rankings, the 1 m difference in
height and minor agricultural area difference could be minimized through further design and
mitigation work.

Leachate Management — Recommended Method

e Option A —Continued & Expanded Use of the Municipal Sewer System was selected as the
recommended method.
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A discussion took place around the capacity of the Port Weller Wastewater Treatment Plant and
comparing how much capacity is available, is currently being used, and how much Walker
anticipates requiring. The discussion was based on ensuring that capacity exists to support
future community growth in the area.

Action: Walker to illustrate the available WWTP capacity, and percentage of capacity
required from Walker on a board at the upcoming public information session.

3. Next Steps / Detailed Impact Assessment

Consultation on the Recommended Method will continue over the next several weeks via a
Public Information Session being held on June 18, 2025, with the virtual component from June
18, 2025 — July 7, 2025. Consultation activities with government agencies, Indigenous
communities and interested members of the public will continue.

Development of the Facility Characteristics Report; this report will provide additional detail on
the design of the project so that the technical experts so they can complete their detailed
impact assessment

Detailed Impact Assessment — this study will assess potential impacts from the projects,
mitigation opportunities and will incorporate climate change and cumulative effects. This is the
key step in the Environmental Assessment.

4. Upcoming Public Information Session — June 18, 2025

A Public information session is being held on June 18, 2025, at Club Italia from 5 pm —8 pm.
Information presented to the committee is reflected at the public information session.

The invitation is open to the EA Advisory Committee to attend anonymously or as a member of
the committee (unique name tags will be provided).

Virtual component of the Public Information Session will be available from June 18, 2025 — July
7,2025.

Committee Discussion, Feedback & Action Iltems

The Committee was in general agreement with the Recommended Methods that have been
selected and agreed that the conclusions of the analyses were reasonable.

The group expressed interest in meeting in the Fall to receive an update on the EA, learn more
about the additional detailed developed in the Facility Characteristics Report and hear from
select technical experts on any preliminary findings on the Impact Assessment. The committee
would like to hear from the following disciplines — Social, Visual, Ecology and from the EA
Technical Experts.

Action: Walker to arrange a meeting with the EA Advisory Committee meeting in the Fall.
The EA Advisory committee would like timelines for field studies remaining. It was expressed
that advanced notice is important from a safety perspective.

Action: Walker to share approximate timelines for upcoming field studies, specifically Social.

Closing Remarks

There were no further comments on the tour or materials presented on the Comparative Analysis or
Recommended Method. It was noted that Walker will look to schedule a follow-up meeting in the Fall to
further elaborate on the comparative analysis and hear from technical experts.






















Summary of Community Feedback

Landfill Configurations Leachate Management

* Minimize visibility * Ensure cost effectiveness to

* Maximize volume/capacity residents & businesses

e Source of revenue for

* Maximize agricultural end-use Rt
municipalities

* Ensure cost-effectiveness to

residents & businesses e Utilize existing infrastructure

* Do not displace future WWTP
capacity for community

* Reduce impacts at Campus

South Landfill Phase 2 ‘\\







Examples of a Comparative Analysis (Landfill) @ Most Preferred (O Less Preferred @ Least Preferred

Evaluation Criteria M Option A Option B Option C

Natural Environment

Geology & Effect on » Predicted effects to No effect to groundwater flow at No effect to groundwater flow at No effect to groundwater flow at property
Hydrogeology  groundwater groundwater quality at property boundaries and off-Site. property boundaries and off-Site. boundaries and off-Site
quality g?gﬁ’;‘y boundaries and NO NET EFFECT NO NET EFFECT NO NET EFFECT

Ranking 1st . 1st . 1/ ‘

There is no distinction between the Options in relation to geology and hydrogeology. All Options rank the same.

. Given the landfill will be designed to meet or exceed O.Reg. 232/98 requirements, and that inward hydraulic gradients will
Rationale pe maintained into the Site, there are no predicted effects at the property boundaries and off-Site for any of the three
Landfill Configuration Options in terms of groundwater flow or groundwater quality. Therefore, all Options are equally
acceptable from a Geology/Hydrogeology perspective.

Evaluation Criteria M Option A Option B Option C

Built Environment

Agriculture Effects on » CLI soil capability Minor reduction in agricultural Minor reduction in agricultural capability = Minor reduction in agricultural capability
existing classification capability from existing conditions from existing conditions (51.4 ha of CLI  from existing conditions (45.0 ha of CLI
agricultural (36.7 ha of CLI Class 2T lands and Class 3T lands and 11.17 ha of CLI Class 2T lands and 17.57 ha of CLI
land base 25.87 ha of CLI Class 5T lands). Class 5T lands). Class 5T lands).

LOW NET EFFECT LOW NET EFFECT LOW NET EFFECT

Ranking S . 1st ' 7L Q

Option B is preferred over Option C, and Option C is preferred over Option A. The three alternatives primarily differ in

the amount of land available for an agricultural end use, with Option B having the greatest area of agricultural end use.
Rationale Although Option B will be primarily comprised of CLI Class 3 lands and Option A and C will be primarily comprised of CLI

Class 2 lands, the greater area of land available for agricultural production will outweigh any potential decreases in crop

yields associated with the lower CLI Capability.
|\ \
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Why it was Recommended

* Most substantial long-term benefits

* Moderate visual impact that can be mitigated/managed

* Economic benefits

* Longer lifespan / greater waste capacity = extended employment &
increased municipal revenue

» Offers enhanced regional waste management stability

* Design refinements and mitigation can offset the minor differences
between Option A vs Option B & C

South Landfill Phase 2 ‘\\










Next Steps - June to Dec 2025

1. Consultation on the Recommended Method

* Review and gather feedback from the Public, Government Review Team/Agencies,
Indigenous communities

2. Develop a Facilities Characteristics Report
* Develop additional facility details from a design & operation perspective

3. Commence the Detailed Impact Assessment

* Will incorporate climate change mitigation & adaptation elements
* Will include a cumulative effects assessment

South Landfill Phase 2 ‘\\




Public Information Session - June 18th

Session’s purpose:

« Review the comparative evaluation process and confirm the
recommended method.

« Confirm the methodology for the upcoming detailed impact
assessment of the recommended method.

In Person Virtual
June 18, 2025 Available June 18 - July 7, 2025
Drop-in anytime between at www.southlandfillphase2.com

5 pm —8 pm at Club Italia
2525 Montrose Road

Niagara Falls, ON L2H 0T9
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Subject: Re: EA Advisory Committee October Availability

Date: Tuesday, September 30, 2025 at 3:14:02 PM Eastern Daylight Saving Time
Fom: [

To: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>

CC: South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>

Attachments: image9c¢5830.JPG, image9c5830.JPG

Thanks so much Leticiafor trying. | understand the challenges to accommodate everyone and if
needed, | will have access to the meeting minutes.

I'm traveling the next few months quite a bit as well. If all of the participants can do either of
those Oct dates, book it then regardless of my absence.

Cheers,

On Tue, Sep 30, 2025, 1:49 p.m. Leticia Koole <LK oole@wal kerind.com> wrote:

Hi

Thank you for letting me know. | will have alook and let you know.

Have agreat day!

Leticia

From: [ ~
Date: Monday, September 29, 2025 at 10:16 PM

To: Leticia Koole <LK oole@walkerind.com>

Cc: South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfill phase2.com>
Subject: Re: EA Advisory Committee October Availability

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully
examine any links or attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a
phishing email or of you think you've clicked on malicious link, report it to IT by
emailing support@walkerind.com then delete it from your inbox.




Hi Leticia,

I'm away at a conference those two days. Any other options you might consider?

Many thanks,

On Mon, Sep 29, 2025, 2:56 p.m. Leticia Koole <LK oole@walkerind.com> wrote:

Hello EA Advisory Committee,

In looking to schedule the next EA Advisory Committee meeting for the South Landfill Phase 2 EA,
please use the link below to review the proposed times. The link will bring you to an easy-to-use
online doodle poll that issimpleto fill out. Once you have accessed the link, please select the times
that you are available to attend.

The dates we are considering for the meeting are:

e Monday, October 20 at 6 pm
e Tuesday, October 21 at 6 pm

If you have any difficulties, please let me know.

Thank you,

Leticia



Leticia Koole

Project Support Specialist
Environmental Division

T: 905-680-3782

C: 905-351-2373
Toll free: 866-694-9360
www.walkerind.com

The information contained in this electronic mail transmission may be privileged and confidential, and therefore, protected from
disclosure. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by replying to this message and
deleting it from your computer without copying or disclosing.



Subject: Re: EA Advisory Committee October Availability

Date: Friday, October 3, 2025 at 2:45:56 PM Eastern Daylight Saving Time
From: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>

To: South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>

Hello EA Advisory Committee,

As we look to schedule the next EA Advisory Committee meeting, we are considering some
alternate dates. Please use the link below to review the new proposed times:

Dates being considered are:

e Tuesday, November4 at6 pm

e Thursday, November 6 at6 pm
e Thursday November 13 at6 pm
« Monday, November 17 at 6 pm
e Tuesday, November 18 at 6 pm

If you have any difficulties, please let me know.
Thank you for taking the time to fill out the doodle poll.

Have a great weekend!
Leticia

From: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>

Date: Monday, September 29, 2025 at 2:56 PM

To: South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>
Subject: EA Advisory Committee October Availability

Hello EA Advisory Committee,

In looking to schedule the next EA Advisory Committee meeting for the South Landfill Phase 2 EA,
please use the link below to review the proposed times. The link will bring you to an easy-to-use
online doodle poll that is simple to fill out. Once you have accessed the link, please select the
times that you are available to attend.

The dates we are considering for the meeting are:
¢ Monday, October 20 at 6 pm
¢ Tuesday, October 21 at6 pm

If you have any difficulties, please let me know.



Thank you,
Leticia



Subject: FW: EA Advisory Committee Availability

Date: Thursday, December 18, 2025 at 3:16:43 PM Eastern Standard Time
From: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>

To: South Landfill Phase 2 <southlandfillphase2@walkerind.com>

rrom: [

Date: Thursday, October 16, 2025 at 1:39 PM
To: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>
Subject: Re: EA Advisory Committee Availability

CAUTION! Thisis an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or attachments
before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email or of you think you' ve clicked on malicious link, report it to
IT by emailing support@walkerind.com then delete it from your inbox.

I’m available November 13 17 and 18
Thanks
Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 16, 2025, at 1:28 PM, Leticia Koole <LK oole@walkerind.com> wrote:

Hello all,
| hope everyone had a great Thanksgiving weekend!

A friendly reminder to please confirm your availability for the November dates listed
below if you have not already done so. We are still in the process of confirming the next
EA Advisory Committee meeting date.

o Tuesday, November 4 at 6 pm

e Thursday, November 6 at 6 pm
e Thursday November 13 at 6 pm
¢ Monday, November 17 at6 pm
e Tuesday, November 18 at 6 pm

You can email me directlv or use the Doodle Poll link:_

If you have any questions, please let me know.
Thank you,

Leticia






In looking to schedule the next EA Advisory Committee meeting for the South Landfill
Phase 2 EA, please use the link below to review the proposed times. The link will bring
you to an easy-to-use online doodle poll that is simple to fill out. Once you have
accessed the link, please select the times that you are available to attend.

The dates we are considering for the meeting are:
¢ Monday, October 20 at6 pm
e Tuesday, October21 at6 pm

If you have any difficulties, please let me know.

Thank you,
Leticia



Subject: EA Advisory Committee Availability - Meeting No. 4

Date: Monday, October 20, 2025 at 4:21:44 PM Eastern Daylight Saving Time
From: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>

To: South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>

Hello everyone,

As we continue our search for a date for the next EA Advisory Committee meeting, a series of dates
is provided below as well as a link to another doodle poll to query the groups availability.

* Wednesday, November 5
®* Tuesday, November 11

* Wednesday, November 12
® Thursday, November 20

* Monday, November 24

* Monday, December 1

® Tuesday, December 2

You can email me directly or use the Doodle Poll link:_

If you have any questions, please let me know.

Thank you,
Leticia



Subject: FW: Walker South Landfill Phase 2 EA - EA Advisory Committee Meeting 4 Agenda

Date: Tuesday, November 11, 2025 at 3:17:54 PM Eastern Standard Time
From: Leticia Koole <LKoole@walkerind.com>
To: South Landfill Phase 2 <info@southlandfillphase2.com>

Attachments: image001.jpg, EAAC Meeting No. 4 - Agenda.pdf

From: grievea@rogers.com <grievea@rogers.com>
Date: Friday, November 7, 2025 at 2:04 PM

Sean.Norman@niagararegion.ca
<Sean.Norman@niagararegion.ca>, Kassie Burns <kassie.burns@notl.com>,
walter.basic@thorold.ca <walter.basic@thorold.ca>

Cc: Darren Fry <DFry@walkerind.com>, pychel@walkerind.com
<pychel@walkerind.com>, Rachel Karaim <RKaraim@walkerind.com>, Leticia Koole
<LKoole@walkerind.com>

Subject: Walker South Landfill Phase 2 EA - EA Advisory Committee Meeting 4 Agenda

CAUTION! Thisisan external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or attachments
before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email or of you think you' ve clicked on malicious link, report it
to IT by emailing support@walkerind.com then delete it from your inbox.

Hi,
Please find attached the agenda for our meeting November 12.

You will note that three of the subject matter experts contributing to the EA will be speaking to the work
they are doing and will respond to your questions.

Please note that for this meeting Laura Pychel, Business Operations Manager, will be attending in Shawn
Jordan'’s place.

Looking forward to seeing you all and our discussion.

Kind regards,
Anneliese








