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REGIONAL DISTRICT OF BULKLEY-NECHAKO

WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE MEETING

PRESENT: Chair

Directors

Staff

Other
CALL TO ORDER

AGENDA &
SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA

WMC.2016-1-1

MINUTES

Waste Management

Committee Meeting Minutes
-December 10, 2015

WMC.2016-1-2

{Committee Of The Whole}

Thursday, January 14, 2018

Taylor Bachrach

Eileen Benedict
Shane Brienen
Mark Fisher

Tom Greenaway
Dwayne Lindstrom
Thomas Liversidge
Rob MacDougall
Bill Miller

Rob Newell

Mark Parker

Jerry Petersen
Darcy Repen
Luke Strimbold
Gerry Thiessen

Gait Chapman, Chief Administrative Officer

Cheryl Anderson, Manager of Administrative Services

Hans Berndorff, Financial Administrator

Janine Dougali, Director of Environmental Services

Jason Llewellyn, Director of Planning

Deborah Jones-Middleton, Manager of Protective Services -
armrived at 1:54 p.m., left at 1:56 p.m.

Wendy Wainwright, Executive Assistant

Bill Stewart, Alternate Director, Electoral Area “D” (Fraser Lake)
Chair Bachrach called the meeting to order at 12:22 p.m.

Moved by Director Miller
Seconded by Director MacDougall

"That the Waste Management Committee receive the January
14, 2016 Waste Management Committee Agenda; and further
that the Supplementary Agenda be received.”

(All/Directors/Majority) CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Moved by Director Petersen
Seconded by Director Repen

“That the Minutes of the Waste Management Committee for
December 10, 2015 be received.”

(All/Directors/Majority) CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
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REPORT

Landfill Criteria for Municipal = Moved by Director Repen
Solid Waste — Second Edition, Seconded by Director Miller
Webinar — November 12, 2015

WMC.2016-1-3 “That the Waste Management Commitiee receive the
correspondence titled “Landfill Criteria for Municipal Solid Waste
— Second Edition, Webinar — November 12, 2015"°

{All/Directors/Majority) CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Janine provided an overview of the Landfill Criteria for Municipal Solid Waste — Second Edition
brought forward by the Ministry of Environment to replace the old landfill criteria that was
developed in 1993. She noted that staff had provided comments in regard to the Landfill Criteria
for Municipal Solid Waste — First Edition in regard to concerns with costs associated with the new
guidelines and how the guidelines wouid be implemented. The guidelines are not a regulatory
requirement but when they are included in the operation certificates (permits) from the Ministry of
Environment on how landfills are operated they will need to be implemented. Also in the review
and development of a new Solid Waste Management Plan the guidelines will need to be
considered.

Frustrations were expressed in regard to the Landfill Criteria being excessive and not addressing
that every landfill is unique and different. Discussion took place regarding RDBN Landfill
operations being well within environmental standards and operated at very high standards. To
make the changes outlined in the new Landfill Criteria it will be very costly and challenging to the
tax base in a potentially short period of time.

Discussion took place regarding a natural attenuation system and an engineered facility. An
engineered facility has a liner system where liquid is collected, treated and discharged. Itis a
very controlled environment wherein there is control of how and where the leachate is
discharged. In a natural attenuation system hydro geotechnical work is required in order to
determine the natural treatment capacity of the soils. There is less control in comparison to an
engineered facility. Knockholt Landfill is an engineered system and Clearview Landfill is a natural
attenuation system. Ciearview was planned and designed to be a minimum 100 year landfill.
Clearview has been in operation since 2005 and there has been continued evaluation of the
natural attenuation capability to ensure that it continues to be an effective landfilling methodology
moving forward.

Ms. Dougall provided a PowerPoint Presentation.

Knockholt Landfill Facility
- Phase 2C development completed in 2013;
- Built using a natural clay liner that is very impermeable,
- Ground water table is 1.2 — 1.5 metres below ground,
- Hydraulic gradient underneath the tandfil;
o Sits on the side of a mountain;
o All run off travels down the mountain underneath the landfilt creating hydraulic

pressure;

o When test pits were drilled to determine ground water levels artesian conditions
were found,

o If any water will leak into the landfill and not cut due to the hydraulic water
pressures,

o This is very good from an environmental perspective;
- The design also includes a perforated high density poly-ethaline (HDPE) pipe which is a
leachate collection pipe;
- Goes through the middle of phase 2C to the main leachate collection pipe;
o The pipe is covered in drain rock;



VWaste Management Committee Meeting Minutes I

January 14, 2016
Page 3

REPORT (CONT’D)

o A herringbone drain rock collection system is built to direct liquid to the HDPE
pipe;
o Under the drain rock is geosynthetic material which keeps the drain rock from
migrating into the clay liner;
- Approved by the MoE;
- To build in 2012 phase 2C was approximately $200,000 which equated to $40 m2.

Landfill Base Liner System under the new MoE Landfill Guidelines
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New Guideline requirements;
- Clayey soils;
- 60 mil HDPE geomembrane that covers the entire site;
o Requires thermal welding for seams;
o Seams need to be tested for guality control,
- Non-woven matenial placed on top of the geomembrane;
- Stone drainage blanket (drain rock) over the entire footprint of the phase development;
- Woven geotextile on top of the drain rock;
- This liner design and guality control would cost approximately $100 m2

Clearview Landfill
- Landfill developed and built in 20085;
- Currently landfilling in Phase 1
- Phase 1 has 5 sub-cells that will be utilized:
- 3 sub-cells have been built to date with MoE approval.
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REPORT {(CONT'D}

Cost Implications of New Landfill Criterla for Municipal Solid Waste — Landfill Development
Knockholt Landfiit
Original Phase 3 Development Plan
- 3A - $350,000;
o 2016@ $47/m2,
o $6.29/5100,000 assessed value (2016 completed roll).
- 3B - $350,000,
o 2021@ %47/m2;
o $6.29/5100,000 assessed value (2016 completed roll).
- 3C - $350,000;
o 2026@ $47/m2;
o $6.29/5100,000 assessed value (2016 completed roll).
Phase 3 Development Options
Option 1
- 3A-$530,000;
o 2016@ $47/m2;
o $9.52/3100000 assessed value (2016 completed roll).
- 3B -$1,125,000;
o 2023@ $100/m2;
o $20.22/%100,000 assessed value (2016 completed roll).
Option 2
- 3A - $350,000;
o 2016@ $47/m2;
o $6.29/$100,000 assessed value (2016 completed roll).
- 3B -$750,000;
o 2021@ $100/m2;
o $6.29/3100,000 assessed value (2016 completed roll).
- 3C - $750,000;
o 2026@ $100/m2;
o $13.48/$100,000 assessed value (2016 completed roll).

Added costs for updating design operation closure plans and other reporting requirements have
not been included in the above costs.

Knockholt Landfill

Currently staff is in the process of surveying the existing footprint of the landfill to determine the
remaining capacity of Phase 1 and 2 and for future development requirements for Phase 3.
Phase 3 has been designed to be developed in 3 stages.

Staff has requested written clarification and verification from the MoE to develop Phase 3A under
the old landfill guidelines. Funding has not been allocated in the 2016 budget to complete the
development of Phase 3 under the new Landfill Criteria for Municipal Solid Waste guidelines.
Discussion took place regarding the MoE allowing the development of Phase 3 under the old
guidelines and the potential to develop a third or half of the site. When building a landfill with a
liner system the liner requires a cover of garbage of approximately one metre thick to protect it
from freezing conditions. This needs to be considered in determining how much landfill footprint
to develap.

Concerns were brought forward regarding the cost implications to tax payers in moving forward
with the Phase 3 Development Options 1 and 2.

Discussion took place regarding the potential impacts to RDBN Solid Waste Management
Facilities if there is future development of LNG pipelines in the region.

Ms. Dougall noted that the new landfill criteria has been implemented in operation certificates in
some areas of B.C. The MoE has not provided information as to how the new guidelines will be
implemented.
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REPORT (CONT’D)

The cost implications of the new landfill criteria to waste reduction and diversion initiatives in the
RDBN was discussed.

Discussion took place regarding the environmental risks associated with the old landfill criteria.
Ms. Dougall noted that Clearview Landfill, a natural attenuation facility, has drilled wells within
and outside the footprint of the landfill that are monitored four times per year and sentto a
consultant for review and assessment. There is a very extensive environmental monitoring
program in place. Discussion took place regarding the potential contaminations in leachate.
Leachate characteristics are dependent on what goes into the ground, the life and age of a landfill
facility.

Concerns were brought forward in regard to the ability for stakeholder feedback when the MoE
developed the New Landfill Criteria for Municipal Solid Waste — Second Edition.

Landfilt Criteria for Municipal  Moved by Director Brienen
Solid Waste — Second Edition Seconded by Director Lindstrom
be Brought Forward to the North

Central Local Gavernment

Association

WMC.2016-14 “That the Waste Management Committee recommend that the
Regional District of Bulkley-Nechako Board of Directors bring
forward the issues associated with the New Landfill Criteria for
Municipal Solid Waste ~ Second Editien to the North Central
Local Government Association Annual General Meeting
Agenda.”

(All/Directors/Majority) CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Discussion took place regarding the impact waste reduction initiatives would have on the future
need for further landfill development.

Knockholt Landfilt Phase 3 Moved by Director Repen

Development Seconded by Director Miller
WMC.2016-1-5 “That the Waste Management Committee recomrmend that the

Regional District of Bulkley-Nechako Board of Directors approve
the Knockholt Landfill Original Phase 3A Development Plan; and
further that staff move forward with the Original Phase 3A
Development plan at $350,000 for 2016."

Moved by Director Greenaway
Seconded by Director Liversidge

WMC.2016-1-8 “That the Waste Management Committee defer Motion
WMC.2016-1-5 until staff have completed the survey of
Knockholt to determine capacity requirements for future
development of Phase 3."

(All/Directors/Majority) DEFEATED
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“That the question be called on Motion WMC.2016-1-5 as

written.”

Opposed: Director Fisher CARRIED
Director Newell
Director MacDougall
Director Strimbald
Director Thiessen

(All/Directors/Majority)

Discussion took place regarding the implications of the New Landfill Criteria for Municipal Solid
Waste — Second Edition to the long term landfilling process.

ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION

Solid Waste Management Plan Review (SWMP)

Ms. Dougall spoke of the implications in regard to the New Landfill Criteria for Municipal Solid
Waste — Second Edition in the Solid Waste Management Plan review. The three ‘R's', recycling,
reduce, reuse will be a large component of the SWMP review.

The Ministry of Environment is also reviewing and updating its guidelines in regard to solid waste
management planning in B.C. The guidelines are proposed to be completed in the summer of
2016. The RDBN cannot formally initiate its SWMP review until the MoE guidelines come to
fruition. The RDBN has currently reached capacity under its current SWMP in terms of capital
based purchases.

The Draft 2016 Budget has monies allocated fo hire a consultant to begin the review of the RDBN
SWMP in 2016. Reduce and reuse programs will need to be a focus in developing the SWMP
along with residual landfill operations.

Discussion took place regarding the Regional Board's resolution to complete the SWMP review in
a staged approached.

Cardboard Ban

In July 1, 2016 cardboard will be banned from RDBN Facilities. Staff will be providing further
public education initiatives in regard to the ban.

Chair Bachrach noted that he had spoken with the Town of Smithers District Chamber of
Commerce and there is not a high level of awareness as to what a cardboard ban would mean to
the ICI sector in Smithers. Discussion tock place regarding potentially holding presentations in
coordination with local community Chambers of Commerce.

The impacts of removing cardboard from the landfill was discussed and cardboard is
approximately 10% of the weight deposited on the tipping floors. The long term savings in
operations when remaving cardboard from the waste stream was discussed.

Re-UUse Sheds

Burns Lake and Area "D" (Fraser Lake Rural) are currently working on proposals and further
discussion is required. Director Parker has noted that they are investigating signage options that
are cost effective at the Area "D" Transfer Station re-use shed. Director Strimbold noted that in
Burns Lake conversations have taken place with the local recycling depot and a draft proposal
has been developed that requires review in regard to budget implications.
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ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION (CONT'D}
Re-Use Sheds (Cont'd)

Director Benedict spoke to reopening the re-use shed at the Southside Transfer Station. Director
Benedict will develop a proposal to bring farward for consultation with staff.

Director Liversidge spoke of the Village of Granisle requiring information in regard to compulsory
guidelines that are required to reopen the re-use shed at the Granisle Transfer Station.

Discussion took place regarding the need for Municipal and Electoral Area Directors to determine
area needs and bring them forward to the Regional Board for approval.

SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA

Smithers — Telkwa Transfer Station Re-Use Shed Proposal

The challenges associated with the timelines and budget implications in regard to moving forward
with the Smithers-Telkwa Transfer Station Re-Use Shed Proposal was discussed. Concems
were brought forward in regard to the re-use sheds across the region not potentially opening at
the same time.

Smithers-Telkwa Transfer Moved by Director Repen
Station Re-Use Shed Proposal Seconded by Director Fisher
— Submitted by Mark Fisher,

Darcy Repen and Tavlor Bachrach

WMC.2016-1-7 “That the Waste Management Committee recommend that the
Regional District of Bulkley-Nechako Board of Directors
authorize moving forward with the Smithers-Telkwa Transfer
Station Re-Use Shed Proposal Process and Timeline contingent
on Town of Smithers and Village of Telkwa Council's approval as

follows:
1. January, 2016: staff to develop RFP outlining expectations
of contractor;

2. February,2016:
a. Logistics and cost of infrastructure changes
finalized, Gas Tax funds secured.
b. RFP reviewed and published (Feb 29 deadline).
3. March 2016:
a. Options for safety audit presented to Regional
Board:
b. Develop site specific “safety protocol” if it does not
exist:
¢. Waste-based economic development project
proposal finalized;
4. March 31, 2016: Re-use shed management contract
awarded;
5. April, 2016: Infrastructure changes made to facility;
6. May 1, 2016: Re-use shed re-opened.”

{All/Directors/Majority) CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY



9

Waste Management Committee Meeting Minutes

January 14, 2016
Page 8

SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA (CONT'D

WMC . 2016-1-8

Moved by Director Fisher
Seconded by Director Repen

“That Motion WM .2016-1-7 be amended to include consultation
with staff, Chair Bachrach and Directors Fisher and Repen in
moving forward with the Smithers-Telkwa Transfer Station Re-
Use Shed Proposal Process and Timeline”

Smithers — Telkwa Transfer Staticn Re-Use Shed Proposal (Cont'd)

WMC.2016-1-9

ADJOURNMENT

WMC.2016-1-10

Moved by Director Benedict
Seconded by Director Newell

“That the Waste Management Committee defer Motion
WMC.2016-1-7 to the January 28, 2016 RDBN Board Meeting.”

{All/Directors/Majority} DEFEATED

“That the question be called on Motion WMC.2016-1-7 as
amended.”

(Al/Directors/Majority) CARRIED UNANIMQUSLY

Moved by Director Repen
Seconded by Director MacDougall

“That the meeting be adjourned at 2:34 p.m.”

{All/Directors/Majority) CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Taylor Bachrach, Chair

Wendy Wainwright, Executive Assistant
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REGIONAL DISTRICT OF BULKLEY-NECHAKO
MEMORANDUM

To: Chairperson Bachrach and Waste Management Committee (September 8, 2016)

From: Janine Dougall

Director of Environmental Services

Date: August 25, 2016

Subject: RDBN Solid Waste Management Plan Update — Process Forward

Purpose
The purpose of this memorandum is to provide information to the Waste Management

Committee regarding the process to update the RDBN Solid Waste Management Plan and more
specifically discuss the following:

1.

Establish the scope of work associated with updating the SWMP.

2. A Board resolution to proceed with SWMP update, including identification of Plan area, and
authorization to proceed with notification of intent.

Background Information

On May 16, 2016, the Ministry of Environment (MoE) issued "A Guide to Solid Waste
Management Planning” Draft Version 1.0. The draft Guide was posted for a 45-day
consultation period. Comments to the ministry were to be submitted by June 30, 2016. In
discussions with MoE staff, the draft Guide is to be finalized sometime in the fall of 2016.

RDBN staff anticipate that the draft Guide will not be amended significantly prior to its
finalization. Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that the RDBN may proceed with the initial
steps necessary to update the RDBN Solid Waste Management Plan (following the
requirements of the draft Guide).

A solid waste management plan is a blueprint for the management of municipal solid waste
and recyclable material in the region that identifies regional issues for the next 20 to 25 years
while planning for the next 10 years.

Provincial principles for solid waste management are inciuded in the draft Guide. Eight
guiding principles are provided for regional districts to follow in developing their solid waste
management plan. Regional districts should include additional locally-relevant guiding
principles in their solid waste management plans.

Promote zero waste approaches and support a circular economy.

Promote the first 3 Rs (Reduce, Reuse and Recycle).

Maximize beneficial use of waste materials and manage residuals appropriately.
Support polluter and user-pay approaches and manage incentives to maximize

hON -
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= Design the consultation process

= Public advisory committee provides input into the design
of the public consultation process

= Ensure public consultation requirements will be addressed

Design consultation plan

Develop the budget » Develop budget for planning process

Identifying Scope of Work

In this portion of the process, the RDBN needs to determine what aspects of the existing solid
waste management plan will be changed (or not). For example, if residual facilities
(landfills/transfer stations) are not to be changed, then these facilities would be “out of scope” for
strategy options and discussion purposes, but will stili have to be referenced in the updated plan
to allow for comment on the whole system during the public consultation process.

Given the age of the current RDBN Solid Waste Management Plan (1996}, and the changes that
have occurred in the solid waste industry over the last 20 years, RDBN staff would recommend
that almost all aspects of the current Plan be reviewed. The potential impacts of the new Landfill
Guidelines on the costs associated with landfill design, development and operation for the
Knockholt and Clearview Landfill facilities, should be part of the review process. In addition, due
to requirements from the Ministry of Community, Sport and Cultural Development, a full financial
review of the plan is necessary.

Staff envision that the SWMP review process will create a blueprint for the management of
municipal solid waste and recyclabie material in the RDBN that identifies and addresses regional
issues/challenges for the next 20 years while planning specifically for the next 10 years. To do
this will require the following:
« |dentifying locally relevant guiding principles, goals and targets (keeping in mind Provincial
principles, goals and targets)
+ Analyzing the current solid waste management system and consider trends that affect the
system
» Developing potential strategies for:
o Reduce, reuse and recycle programs including organics;
o Residuals management (landfills, transfer stations, waste to energy or other
alternative technologies)
o Full financial analysis of potential strategies and financing models (user pay,
taxation})
o Handling sector specific wastes (industrial, agricultural, institutional, camp}

The advantage of undertaking a full review of the plan is that it will allow the RDBN to refine and
clarify the RDBN vision for the next 10 years, which will ultimately make implementation easier
and potentially less controversial. The challenge in undertaking this type of review however will
be the costs and time to complete as conducting the necessary studies will take time and will
require the hiring of consultants. There is currently $50,000 allocated in the Environmental
Services budget for 2016 and a further $50,000 allocated for 2017 to cover costs associated with
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the review and update of the RDBN solid waste management plan. The actual costs incurred will
be dependent on the number and level of detail of the studies conducted and the public
consultation process.

If the Waste Management Committee would like to proceed with a scope of work which includes
a full pfan review and update the following resolution wording is proposed:

“That the Waste Management Committee recommend to the Board of Directors that the scope of
work for the RDBN Solid Waste Management Plan Update include a full review and update of the
existing 1996 Plan.”

Board Resolution
For the RDBN to proceed with updating the Solid Waste Management Plan (under the process
outlined in the draft Guide)} a resolution is required. Staff would recommend the following
resolution wording:

“That the Regional District of Bulkiey-Nechako begin the process of updating the solid waste
management plan for the entire regional district {including the Town of Smithers, District of
Houston, District of Vanderhoof, District of Fort St. James, Village of Burns Lake, Village of
Fraser Lake, Village of Telkwa, Village of Granisle) and direct staff to notify the public of its
intention to update the plan and begin a process of consultation.”

RECOMMENDATION (All/Directors/Majority)

1. That the Waste Management Committee receive the memorandum titled, “RDBN Solid Waste
Management Plan Update — Process Forward” and dated August 25, 2016.

2. Further, that the Waste Management Committee provide direction regarding the desired
scope of work and proposed Board Resolution associated with the RDBN Solid Waste
Management Plan review and update process.

Respectfullv submitted.

- g

Director of Environmental Services
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REGIONAL DISTRICT OF BULKLEY-NECHAKO
MEMORANDUM

To: Chairperson Bachrach and Waste Management Committee (September 8, 2016)

From: Janine Dougall
Director of Environmental Services

Date: August 25, 2016

Subject: Solid Waste Management Plan Update Information

The attached information was originally presented to the Board of Directors at the June 23, 2016
Board Meeting. Itis included in the September 8, 2016 Waste Management Committee Agenda
as background information.

RECOMMENDATION (All/Directors/Majority)

That the Waste Management Committee receive the memorandum titled, “Solid Waste
Management Plan Update Information” and dated August 25, 2016.

| P N o | A R YLt o]

Director of Environmental Services
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REGIONAL DISTRICT OF BULKLEY-NECHAKO
MEMORANDUM

To: Chairperson Miller and Board of Directors (June 23, 2016}

From: Janine Dougall
Director of Environmental Services

Date: June 9, 2016

Subject: Solid Waste Management Plan — MoE Planning Guideline Update

On May 16, 2016, the Ministry of Environment (MoE) issued "A Guide to Solid Waste Management
Planning” Draft Version 1.0. According to the MoE, the new Guide has been updated to:
« acknowledge changes to the municipal solid waste sector and the roles played by private
sector and industry product stewards;
» provide templates and appendices to assist local government planning;
+ incorporate the service plan target for waste disposal;
+ emphasize best practices in consultation.

The draft Guide will be posted for a 45-day consultation period. Comments to the ministry are to be
submitted by June 30, 2016. Comments may be submitted by mail, email or fax to:

Guide to Solid Waste Management Planning

PO Box 28159 Westshore RPO Victoria BC V9B 6K8

Fax: 250 592-0628 Email: SWMP@qov.bc.ca

A presentation made by the MoE at the Recycling Council of British Columbia Conference (May 20,
2016) is attached, along with a copy of the draft Guide. According to the timelines indicated in the
presentation from the MoE, the draft Guide is planned to be finalized in September/October 2016.

An overview of the draft Guide is as follows (for additional details, please see the draft Guide):

+ The Guide is intended to help regional districts create, amend or update plans to meet their region’s
needs, as well as provincial requirements. A solid waste management plan is a blueprint for the
management of municipal solid waste and recyclable materia! in the region that identifies regional
issues for the next 20 to 25 years while planning for the next 10 years.

e The Guide is laid out in eight parts. These set out the requirements and recommendations for solid
waste management planning, and provide templates and additional information which may be useful.

Part A includes an introduction to solid waste management and the legislative requirements and
provincial objectives for solid waste management in B.C.
Part B sets out the four-step planning process.
Part C describes plan implementation, monitoring and reporting, as well as plan reviews and
updates.
Part D includes template documents.
Parts E - H are a series of appendices that provide additional detail.
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Consultation is not shown as a separate step in the planning process as it is to be
undertaken across all steps.

Regional Districts may not need or desire to go through four distinct steps in their planning
process. However, they should demonstrate that they have undertaken a comprehensive
process. Unlike the past, regional districts will not be requested to "check in” with the ministry
when moving from one step to the next.

= Plan Implementation, Monitoring and Reporting
Prior to the adoption of the approved Plan a Regional District should establish a plan monitoring
advisory committee and terms of reference for the committee. Once the SWMP moves into the
implementation phase, there are also requirements for annual reporting as well as a S-year
effectiveness review.

» Plan Amendment Process
The minister must approve any amendment to a solid waste management plan and must be
satisfied that adequate public review and consultation has occurred. Major revisions are those that
require amendments to the plan itself, whereas minor revisions require amendments to part of the
plan—a plan schedule. At the end of the 10-year plan lifecycle, a regional district should complete a
full plan update that may require both major revisions to the plan and minor revisions to plan
schedules.

Environmental Services Staff's comments regarding the draft Guide are as follows:
1. The layout of the document is well done, easy to read and includes helpful schedules and
templates for use by Regional Districts in completing plan updates.

2. In drafting the document, the Ministry seems to have allowed for flexibility, where required, for
Regional Districts to develop plans that work toward the Provincial Guiding Principles, rather than
mandating that the guiding principles be met in full.

3, Overall, there seems to be much more flexibility provided in the planning process compared to the
previous guide.

4. Staff do have concern with the 10 year lifespan of the document and the suggestion to complete a
full plan update after the 10 year period. This concern is primarily due to costs associated with the
solid waste management planning process.

5. Although there is benefit to annual reporting and a 5 year effectiveness review in primarily making
sure the plan is on track with implementation, this may result in additional costs for the RDBN.

RECOMMENDATION (All/Directors/Majority)
That the Waste Management Committee receive the memorandum titied, “Solid Waste Management
Plan — MoE Planning Guideline Update” and dated June 8, 2016.

Respectfully submitted,
lvos 2 "oy
anine Dougall
Director of Environmental Services
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Consultation Session

* Introduction and scope
* Consultation history and summary of stakeholder feedback
* Guide update details

* Changes to guiding principles
* Guide layout

* Consultation next steps
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Summary of Stakeholder Feedback:

* Requests for the new guide to better reflect changes to the MSW sector,
including industry product stewardship programming, advancement in
organic diversion, improvements in technologies and private sector
innovation;

* Desire to see the ministry continue to provide support and oversight for solid
waste management planning;

* Support for including updated provincial targets in the guide;

* Support for transparent, outcome-based public consultation during plan
development, and a desire for a robust conflict resolution/appeal process for
decisions related to plan implementation; and

* Suggestions that would clarify the guiding principles.

BRITISH
COLUMBIA






Provisions maintained from the 1994 guideline:

* Advisory committees

* Provincial waste reduction target (was 50% waste reduction by 2000; now
includes ministry’s 2020 service plan target for provincial waste disposal of
350kg/capita)

* Setting regional targets

~* Reviewing the existing waste management system and identifying strategy
options

* Annual reporting and five-year effectiveness review

* Legislative requirements for public review and consultation on
development, amendment and final content of a plan

BRITISH
COLUMBILA
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Provisions removed from the 1994 guideline

* Review of the public consultation strategy and 3 stage reports by ministry
staff

* Ministry staff participation on advisory committees

* Ministry staff still provide a review of the draft plan prior to the Board
review and resolution to submit it for Minister approval

BRITISH
COLUMBIA



New provisions in the 2016 draft Guide:

* New guiding principles
* Updating of plans every 10 years

* Plans as living documents to streamline the amendment process and keep
them current

* Increased clarity on planning requirements and recommendations

* Flexibility in how regional districts meet legislated public consultation
requirements

* Template documents, corporate officer certification and plan checklist to
streamline process for plan development and approval

* Appendices with best practices and a legislation summary

* Clarification of roles and suggestions for better integration of the private
waste sector and product stewardship programs within plans

BRITISH
COLUMBIA 10
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Layout of the Guide

Part A: introduction to solid waste management, legislative
requirements and provincial objectives

Part B: four-step planning process: 1) initiate 2) set plan direction 3)
evaluate options 4) prepare and adopt the plan

Part C: implementation, monitoring and reporting; plan reviews and
updates

Part D: template documents

Parts E — H: series of appendices that provide additional detail

BRITISH
COLUMBIA
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Part B — the four step planning process

7
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“Set the plan "
direction !

b
#

iStEﬁ"J*ﬂEP;EFJ,EnEr-EEIHd! Poostep 3 Tualuate

adopt the plan opiicns

i
F]

The Planning Cycle
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Part C — plan implementation and beyond

* Plan Implementation: schedule for implementing plan strategies; bylaws;
licenses; operational certificates; dispute resolution

* Compliance and Enforcement

* Plan Monitoring and Reporting: Plan monitoring advisory committee;
annual reporting requirements; five-year effectiveness review .

* Plan amendments and updates: plan amendments; schedule
amendments; 10-year update cycle

BRITISH
COLUMBIA
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Parts E- H - appendices

* Summary of legislation and regulations

* Consultation best practices and advisory committee terms of reference
* Roles and responsibilities for planning

* Summary of planning steps

* Checklist for plan review and approval

* Dispute resolution procedures

* Sample solid waste management strategies

* Strategy evaluation criteria considerations

BRITISH
COLUMBILA
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B.1.4. Develop the budget

Regional district steff will need to develop a budget for the preparation of the salid
waste management plan, including support to the advisory committees and the
consultation process.?

Regional districts may contact the provincial ministry responsible for community
sarvices to identify any grants that may be available to support the development of
solid waste management plans. Federal funding may also be available.

Z When looking at the need for budget, regional districts may also consider if there is a need to provide
support funding for some groups to allow them to fully participate in the advisory committee and
consultation process. This might include covering the costs of travel to meetings, or a small stipend for
commitiee members,
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B.2.4. Consider trends affecting solid waste management

The waste management sector continues to evolve. An increasing number of products
are recyclable in some way, and many are subject to extended producer responsibility
(EPR) legislation in B.C., requiring manufacturers to manage these products at their
end-of-life. Markets for recyclables fluctuate, and the economic viability of recycling
products can change over time. No one can predict the future, but the planning team
and advisory committees should look at trends that they are aware of and consider
their impact on the future of waste management in the region. It is helpful to engage
the private sector in discussions on emerging opportunities and technoiogies.

B.2.5. Consult the public

Regional districts should consult with the public on the proposed principles, goals and
targets. Curment system and future trend information should also ba presented. This
can be an opportunity to seek ideas on apportunities to imprave salid waste
management.
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D. Sample Templates
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D.3. Template: Certification from Corporate Offcar...........c..ccurerrsmmmssimrsmmiserismr s e vasss smmseserrsasssmssms e 60
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Recycling and organics

4

*

Recycling and organics programs (public and private sector)

Establishment of facilities

Local government support for industry product stewardship programs operating in the plan area. a.g.,
o providing input during the consultation phase on draft Product Stewardship Plans

o providing facilities or operationsl services as a service provider at a [andfill or other local site for
product collection or processing

helping to inform the public that the stewardship program is available

assisting the producer or agency with local land use and business licencs issues relating to
collection and processing facilities

imposing landfill disposal bans on regulatad products _
providing input on the operations of product stewardship programs
pursuing public funding to facilitate hosting of programs

facilitating collaboration between stewards at a regional lavel to improve servicing (e.g., Stewards
coordinating transportation and collection logistics to improve servicing in rural areas; co-locating
collection programs; cooperative marketing / promotion)

o carrying out waste composition studies at landfills and sharing data related to regulated products

o 0O 0O 0

Recovery and residual waste management

*

+

Existing or anticipated recovery programs and facllities
Existing or anticipated disposal facilities
Materials banned from disposal

Closure and monitoring information for facilities and aites that have previously been a part of the waste
management system

Hard-to-manage wastes (8.g., demolition wastes, land clearing wastes)
Landfill management issues (e.g., wildlife management)
lllegal dumping raduction strategy '

Educational programs

(may be integrated into above strafegies)

+

+

Promotion and education programs to support plan strategies
Plans to reduce greenhouse gaa emissions from waste management

Sector specific strategies

(may be summarized separstely or integrated into above strategies)

+

+

+

Industrial, commercial and institutional waste (ICl)
Construction, renovation and demalition waste (CRD)
Land clearing

Non-MSW waste handled by MSW facilities in the region {identify if applicable and note that these ara not
under the authority of the plan)
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any organics processing facility

mixed waste material recovery facilities

any new waste-to-energy facility located within the region

any new waste-to-energy facility located outside the region

any other facility that could have an adverse impact to human health or the environment

o 0 o 0 0

b) Waste import / export options which would significantly impact the regional district’s or neighbouring
solid waste systems, or not conform to provincial legislation, goals and / or targets

¢} Changing disposal targets or reductions in programs supporting the first three Rs in the pollution
prevention hierarchy

d) A change in the boundary of the plan, which would significantly change the amount of solid waste to
be managed under the plan or significantly change the population of the plan area

o) The addition, deletion or revision of policies or strategies refated to the conditions cutlined in the
minster's approval [etter

f) Major financial changes that warrant seeking elector assent

When a plan amendment becomes necessary, the (RD) will undergo a public consultation process and submit

a revised plan to the Minister of Environment for approval, along with a detailed consultation report.

The schedules to the plan contain information that is not considered a:;'major change listed above but could
change during the 10-year lifespan of the plan. Each schedule includes a process for engaging the public,

ranging from notification to a robust public consultation process. Schedule updates may require approva! from

the minister but may not require submission of the antire plan for review and approval,
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Schedules

Schedule X: Facilities

The following fransfer stations are also shown on Figure x and are integral parts of the regional waste
management systemn: (fisf)

Figure X also shows the location of closed landfills and / or dumbs previously operating in the region,

Extended Producer Responsibility (EPR} programs and facilities in the area include (fist the programs and map
the collection faciiities or If too many, summarize numbers in each community. Stewerdship associations may
be able lo provide data.)

In the {RD), the addition of a new collection or storage facility requires (zoning / licensing / other; any public
notification associated with zoning / licensing / other; and any additional actions the {RD) will take to provide
notice of the schedule updaie),

Schedule X: Implementation schedule

Proposed implementation datas will be contingent upon the timing of the plan’s approval by the Ministry of
Environment and the amount of resources available for the implementation of the strategies. The
implementation schedule will be reviewed in line with the (RD’s) annual budget cycle. The plan monitoring
advisory committee will provide input into any updates to this schedule and (additional actlons the {RD) will
take to provide notice of the schedule update).

GODAL1 Priosty Rank | Year | Year | Year | Year | Year | Year | Yaar | Year | Year | Year
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Strategy 1.1 Action 1.1.1
Action 1.1.2
Strategy 1.2 Artion 1.2.1
Action 1.2.2

Schedule X: Bylaws .

The following RD and municlpal bylaws related to waste management in the area have been developed in
accordance with requirements in the Environmental Management Act, Local Government Act, Community
Charter, Greetar Vancouver Sewerage and Drainage District Act and Vancouver Charter (as appropriate). Any
amendments to these bylaws for the purposes of implementing this plan will follow the requirements for public
consultation contained in legislation (including minister's approval as required) and (actions the RD will take fo
provide notice of the schedule update),

Links to bylaws...

Schedule X: Plan monitoring advisory committee terms of reference

(see sample in Part F of the Guide to Solid Waste Management Planning).
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4. Public Consuitation Design

After initial notification to interested parties was provided and the public advisory committee was established, a
public consultation process was designed (and adopted by the Board). A copy of the public consukation
process is included in Appendix x.

5. Participation

The designed public consuitation process was executed through the various steps of the planning process.
This section summarizes activities that took place during public consultation.

Open Houseas or other events

Data Location Atlandess

inciude a description of the event design, answering the following questions es applicable:

+  Which local government ropresentatives were at the sessions?

+  Were display panels provided? What was indicated on the panels? What information about the pian
facilities end costs was provided?

+  Were there any presentations?

+  Was thare opportunity for questions and answers?

+  What was attendeos’ involvement? _

+ Was there opportunity for attendees o provide feedback? Surveys or questionnaires?

Include e copy of responses recelved in Appendix x.

Waeb-Based Participation

Dates Available ' Information Provided or Collectad Participetion Numbers

include a description of the web-based consultation design, answering the following questions as applicable:

+  Woere there oniine surveys or questionnaires?
+  Woere there webinars? What wes presentad? Opportunity for Q&A
+  What was the socie! media presence?

Include 8 copy of responses received in Appendix X.

Other Opportunities for Public Participation and Feedback _
+ Include a description of any other methods used to provide information to the public regarding the planning
process.

+ Include e description of any other methods used {o receive input from the public regarding the plan
principles, targets, strategy options and draft plan.
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6. Promotion and Advertising

The following strategies were used to promote opportunities for leaming about the planning process and for

providing input into the process:

+ Describe strategies that were developed and used to encourage participation at the open houses, increase
web-based participation and encourage other opportunities for public input. Examples may include mail-
outs, print advertising such as nawspapers and community bulletin boards, radio advertising and web
advertising : :

+ Samples of material produced for public distribution should be included in Appendix

7. Feedback during Public Consultation Process

During the planning steps, the following interim consultation reports wera:tproduced to document feedback
received and share the results of the consultation publically

Topic of Consultation (or step in planning Interim Conaultation Report (fink fo Consultation Themes (summarize main

process in which congtiftation foak place) publicaily avaltabie roport and describe how | themes re public inpuf and how the
and when the report was publicized) consultation has influenced the plan)

Plan principles, goals and targets Hyperlink or attached as appendix

Propased options for strategies

Draft plan

Proposed new bylaws or bylaw amendments
for plan imptementation

8. Preferred Strategies -

This section includes information on how feedback from cénsurtation was taken into consideration as well as
the process followed to arrive at the preferred strategies.

Strategy Options (fisf aif optionz considersd | Level of Public Support (provide an Strategy Decislons (wovide retionale for
for the plan) .. | indication and evidence of support for or why each strategy option was or was not
opposition to each sirategy option. Evidence | included in the final draft plan)

may include bath a quantitative and
gualitative discussion of public inpuf)

9. Plan Implementation

After the plan is approved by the minister, a Plan Monitoring Advisory Committee (PMAC) will monitor the
implementation of the plan and make recommendations to increase its effectiveness. A description of the plan
monitoring committee tasks and composition are included in the terms of reference which can be found in
schedule x of the plan. -
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Appendices

Appendix X Plan Initiation Notices

Appendix X Public Advisory Committee

+ Temns of Referenca

¢+ Membership

+  List of Meetings

+  Agendas and Minutes

Appendix X Public Consultation Design

Appendix X Participation

+ Materials Distributed (questionnaires; brochures; panals, etc.)
* Responses Received

Appendix x Promotion and Advertising

+ Materials Distributed (mail-outs, advertisements, etc.)

Appendix X Interim Consultation Reports

(not necessary i links to electronic versions are ﬁmvided)

Appendix X Plan Monitoring Advisory Committee
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F.1.3. Engagement techniques

3

There are many different ways to present information and to receive comments and input from the public
and other interested parties. The “best” method will depend on your community, the resources you have
available to conduct public engagement, and the degree of controversy in the options proposed. Table 4
lists a fow of the techniques available for engaging with the public.

Table 4: Sample engagement techniques

Open house

Providing Information on profect and
options (cftan through imformation boards
and short videos)

One-o-one conversations with people as
they view the boands

Accommodating large numbars of peopla

Can provl
in handouts

Can seak feedback through online or written surveys
Display hoards should be visual for peaple with |ower
Meracy skills, staffed by someona who can help to explain
the contant g

Requirss peopls to travel to your event end to be
available et a spacific time

Public meetings

Providing a presentation, with oppartunity
for question and answer sesson
Explaining concepts in more detgil then
can be obtained from information hoards
Accommodating large numbers of pegple

Can provide additional detziled imformation on proposals
in handouts

Can seek faadback through online or written surveys
Hard for shy people to stend up and get their questions
answemnd

Needs good modaretor to prevent grandstanding or
ndividuals who monopoliza the conversation

Requires people to travel to your event and to be
available at a specific ime

More engaged discussion with small

Needs e venua whare people can sit around small tebles
Nsad to have a good moderator and & good reconder at
aach table (could be paid parson or volunteer from the
group)

Workshops groups on spedfic questions . . .
. ) Bestter at engaging quiet pecple, more oppartunity for
Cen be combined with presentations) every participant to provide comment
Requires pecple ta travel to your event and to be
available &t a spedfic time
By Opportuntty for specific in<depth discussion G;ud for mn:;i.lllfbun with & stpacmc group or sector but is
y-invitation with selectad d individugle not open “public” engagemen
meeting sad::apedﬁg dmis;lﬁs:?onlsn cuels, 8.8 Requires paople to travel to your event and to be
available at 8 spedfic tima
. A famifiar and friendly venue, will ancourage some
M"g with small groups of individuals at perficipants who would not otherwise show up
. their house, house of friend, local coffee o . .
Kitchen table shop—hast does the invitations Usatul for individuals with a spedfic interest or concam
talks Opportunity for in-depth discussion with (e.0., residents dosa to a waste fadiity)
mfr'é cipents P Needs to be offered widely to avaid perception of
favoritism to some groups or individuals
Reaches people who might otherwise not participate, but
A display or other Information at a public * arg alraadl:;« etpﬂ'net eventg perticipet
event or location {e.g., farmers market, .
Events festival, stafled by knowledgeable Nt:ads tg;edengtaglng format to encourage passers-by to
individual(s) §1op and find out more
Usually more limited space than a full open house displsy
Webshs Providing information and regular updates Can provide an opt-in to an email newslatter for updates

to public and intarested perties

Needs to ba kept up to data
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Resources and budget

XXRD provides the meeting space and any refreshments, and staff to take minutes. Funds for any projects
are from the Solid Waste Management Plan budget and subject to normal budgetary review and approvals.

Participation in the committee is voluntary and there is no remuneration for members’ time. Travel
assistance, if required, is provided for members travelling more than xx km to meetings, following the

XXRD travel guidelines,

Deliverables

The Committee shall provide:

+ Anannual report to the Solid Waste Management Committee on the implementation of the plan
+ Recommendations to the Board (via Committee) on changes required to the plan implementation

Review

The terms of reference will be reviewed every year and updated as required. Changes to the terms of
reference must be approved by the Board.

Guids to Solid Waste Manegement Planning DRAFT 2016-05-18
78






























I3\

Additional dispute resolution resources are also available at the Ministry of Attomey General’'s Dispute
Resolution Office websita at www.ag.qov.be.cal/dro/.

A plan's dispute resolution procedures should be reviewsd by the advisory committee(s) during the plan
development process. The dispute resolution procedures should be attached to the plan as a Schedule
for convenient reference if / when necessary. Note that the Ministry of Environment is not involved in
resolving or making a decision on any dispute ralated to implementation of a regionat district solid waste
management plan,

A suggested dispute resolution procedure to assist regional districts in creating their own procedurs is
provided balow.
Example Dispute Resolution Procedure

This dispute resolution procedure may apply during plan development as weli as to to the following types
of conflicts that could arise during plan implementation:

¢+ Administrative decisions made by ragional district staff
+ Interpretation of a staterment, bylaw, policy or provision in the plan
+ Any other matter not related to a proposed change to the wording of the plan or an OC.

The following principles will ba followed:

i.  The parties will make ali reasonable efforts to attempt to resolve the dispute in an amicable
manner without outside intervention e

i. Disputes will ba attempted to be resolvad as eafly and at the lowest administrative level as
possible; every effort will be made to avoid disputes requiring a formal resolution process

iii.  The formal process is not intended to deal with inconsequential or frivolous disputas
iv.  The cost of mediation or adjudication will be shared by the parties to the dispute
v.  Information or data related to the dispute will be shared by the parties

vi. Rules of confidentiality and freedom of information will apply

Disputes will be s;ettled using the following procedure:

"+ Parties involved in the dispute shall make every effort to resolve the

Negotlation ' o i
dispute on their own through non-facilitated communication. If necessary,
the parties will provide each other with a written summary of their position
and any relevant supporting documentation
+ Parties may agree to make use of a facilitator
If this is unsuccessful

+ Parties involved in the dispute will have opportunity to speak to the
- Committee

+ Committes will review, consider and provide recommendations to the
Board

Plan Monitoring
Advlsory Committee

If this is unsuccessful
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Board + Parties involved in the dispute will have opportunity to speak to the Board

¢+ Board will receive recommendations from the Committee and settle the
dispute; or, recommend mediation

if the board is unable to seftle the dispute

+ Aneutral, impartial third party facilitator who is acceptable to all the parties
to the dispute will be selected. Using appropriate mediation techniques, the
faciltator will attempt to develop a solution which satisfies all parties. The
facilitator has no decision making authority. If the parties cannot agree on
a mediator, the matter shall be referred to the BC Mediation Roster Society
or equivalent roster organization for selection of a mediator.

+  All efforts will be made to reach an agresment through mediation
Costs for mediation will be shared by the parties in dispute

Madiation

-*

If this is unsuccassful

¢+ |f the dispute cannot be resolvad by a mediator, the matter will be referred
to arbitration and the dispute will be arbitrated in accordance with the any
applicable legislation. A nautral, impartial third party arbitrator who is
acceptable to all the parties to the dispute will be selacted. The arbitrator
hears each party's evidence and arguments and renders a final, binding
decision, -

+ Costs for arbitration shall be apportioned at the discretion of the arbitretor

Independent arhitrator
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+ Opportunities for collaboration with neighbouring regional districts (e.g., in the collection of data or
sharing of facilities)

+ Opportunities for increased privete sector involvement and benefit to the region

+  Ability to raise public awareness regarding benefits

+ Perceived stakeholder support for the policy

+ Time for the policy to stimulate behavioural changes once introduced
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REGIONAL DISTRICT OF BULKLEY-NECHAKO
MEMORANDUM

To: Chairperson Bachrach and Waste Management Committee (September 8, 2016}

From: Janine Dougall
Director of Environmental Services

Date: August 25, 2016

Subject: Paint, Pesticides and Flammable Liguids Collection - Information

The attached information was originally presented to the Board of Directors at the August 18,
2016 Board Meeting. It was requested to be brought back to a Waste Management Committee
meeting for further discussion.

RECOMMENDATION (All/Directors/Majority)

That the Waste Management Committee receive the memorandum titled, “Paint, Pesticides and
Flammable Liquids Collection - Information” and dated August 25, 2016.

Resnectfullv submitted.

JdAlill e UUuudll
Director of Environmental Services
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REGIONAL DISTRICT OF BULKLEY-NECHAKO

MEMORANDUM
To: Chairperson Milier and Board of Directors {August 18, 2016)
From: Janine Dougall
Director of Environmental Services
Date: August 5, 2016
Subject: Paint, Pesticides and Flammable Liquids Collection

At a previous Board Meeting, staff were requested to provide a breakdown of the revenue received for
the collection of paint, pesticides and flammable liquids at RDBN solid waste management facilities.
The purpose of this memorandum is to provide the information requested.

Background

The Regional District of Bulkley-Nechako has partnered with the Extended Producer Responsibility
Stewardship organization ReGeneration (previously known as Product Care) since before 2000 for the
collection of household hazardous waste products including paint, pesticides and flammable liquids.
The following table shows the breakdown of RDBN facilities:

Location Products Accepted

Fort St. James Transfer Station Paint

Area "D’ Transfer Station Paint

Burns Lake Transfer Station Paint

Knockholt Landfill Paint

Smithers/Telkwa Transfer Station Paint, Pesticides and Flammable Liquids

The RDBN receives revenue from the collection of household paint, pesticide and flammable liquid
products. For the Burns Lake, Knockholt and Smithers/Telkwa sites the revenue includes a monthly
storage fee (for placement collection bins) and from product collected. For the Fort St. James and
Area "D facilities, revenue is only received for the collection of product. The table below shows the
breakdown of payment terms for RDBN facilities:

Location Monthly Storage Fee Collection Fee
Fort St. James Transfer Station n/a $45/bin
Area "D” Transfer Station n/a $45/bin
Burns Lake Transfer Station $150 $45/bin
Knockholt Landfill $150 $45/bin
Smithers/Telkwa Transfer Station $350 $45/bin
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So the question is arising as to whether the RDBN should be phasing out the household hazardous
waste collection facilities in those locations where other alternative options exist, if the local alternative
is requesting this to occur. The reason for this is that the aiternative locations also generate revenue
from collection of product and therefore the rationale is competing locations ultimately split available
revenue.

The RDBN has been in the process of trying direct as much product as possible to available recycling
initiatives (one-stop-shop concept) in an effort to keep waste out of the landfill and support the
development and sustainability of local recycling programs. Phasing out the RDBEN collection sites
would support this process.

A further advantage of phasing out the RDBN facilities would be less staff time for the facility
attendants in monitoring and maintaining the collection areas as well as arranging for pick-up of full
tubs, less office staff time in submitting monthly inspection reports, training new staff and tracking
revenue generation.

An argument against the RDBN phasing out collection facilities could be made given the importance in
providing convenient access for the appropriate disposal of household hazardous waste products. For
example, although the Nechako Valley Bottle Depot in Vanderhoof accepts paint products, many
residents over the years have requested that the RDBN accept the materials at the transfer station due
to the perceived greater convenience of better operational hours at the transfer station.

In discussions with representatives from Regeneration, they are not opposed to the idea of the RDBN
phasing out the solid waste facilities as collection sites {other than potentially the Smithers/Telkwa
Transfer Station due to the population base served) as long as the RDBN is willing to take the program
back on, should the alternate location not work out.

Another impact to phasing out the RDBN facilities is the loss of revenue associated (see above 2015
table for site specific revenue data). In addition, it is unlikely for those facilities that currently receive
monthly storage fees, that this revenue would be part of any new contracts with ReGeneration should
the alternative locations not work out and the RDBN sites are requested to become collection facilities
again. Although this is something that could be potentially negotiated.

RECOMMENDATION (All/Directors/Majority)

That the Board of Directors receive the memorandum titled, "Paint, Pesticides and Flammabie Liquids
Collection” and dated August 5, 2016.

Dannarntfiillsr enilhmidad

JAaltne LJ'UUHI:III
Director of Environmental Services
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From: Jane Stewart <JStewart@ccme.ca>

Sent August-19-16 7:56 AM

Subject: Notification: Fall 2016 request for comment: Guidance on selecting policies for reducing and diverting CRD waste /
Invitation & commenter & I'automne 2016 un document d'orientation sur la sélection de politiques de gestion des
résidus de CRD

Fing Stz Fagged RECEIVED

AUG 1¢ 2016
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Hello, BULNLE § isiuiininl)

CCME's Waste Management Task Group (WMTG) would like to invite your comment on a upcoming proposed guidance
document on selecting policies to address construction, renovation and demolition (CRD) waste. In fall 2016, WMTG
will be seeking comment on a draft guidance document over a 30 day period, and would welcome your input as an
organization with considerable experience, expertise and stake in the management of CRD waste. To facilitate your
organization’s planning, we are providing this advance notification.

Canada’s provincial, territorial and federal environment ministers are committed to taking action within their
jurisdictions and through the Canadian Council of Ministers of the Environment (CCME) to improve Canada’s record on
reducing and recycling waste. WMTG is developing guidance to support Canadian governments in selecting policies to
increase reduction and diversion of specific CRD waste materials, with a focus on woed, asphalt roofing materials and
drywall. The proposed guidance document will present policy options appropriate for federal, provincial, territorial and
municipal governments to apply in order to reduce or divert CRD waste materials. it will describe implementation
considerations for each policy approach, present case study examples, and describe approaches to measure and model|
select CRD wastes generated, diverted and disposed.

If there is any additional information we can provide, please contact Jane Stewart, CCME Programs Coordinator.
Kind regards,

Gordon Murphy and Patrick Kane,
Co-Chairs, CCME Waste Management Task Group

Bonjour,

Le Groupe de travail sur la gestion des matigres résidueiles (GTGMR) vous invitera 3 I'automne 2016 a commenter un
projet de document d’orientation a venir sur la sélection de politiques de gestion des résidus de construction, de
rénovation et de démolition {CRD}. Le GTGMR sollicitera les commentaires au sujet de ce document d’orientation
provisoire pendant une péricde de 30 jours et souhaiterait connaitre les points de vue de votre organisation en raison
de 'importance de votre expérience, de votre expertise et de votre réle dans la gestion des résidus de CRD. Nous vous
en avisons dés maintenant afin de faciliter la planification dans votre organisation.

Les ministres de I'environnement provinciaux, territoriaux et fédéral du Canada sont déterminés a intervenir dans leurs
champs de compétence et par i’entremise du Conseil canadien des ministres de 'environnement (CCME) pour améliorer
la réduction et le recyclage des matitres résiduelles au Canada. Le GTGMR rédige actuellement un document
d’orientation en vue d’aider les autorités compétentes A sélectionner des politiques qui contribueront & intensifier la
réduction et le détournement de certains résidus de CRD, notamment le bois, les matériaux asphaltés pour toiture et les
cloisons séches, Le document d’orientation proposé présentera différentes politiques que les autorités fédérales,
provinciales, territoriales et municipales peuvent appliquer pour favoriser la réduction ou le détournement des résidus
de CRD. ll exposera les considérations liées a la mise en aeuvre de chaque politique, présentera des études de cas et
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décrira des méthodes pour mesurer et modéliser la pr&dﬂk le détournement et la mise au rebut de différents
résidus de CRD.

Pour de plus amples renseignements, veuillez vous adresser a Jane Stewart, coordonnatrice des programmes du CCME,
Cordiales salutations,

Gordon Murphy et Patrick Kane,
Coprésidents du Groupe de travail sur la gestion des matiéres résiduelles du CCME

Jane Stewart

Programs Coordinator

Canadian Council of Ministers of the Environment
123 Main Street, Suite 360

Winnipeg, MB, R3C 1A3

Phone: 204-948-3025
Fax: 204-948-2125
jstewart@ccme.ca






