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Citizens’ group head calls dump hearing a ‘sham’ 1

By LISA TALLYN

Gillies, chairperson of the Milton has been a_death in the Tamily. Butﬂmmuh-bmttho

En&n
Area Citizen's Coalition, is not taking a hear-
in(bummtnlouuldumpinljl

ton lyi
nln\ y down and take it" llld
Mrs. Gllinl. who hll been a driving force in

years.
shocked. Reports that we had heard indi-
~ cated that things were going our way.
“To have it switched around is unbelievable
and ludicrous.”
A meeting of coalition members, appro-
" ximately 200 people who live in the vicinity -
of the dtlhf is set for next Monday evening.
The landfill site is between Britannia
and Lower Base Line bounded by First Line
to the west and Highway 25 to the east.

“It is like a funeral around here, like there

“In the report dont mention very

who testified duri

u:mm-ndpmn(wﬁghuumnqt}npnhlmh-nu It was as if we didn

back.”
Mrs. Gillies says the coalition, made up of
the

appealing Friday's decision. .
She says it hasnt been decided what
route the group will take. An appeal
made through the courts, or
cabinet. The group hundudhmofﬂda

exist.”

She said ﬁnnmmlynwl'd

itannia, 'l'hmummnunm; citizens from Burlington giving evidence at
~and Site D Farmers groups, are considering
the fight to keep the dufnp out of Milton for/

“It floors me, I've been absollitely®

the cuhlic hearing in May.
ap- there. We
can ing
provincial didn*t go

were many people from Milton
spoke for an evening and a momn-
. But it seems there was no impact, they
into depth about what was said.”

*1 have some real problems with how the

&mﬂummnﬂmntdthomhmfwrmtmn-m interpreted. ‘Tho whole

launch their appeal.
Mrs. Gillies has some questions about the

procedure used to determine the site location lington

thing was a sham.”

Junl Anderson, chairman of the West Bur-
Citizen’s Group, says that the

raised after reading through the pmuudbyﬂuhnn;bmdmhr

210-page
proval for the landfill site.

Johnson bitter with decision . ..

+ from m on m
(Dr. Kingham) and a QC. t the hell do
they know about engineering”? Ith out-
rageous. It shows how little they know when
they say Burlington should never have been
considered in the first place.”

in their text, the hearing officers say the
Buﬂlnnm site, in Aldershot, should have

abandoned in 1982 as unsuitable. They

mw a number of flaws with the location.

include; problems with surface water

runoff; pmont.u.l for contaminated water

leaching out of the dump underground; the
nearby urban development.

Milton town administrator Roy Main, the
town’s senior civil servant and the man who
would have the most day-to-day contact with
consultants and lawyers fighting the local
landfill, was taken aback with the decision.

“It certainly catches me off guard.” he ad-
mitted. The report “seemed to dump on Mil-
ton fairly well, no pun intended. I'm not too
pleased about the criticism Milton takes
throughout the report.”

As well, Mr. Main said the board. in an at-
tempt to “beel up” its decision, “went over-
board 1 fortifying” their pesition.

“They accuse Milton of wasting time. Then
why did they det the hearing go on for 194
days™

He bristled at a report accusation that Mil-
ton wanted to “have its cake and eat it too”
because it did not provide tracts zoned fof
landfill after a previous area site had been
rejected.

“There’s not a municipality in the free
world that would zone a dump site without
testing. What am | supposed to do? Desig-
nate the whole town for landfill?

While achnowledging that “] don't know if
there are g'mndn for appeal,"Mr. Main said
there are “a number of errors ijudgempnt
in the report. Appelf§ may notionly halt the
process thfy “could take it Nar back as
square one” he added

The board has “misread and
misinterpreted a number of factors. | still
feel that Burlington is a better site ”

That is not the opinion of Burlington
regional councillor Joyce Savoline. Although
Halton region supported both sites, indeed
marginally preferred Burlington, if only the
Aldershot site’ had been tendered for ap-
proval, “we would have ended up with zero.
Thank God the region went forward with
two.”

Mrs. Savoline said “it's a reliefl that it's
over, But | can’t feel that anybody won any-
thing. | feel deeply for the people who have
to uproot their homes (twelve properties will
be expropriated).”

Mrs. Savoline admitted that “appeals scare

Support your community

“BLUE BOX"

program

Rl‘} yeie this new spaper,
glass bottles and jars,
aluminum and steel

food and beverage cans.,
and plastic soft drmk

containers

RECYCLING.

It only works if we all
do our part’

me. Time costs money.” All told, npmmu-
the taxpayers were running at ap imate-
ly $1 million a month durlr' the latter part.
of the hearing.

l-hltan rq!aul chnrmm Peter Pomeroy,

document and certificate of ap- “It was a good
Ms Anderson. 'h-ylonk-dmtncwrythm'

and unbiased board. " said

chief administrative of- |#

ﬂur John rﬁnmn; and surrounded by
reporters, mulled over the news Friday

morning ift a press conference convened two
hourl after the decision was released.

said he was “extremely
ﬂ. eased that we have mi}uu approved.
called the 12-year process “an mcruhbh

exercise” and “the most divisive issue” to face
Halton region.

The chairman said, *] anticipate an appeal
at least to cabinet, in any event.”

The jon too, fell under criticism in the
report. “
of actions that appeared unfair,” the docu-
ment states.

t was not difficult to find examples | -

| Emved s:te

Municipalities will pay up
for ‘stalling’ dump hearings

By ROB KELLY
The cﬂnluhd.nud hearing which saw Mil-
ton chosen as Halton's landfill site repre.
nntl only one of the late chapters in a long
struggle which can be documented with
some interesting facts and figures. For ex-
ample:

Hearing testimony took 194 days, involved
50,000 transcript pages and approximately
1,000 exhibits.

Halton region spent approximately $7 mil-
lion on studies and the hearing. The city of
Burlington spent $1.9 million, chief ad-
ministrative officer Michael Fenn said, while
Milton spent $1.3 million, - town treasurer
Jim McQueen noted.

Citizens groups from both municpalities
also carmed heavy financial burdens, for
private individuals. The West Burlington
Citizen's Group spent $287 253 and the Mil-
ton Area Citizen'’s Coalition spent $278 416.

Costs were awarded to both atizens
groups, to be paid by Halton region and the
municipal governments of Burlington and
Milton. :

Burlington ratepayers were awarded
$244,253 of the $287 821 they spent. Milton
citizens were granted $227.313 of their
$278,416 expenditure.

Halton region was ordered to pay $200,153
to the Burlington grpup and $174,393 to the
Milton organization. Tho rationale given was

that the region must underwrite two-thirds
of the costs born by gitizens defending .
against regional dump choices. Hnltan advo-
cated both sites.

The hearing officers, Harry Lancaster and
Dr. Jim Kingham, chastised Burlington and
Milton municipal governments for wasting
time. Burlington’s actions “led to unneces-
sary delays” whilg Miltdh "also consumed a
considerable t of time unnecessarily.”

Consequently, and with gnhlpl a certain
irony, the board directed Burlington to pay
the Milton citizen's group and Milton to pay
the Burlington ratepayers. Burlington is

judged to have wasted six days of hearing

timé, which is evaluated as worth $52.920
when one considers the various legal fees.
Milton wasted five days, and must yield
$44,100 to the Burlington group.

The board leaves open whether the clients
(municipalities) or their lawyers are at fault
for the delays, saying it is difficult to deter-
mine where the motivation *for certain ac-
tions came from.”

The stage is set for infighting on that
issue. Assigning” costs only to the
municipality in general “leaves the door
open to further discussion between clients
and counsel on the matter.”

Thirty-four conditions are attached to the
landfill approval, with numerous’ subsec-
tions. They fill 24 pages in the report.

thoroughly. Two hundred days of hearings
‘were not an easy job. ldnn‘tmlmwduy

‘could have chosen our site (Aldenhot)

an environmental stan nt.”
“We are pleased about the decision, but it's

too bad that for each mnmrthenlulbbo

a loser.”
Ms Anderson has been involved in the Bur- -
lington dump battle since 1981, She es

timates that more than 1,000 Burli
residents are members in the West

hr:fhm Citizen’s Group.
t has been a long, frustrating time. It is
too bad. that so much money had to spent in
the process,
spent finding alternatives (to landfill).”
She says that her
is approximately $300,000. The Milton group
spent about the same amount in their battle.

Halton plans
alternatives to
oarbage woes

By ROB KELLY
Landfill is big news in Halten this mh

goal of 25 pe
mvlblo t.hntsha'ﬂylhartinturnoftlu

century landfill will only handle 25 per cent
of area waste, Halton chief administrative
officer John F"Ilmm( said Tuesday.

*Haltor. is out front on redycling in Ontario
and we are really working hard to stay
there,” Mr. Fleming said.

A-draft document to be introduced at the
regional planning and public works commit.
tee meeting Wodm-dly will call for contrac-
tors to submit evidence they are qualified to
build an EFW plant. That will p'n Halton “a
short list of firms interested in working with

- Mr Fleming said.
plan, a report in

accordi
July mrm. I.honEFW project forward,
with the f-nhty to be built somewhere in the
region by 2000, Mr. Fleming said.

But EFW plants are running into the same
“not in my back yard® syndrome that has
characterized opposition to landfill mites
Most critics complain of air pollution due to
gases released by burmning.

Experts say technological advances have
made EFW a viable waste processing alter.
native. “We are ag convinced as we ever were
that it can be done safely,” Mr. Fleming said.

An EFW plant would have to be located
near one or several industries or large build.
ings. That would make it economically viable
for the enérgy generated to be transferred to
the n-rby structures. Xy

at the press conference announcing
Mlltﬁn nd bun chosen for Halton's 20-year
landfill, Mr. Fleming denied the EFW. plant
will be put near the dump because that it
where its ‘fuel’ is located.

It is far more important the plant be close
to some complex which could take advantage
of the e . Mr. Fleming said.

| council has supported the concept of
an EFW plant somewhere in the region.

Cardboard and newsprint, both recyclable,
are banned from regional landfil] sites.

THE FOLLOWING BRANCHES

ARE OPEN SATURDAYS
FOR YOUR RSP CONTRIBUTION

MILTON AND WATERDOWN BRANCHES:

\ APPLEBY & FAIRVIEW
BRANT & UPPER MIDDLE

9:00 AM. TO 1:00 P.M.

BURLINGTON BRANCHES:

9:00 AM. TO 1:00 P.M.

EAST PLAINS & LONG DRIVE
EAST PLAINS & WATERDOWN
GUELPH LINE & MAINWAY
_NEW STREET & WALKER'S LINE

ﬂﬂ!ll

are on hand to help cm
MCmmtnd.lyulptim

option that best suits your needs.

.

@ ROYAL BANK

group's bill for the fight 2

which eould have been better




