Deputation – January 10, 2007 – Works Department,
Region of Durham

My name is Peter Gillies and I am here today with other representatives of a community based group, Brock and Georgina Against Garbage, with the apt acronym of B.A.G.

This group was reformulated in 2005 after Mr. Cliff Curtis attended in Brock and advised Council and those present of Durham’s intention to put Durham’s (and possibly York and Toronto’s) garbage in the little leaking dump in Brock.  It was originally created in Georgina over a dozen years ago and was instrumental in preventing an equally retrograde and dangerous proposal by the Provincial Interim Waste Authority.

Thirty or more years ago, when Durham bought the Brock site for a dollar, one entered at ground level and descended into the old, unlined gravel pit.  It became the dumping ground for toxic materials, old transformers and batteries, everything unwanted.  And all of that remains on the site.  And the site remains unlined, and incapable of being made safe.

Although Durham Works suggested to the citizens of Brock the potential for mining out the dump ultimately, and gave time lines in the vicinity of four years to have almost complete diversion by virtue of a safe form of incineration, we are now told that, predictably, none of this is feasible.

Brock citizens have waited patiently for months for Mr. Curtis and his team to provide the terms of reference of his investigation, and the results.  We understood that the primary issue was rehabilitation of the site, which presently is designated for Brock garbage.  The site is on the Gibson swamp, feeds pollutants into the Pefferlaw Brook, Pefferlaw River and ultimately Lake Simcoe.  It contains an environmentally sensitive wetland and is located on a flood plain.  Gartner Lee has studied the site for years and Durham has simply ignored all of the recommendations and warnings until now.  Instead of rehabilitating the site from the damage already done, Durham now proposes to magnify the damage a hundred fold.
Mr. Curtis has indicated that it will take millions to rehabilitate the site and cap it with a cover.  However, in order to fund this Durham will then add a further 850,000 tonnes to the site, on top of the secured cap or barrier, bringing it to a staggering height in line with the highest points of land in the area.  From wherever the height will be measured, whether the base of the original pit, or the present height of the garbage, the fact is we are looking at a mountain of garbage.

It is important to understand the resilient culture of the rural residents of Brock Township, Northern Durham.  Mr. Curtis has criticized us for failure to divert the proper percentages of waste.  But, again, Mr. Curtis is blind to the realities.  100% of our garbage does not go to the curb.  His calculations are wrong and misleading.  We have manure piles and composters, wood stoves and furnaces for burning paper and cardboard, and a method of dealing with inert material such as glass.  His assumptions and conclusions are wrong.  And they are wrong with respect to expansion of the dump.
There is no allowable level of harm to Brock and its residents.  Mega dumps, especially non engineered ones such as Brock, hurt people.

Mr. Curtis proposes to increase the input into the dump by at least 17 times per year for a fixed period and then close the dump leaving a visible, leaching, toxic mountain of garbage to destroy our community.  How many hundreds of garbage scows will attempt to safely negotiate our rural roads, with farm machinery and their operators, school busses with 30-50 of our children on them, and residents carrying on their business?  Instead of Brock’s 6,000 tonnes per year over 100,000 tonnes a year would be trucked into our otherwise pristine neighbourhood.

Durham Region is in a position of trust with respect to all residents.  And trust is something which is now patently absent in the residents of Brock Township.

This is an ill-conceived plan which will outlive the tenure of those proposing it, and outlive the affected residents of Brock.  There must be a political will to deny this proposal which is simply not an option.

We vigorously oppose any approval by Durham of this proposal and will be immediately and vigorously advising the Ministry of the Environment of that opposition and rationale for same.  We will make the necessary applications, seek intervener and participant funding, force a full Environmental Assessment and protect our Town.  We ask that Durham circumvent the necessity by sending the Works Department back to reconsider.
Nowhere in Ontario could you establish as a new site, such a horrendous enterprise as Mr. Curtis and his team proposes.  Nowhere would it receive Ministry approval.  What would possess anyone to take the view that “ownership” of a parcel of land in Brock Township entitled anyone to massively increase the harm potential to residents, with the attitude “we own it and we’ll do as we like with it”.  There is a legal principal of “nuisance” such that I may not do on my land that which harms you or your land.  Durham is not immune to the same principles as are individuals.

There are safe alternatives and Durham, with the greatest of respect, must focus and concentrate on those alternatives.  We are here today to petition the members of the Durham Works Committee and Council to send their people back to revisit their options of which turning Brock Township into a toxic wasteland whose primary landmark is a mountain of garbage is not one.

We look forward to hearing from Durham once our deputation has been considered as we determine our present and future course of action.

Subject to any questions the Committee members may have, we thank you for your time and serious consideration of our petition to you.

