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C
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a
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beachfront
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m
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49
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A
rea

B
established

in
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e
1930’s.
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C
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W
PC

C
site

w
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the
late

70’s
because

of
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o
Proxim
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to

deep
w

ater
at

C
ape

Lazo
o

A
buffer

zone
of

heavy
w

oods
and

a
ridge

to
screen

th
e

plant
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C
urtis

R
d.

B
ut

the
site
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a
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m
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-
-
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breezes

_
_

_
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d
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p
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—
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c
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b
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r
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P
r
o
b
l
e
m

1
B

i
o
r
e
a
c
t
o
r

O
d

o
u

r
s

O
dour

S
tudy

F
indings

u
S

crubber
-
-

only
42%

efficient
at

rem
oving

odour
and

th
ere

w
ere

leaks
in

the
foul

air
collection

ducts
R

W
D

I
R

eport
O

cto
b

er
2015

“T
he

[O
ntario]

odour
standard

w
as

exceeded
at

all
12

sensitive
receptors

and
the

C
V

W
PC

C
w

as
predicted

to
generate

odour
above

the
standard

as
far

as
tw

o
kilom

eters
aw

ay”
R

W
D

I
R

eport
N

ovem
ber

2016

_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_
_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

S
ensitive

R
eceptor

P
oints

on
L

ow
er

C
urtis

R
oad

(m
edians)

9.7
O

U
’svs.

lO
U

S
td.

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_

15.9%
freq

u
en

cy
vs.

0.5%
freq

u
en

cy
S

td.
1400

hours
per

y
ear

vs.
44

hours
S

td.

Sensitive
R

eceptor

T
.b1e

N
o.

1
M

axinw
m

p
eclictd

odour
concentrations

at
sensitive

receptors

O
dour

C
oncentration

(O
U

)
Frequency

of
E

xceedance
(O

o)

SR
i

5.45
4.1

SR2
6.8

is
:

SR3
5.9

10.8
SR

4
8.5

16.3
SRS

lii
18.4

SR6
10.6

17.3
SR7

10.0
13.9

SRS
9.7

11.7
SR9

4.57
0.8

SR1O
5.22

3.6
SR11

6.54
11.4

SR12
7.1

15.6
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at
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m
ar

y
C

la
ri

fi
er

C
ov

er
s

+

B
io

re
ac

to
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c
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c
e
n
a
ri

o
3

R
ec

ep
to

r
O

U
O

U
O

U
%

S
R

i
1.

4
0
.2

%
0
.6

0
.0

%
0
.6

0
.0

%

S
R

2
5

.0
3

.4
%

2
.3

0
.0

%
0
.6

0
.0

%

S
R

3
3

.7
1

.3
%

1.
7

0
1

%
0
5

0
.0

%

S
R

$
5.

1
6
.5

%
2.

7
1
.3

%
0
.6

0
.0

%

S
R

5
5.

1
8
.7

%
2
.6

4
.3

%
0
.7

0
.0

%

S
R

S
4
.5

7
.8

%
2
.6

4
.1

%
0.

8
0
.0

%

S
R

7
4

.2
6
.6

%
2

.4
3

.5
%

0
.9

0
.0

%

S
R

8
2

.9
3

.2
%

1.
8

0
.6

%
0
.9

9
0
,0

%

5
R

9
3
.5

0
.5

%
1.

6
0

.1
%

0
.5

0
.0

%

S
R

1O
3

.6
0

.5
%

1.
6

0
.2

%
0
.5

0
.0

%

S
R

1
I

2
.3

2
.7

%
1.

2
0
.1

%
0.

7
0
.0

%

S
R

2
6

3
6

.4
%

3
.0

3
.9

%
0
.8

0.
0%

O
nl

y
th

is
sc

en
ar

io
m

ee
ts

th
e

1
O

U
st

an
d

ar
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P
roblem

1
—

B
io

reacto
r

O
d
o
u
rs

Issu
e

1i
B

ut
approval

and
funding

w
ere

sought
for

S
cenario

2
-
-

for
an

additional
filter

and
prim

ary
clarifier

covers.
T

he
need

for
bioreactor

covers
w

as
not

m
entioned

at
all

in
th

e
January

2017
S

taff
R

eport
-
-

w
hich

falsely
claim

ed
th

at
th

e
$
2
.lm

investm
ent

w
ould

bring
C

V
W

PC
C

into
com

pliance
w

ith
th

e
O

ntario
standard.

j
R

W
D

I’s
N

ovem
ber

2016
R

ecom
m

endation:
“Even

w
ith

additional
controls

on
the

stack,
the

site
w

ould
stillhave

significantodour
im

pacts
associated

w
ith

the
prim

ary
clarifiers

and
the

bioreactors.
W

e
w

ould
recom

m
end

th
at

those
tanks

be
covered

and
also

be
vented

through
the

scrubber
stack..”

Li
ISL’s

2016
engineering

rep
o

rt
did

not
dispute

th
e

need
for

bioreactor
covers

and
left

it
up

to
th

e
C

V
R

D
to

eith
er

include
th

e
w

ork
in

th
e

im
m

ediate
2017

construction
plans

or
delay

it
for

future
construction

(based
on

funding
availability).

W
ith

only
tw

o
of

th
ree

fixes
put

in
place

in
late

sum
m

er
2018,

C
urtis

R
oad

still
experiences

chronic
odour

problem
s.

P
roblem

s
have

been
rep

o
rted

through
last

fall
and

w
inter

m
onths
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lid
s

tr
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at
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d
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P
roblem

1—
B

io
reacto

r
O

dours
R

em
edy

S
ought

1.
Install

bioreactor
odour

controls
as

a
2019

priority
T

he
odour

needs
to

controlled
at the

source.
T

here
is

no
evidence

that
berm

building
across

tw
o

gullies
w

ould
do

anything
other

than
cause

the
heavy

foul
air

to
m

ove
dow

n
other

depressions
and

gullies.

are
the

rem
aining

cause
of

odours
(alm

ost
as

m
uch

as
th

e
prim

ary
clarifiers)

and
th

e
solution

is
know

n
o

Staff
now

apparently
plan

another
m

odelling
study

in
sum

m
er

3.
H

ost
C

o
m

m
u

n
ity

C
o
m

p
en

satio
n

sh
o
u
ld

be
given

until
a

rem
edy

is
in

p
lace

4.
B

e
proactive

not
reactive

-
rev

ise
2

0
2

4
and

2031
expansion

cost
estim

ates
to

include
odour

controls
up

2.
N

o
m

ore
studies

-
-

studies
and

history
show

bioreactors

front
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re
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ra
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ur
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m
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si

n
ap
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nt
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us
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iv
e
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st

—
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e
cu

rr
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t
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m

at
e

fo
r

th
e
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si

n
is
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6m

i
B
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w
as

to
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r
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C
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R
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d
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t

th
en

w
as

m
ov

ed
to

en
cr

oa
ch

in
to

th
e
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ff
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3-
5

m
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s
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o
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ca
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st
.
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A

pp
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P
roblem

2—
EQ

B
asin

Issu
es

Lack
of

project
visibility

and
consultation

O
d

o
u

r
potential

—
68

m
eters

behind
property

lines
iV

isual
barrier

has
been

destroyed
P

roperty
values

dim
inished

iW
ell

w
ater

security
and

pollution
concerns

iE
nvironm

ental
im

pact
LiT

rust
underm

ined
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P
ro

b
lem

2—
E

Q
B

asin
R

em
edy

1.
Find

an
o
th

er
location.

T
he

C
V

W
PC

C
property

is
35

acres:
•

T
he

fenced
C

V
W

PC
C

is
approxim

ately
8

acres
•

T
he

C
urtis

R
oad

B
uffer

zone
is

approxim
ately

7.35
acres

T
his

leaves
nearly

20
acres

—
surely

an
o
th

er
site

can
be

found
for

a
half-acre

basin

2.
R

etire
th

e
tall

stack
to

soften
th

e
visual

stigm
a

3.
P

lant
fast

grow
ing

trees
along

th
e

fence
line

4.
H

ost
C

om
m

unity
com

pensation
until

th
e

visual
screen

restored
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R
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s

It’
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r

C
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R
D
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up
to

th
e
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e
an

d
fix
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m
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s
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e
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pa
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i
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e
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om
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a
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e
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o
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V
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at
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l
m

at
er

ia
l

ti
m

es
co

ns
ti

tu
te

d
a

nu
is

an
ce

to
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S
pending

braggadocio
unm

asked

C
V

R
D

on
th

eir
w

eb-site,
in

press
releases

and
in

p
erso

n
are

alw
ays

quick
to

point
o
u
t

how
m

uch
has

b
een

sp
en

t
on

o
d
o
u
r

controls
—

as
ifth

at
should

so
m

eh
o

w
red

u
ce

th
e

air
pollution

w
e

ex
p
erien

ce.
In

fact
they’ve

sp
en

t
very

little:

1984
M

inim
um

odour
controls

—
pre-chiorination

and
filters

on
sludge

dew
atering

building
and

zero
on

the
com

posting
process

i
1997

$2m
w

as
spent

on
the

court-ordered
O

dour
C

ontrol
Project—

but
3

of
10

w
ork

item
s

in
the

contract
w

ere
unrelated

to
odour

2003
$5m

investm
ent

at
Pidgeon

Lake
and

cited
as

an
odour

control
cost

is
unrelated

to
resolving

C
urtis

R
oad

odour
issues

—
corn

posting
had

been
m

oved

there
eleven

years
earlier.

i
2003

S
ew

age
C

om
m

ission
refused

to
invest

$1.4m
for

prim
ary

clarifiers
and

bioreactor
covers

-
-

they
knew

fifteen
years

ago
th

at
these

w
ere

needed.

2018
$2.lm

spent
for

prim
ary

clarifier
covers

and
an

additional
filter

-w
ork

th
at

should
have

been
part

of
the

court-ordered
1997

O
dour

C
ontrol

P
roject

Is
s

than
$4.1

m
illion

over
35

years
-

$3
per

user
per

year
L

ess
than

a
can

of
F

ebreze!


