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 The Regional Municipality of Durham 
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Information Reports 

2019-INFO-28 Commissioner of Planning and Economic Development – re: Monitoring 
of Land Division Committee Decisions of the April 15, 2019 Meeting 

Early Release Reports 

There are no Early Release Reports 

Staff Correspondence 

There is no Staff Correspondence 

Durham Municipalities Correspondence 

1. Township of Brock – re: Resolution passed at their Council meeting held on May 6, 
2019, regarding reducing Litter and Waste in our Communities 

2. Township of Brock – re: Resolution passed at their Council meeting held on May 6, 
2019, supporting Durham Region’s motion with respect to the Pickering Airport 

3. Township of Brock – re: Correspondence sent to the Honourable Rod Phillips, Minister 
of the Environment, Conservation and Parks, in support of the recommendations 
contained in Report #2019-WR-6 with respect to EBR 013-4689 Reducing Litter and 
Waste in our Communities: Discussion Paper, and advising that Brock Council 
adopted a resolution requesting that the Province implement a ban on all single use 
plastics 

Other Municipalities Correspondence/Resolutions 

1. Township of Mulmur – re: Resolution passed at their Council meeting held on May 1, 
2019, regarding Ontario Library Budget cuts 

2. Township of Mulmur – re: Resolution passed at their Council meeting held on May 1, 
2019, regarding aggregates extraction and the proper management of aggregate 
resources, including recycling aggregates 
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Miscellaneous Correspondence 

1. Ganaraska Conservation Authority – re: Emailing Regional Council unapproved 
minutes of the April 18, 2019 meeting of the Full Authority of the Ganaraska Region 
Conservation Authority 

2. Durham District School Board – re: Submitting the EDC Municipal Meeting Minutes – 
May 2, 2019 

Advisory Committee Minutes 

There are no Advisory Committee Minutes 

Members of Council – Please advise the Regional Clerk at clerks@durham.ca, if you wish 
to pull an item from this CIP and include on the next regular agenda of the appropriate 
Standing Committee. Items will be added to the agenda if the Regional Clerk is advised by 
Wednesday noon the week prior to the meeting, otherwise the item will be included on the 
agenda for the next regularly scheduled meeting of the applicable Committee. 

Notice regarding collection, use and disclosure of personal information: 
Written information (either paper or electronic) that you send to Durham Regional Council 
or Committees, including home address, phone numbers and email addresses, will become 
part of the public record.  If you have any questions about the collection of information, 
please contact the Regional Clerk/Director of Legislative Services. 
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From: 
Report: 
Date: 

Commissioner of Planning and Economic Development 
#2019-INFO-28 
May 17, 2019 

Subject: 

Monitoring of Land Division Committee Decisions of the April 15, 2019 Meeting 

Recommendation: 

Receive for information 

Report: 

1. Purpose

1.1 This report summarizes decisions made by the Land Division Committee1 at its 
meeting of April 15, 2019 (see Attachment #1).  The approved applications conform 
to the Durham Regional Official Plan. No appeals are recommended. 

2. Distribution

2.1 A copy of this report will be forwarded to the Land Division Committee for its 
information. 

3. Attachments

Attachment #1: Monitoring Chart for the April 15, 2019 Meeting

1 The Regional Land Division Committee (LDC) was created by Regional Council on December 19, 1973 to 
make independent decisions on the disposition of consent applications (e.g. severance, right-of-way, lot line 
adjustment) that have been submitted to the Region for approval under the Planning Act. The Committee 
consists of eight lay-citizen members (one representing each area municipality), that are appointed by 
council for a four year term. The current Chair is Gerri Lynn O’Connor, the Township of Uxbridge’s 
representative.   The LDC meets monthly and considers approximately 150 consent applications per year. 

https://icreate7.esolutionsgroup.ca/11111068_DurhamRegion/en/regional-government/resources/Documents/Council/CIP-Reports/CIP-Reports-2019/5.-May/2019-INFO-28.pdf
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Respectfully submitted, 

Original signed by 

Brian Bridgeman, MCIP, RPP 
Commissioner of Planning and 
Economic Development 



1 
 

Attachment 1: Monitoring of Land Division Committee Decisions 
for the Meeting Date of Monday, April 15, 2019 

 

Appeal Deadline: Tuesday, May 14, 2019 

LD File 
Number Owner Location Nature of Application 

Regional 
Official Plan 

LDC 
Decision 

LD 135/2018 Bosnjak, Marko 
Bosnjak, Milica 
Kraljevic, Luka 

Pt Lot 1, Conc. Range 3 
City of Pickering 

Consent to sever a vacant 627 m2 
residential parcel of land, retaining 
a 627 m2 residential parcel of land 
with an existing dwelling to be 
demolished. 

Conforms Approved 
unanimously 

LD 029/2019 Wolff, Akiva Pt Lot 5, 6, Conc. 3 
Town of Ajax 

Consent to sever a vacant 2.009 
ha industrial parcel of land, 
retaining a vacant 2.056 ha 
industrial parcel of land. 

Conforms Approved 
unanimously 

LD 030/2019 Wolff, Akiva 
 

Pt Lot 5, 6, Conc. 3 
Town of Ajax 

Consent to grant a 0.033 ha 
access easement in favour of the 
lands to the west, retaining a 2.023 
ha vacant industrial parcel of land. 

Conforms Approved 
unanimously 

LD 031/2019 Taranagueda, 
Ousmane 

Pt Lot 10, Conc. 6 
Municipality of Clarington 

Consent to add a vacant 2,941.8 
m2 agricultural parcel of land to 
the north retaining a 7,271.9 m2 
agricultural parcel of land with an 
existing dwelling to remain. 

Conforms Approved 
unanimously 

LD 034/2019 Fleischer, Jonathan Pt Lot 3, Conc. BFC 
Municipality of Clarington 

Consent to grant a 1.203 ha 
access easement in favour of the 
lands to the south, retaining a 
29.504 ha residential parcel of 
land. 

Conforms Approved 
unanimously 
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LD File 
Number Owner Location Nature of Application 

Regional 
Official Plan 

LDC 
Decision 

LD 037/2019 Kennedy, Mike Pt lot 16, Conc. 6 
Twp. of Uxbridge 

Consent to sever a 0.92 ha farm 
related rural residential parcel of 
land with an existing dwelling, 
retaining a 29.78 ha agricultural 
parcel of land. 

Conforms Approved 

LD 038/2019 Michel, Paul Pt Lot 7, Conc. 2 
Town of Ajax 

Consent to sever a vacant 
5,285.85 m2 commercial parcel of 
land, retaining a vacant 5,831.17 
m2 commercial parcel of land. 

Conforms Approved 
unanimously 

LD 039/2019 Michel, Paul Pt Lot 7, Conc. 2 
Town of Ajax 

Consent to grant a 660 m2 
servicing and access easement in 
favour of the property to the east, 
retaining a vacant 5,170 m2 
commercial parcel of land. 

Conforms Approved 
unanimously 













May 10, 2019 

The Honourable Rod Phillips 
Minister of the Environment, Conservation and Parks 
College Park 5th Floor 
77 Bay Street 
Toronto, ON 
M7A 2J3 

Dear Honourable Sir: 

Re: Request to Ban Single Use Plastics 

The Corporation of 
The Township of Brock 

l Cameron St. E., P.O. Box 10 
Cannington, ON LOE lEO 

705-432-2355 

C.S. - LEGISI.ATl' /E Sl:TiVlCE; C,, [f} tf'.~ 

Original 

To: C- J r° 
Copy ./ 
To: ~~ ''·-:. \ ..... () ' <;. 

" 

C.C. S.C.C. File 

Take Appr. Action 

Please be advised that the Council of the Township of Brock support the recommendations of 
the Durham Region Works Committee contained in Report #2019-WR-6, a copy of which is 
enclosed, with respect to Reducing Litter and Waste in our Communities. 

I would further advise that Council adopted a resolution requesting that the Province 
implement a ban on all single use plastic. 

Should you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

Yours truly, 

THE TOWNSHIP OF BROCK 

fL Becky Jamieson v·, Clerk 

BJ : dh 

Encl. 
cc. all Durham Region Clerks 

Honourable Laurie Scott, MPP, Haliburton-Kawartha Lakes-Brock 
Jamie Schmale, MP, Haliburton-Kawartha Lakes-Brock 
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Department -
Legislative Services 

605 Rossland Rd. E. 
Level 1 
P.O. Box 623 
Whitby, ON L1 N 6A3 
Canada 

905-668-7.711 
1-800-372-1102 
Fax: 905-668-9963 
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773/19 

THIS LETTER HAS BEEN FORWARDED 
TO THE EIGHT AREA CLERKS 

April 26, 2019 

B. Jamieson 
Clerk 
Township of Brock, P.O. Box 10 
1 Cameron St. E. 
Cannington ON LOE 1 E0 

Dear Ms. Jamieson: 

Date: 26/04/2019 

Referto: jcouncil 

Action: 

Meeting Date: I 
~-==============:::: 

06/05/2019 

!Rec & Rle 

Notes: 

Copies to: 

RE: EBR 013-4689 Reducing Litter and Waste in our 
Communities: Discussion Paper (2019-WR-6), Our File: 023 

Council of the Region of Durham, at its meeting held on April 24, 2019, 
adopted the following recommendations of the Works Committee, 

"A) That the attached responses to the discussion paper questions 
(Attachment #1 to Report #2019-WR-6 of the Commissioner of 
Works) be submitted to the Ministry of the Environment, 
Conservation and Parks as the Regional Municipality of Durham's 
comments on the Reducing Litter and Waste in Our Communities: 
Discussion Paper, and 

B) That a copy of this report be forwarded to the Clerks of the Local 
Area Municipalities." 

Please find enclosed a copy of Report #2019-WR-6 for your information. 

Ralph Walton, 
Regional Clerk/Director of Legislative Services 

RW/sp 

c: S. Siopis, Commissioner of Works 

If you require this information in an accessible format, please contact 1-800-372-1102 extension 2097. 



If this information is required in an accessible format, please contact 1-800-372-1102 ext. 3540. 

To: 
From: 
Report: 
Date: 

Subject: 

The Regional Municipality of Durham 
Report 

The Works Committee 
Commissioner of Works 
#2019-WR-6 
April 3, 2019 

EBR 013-4689 Reducing Litter and Waste in our Communities: Discussion Paper 

Recommendations: 

That the Works Committee recommends to Regional Council: 

a) That the attached responses to the discussion paper questions (Attachment #1) be 
submitted to the Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks as the 
Regional Municipality of Durham's comments on the Reducing Litter and Waste in 
Our Communities: Discussion Paper; and 

b) That a copy of this report be forwarded to the Clerks of the Local Area 

Municipalities. 

Report: 

1. Purpose 

1.1 The purpose of this report is to provide a summary of the Reducing Litter and 
Waste in our Communities: Discussion Paper and to submit proposed comments 
for endorsement by Council for submission to the Ministry of the Environment, 
Conservation and Parks (MECP) during the open consultation period which ended 

on April 20, 2019 (Attachment#1). 
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2. Background 

2.1 On November 29, 2018, the MECP released "Preserving and Protecting our 
Environment for Future Generations A Made-in-Ontario Environment Plan" (Plan) 

for consultation. The Plan provides broad outlines of the environmental goals for 
air, land and water, reducing litter and waste and reducing greenhouse gas 
emissions in Ontario. 

2.2 On February 12, 2019, the MECP released a regulatory proposal document 
outlining the framework for a new Ontario regulation establishing Emission 

Performance Standards (EPS) for industrial carbon emitters. The proposal was 
released for a 45-day comment period ending March 29, 2019. Comments on this 
proposal were submitted to the MECP and provided to Council in Information 
Report #2019-INFO-13. 

2.3 On March 6, 2019, the MECP released an additional discussion paper for 

consultation "Reducing Litter and Waste in Our Communities: Discussion Paper" 
(Discussion Paper). This Discussion Paper is the second policy document outlining 
how the government intends to meet some of the commitments outlined in the 
Made-in-Ontario Environment Plan. Comments on the Discussion Paper are 
requested by April 20, 2019. 

3. Reducing Litter and Waste in Our Communities: Discussion Paper 

3.1 The consultation background and documents can be found on the Environmental 
Registry of Ontario: https://ero.ontario.ca/notice/013-4689 

3.2 The Discussion Paper is seeking feedback from stakeholders to support the 

development of policy and regulatory approaches to addressing litter and waste 
management concerns in Ontario. 

3.3 The following eight areas are the focus of the Discussion Paper: 

a) Prevent and reduce litter in neighbourhoods and parks; 
b) Increase opportunities for Ontarians to reduce waste; 
c) Make producers responsible for their waste; 
d) Reduce and divert food and organic waste; 
e) Reduce plastic waste going into landfills or waterways; 
f) Provide clear rules for compostables; 
g) Recover the value of resources; and 

h) Support competitive and sustainable end-markets. 
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3.4 Feedback questions are included on each topic. Staff have developed responses 
to the feedback questions for submission to the MECP as Regional Municipality of 
Durham (Region) comments on the Discussion Paper. The responses reflect input 
from the Solid Waste Management Division of the Works Department, as well as 

the Health Department. 

3.5 The Discussion Paper includes questions on the transition of the blue box system 
to extended producer responsibility and on the 4th R (Recovery) with a focus on 
the role and expansion of chemical and thermal treatment of wastes in Ontario. 

3.6 Staff have identified transition of the blue box to full extended producer 
responsibility as the priority for action by the MECP. Provincial support to develop 

facilities to process recyclables into raw materials for manufacturing is another key 
area for action. 

4. Conclusion 

4.1 The Regional Municipality of Durham is a leading advocate for the responsible use 
of thermal treatment of wastes that cannot be recycled and supports the formal 

adoption of Recovery of Energy as the 4th R in the waste hierarchy. 

4.2 Transition of the residential blue box program should be initiated as soon as 
possible to encourage the development of viable end markets for plastic packaging 
and the responsible use of plastic packaging by producers. 

4.3 It is recommended that the attached responses to the discussion questions be 
endorsed by Regional Council and confirmed as the Regional Municipality of 
Durham response to the Discussion Paper. To meet the consultation timing, this 
report and attachment were submitted to the Ministry of Environment, 
Conservation and Parks in advance of the April 20, 2019 deadline. The transmittal 
letter indicated the response was not yet endorsed by Regional Council and the 

Regional Clerk would inform the Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks 
of Regional Council's final decision after its April 24, 2019 meeting. 

4.4 This report has been reviewed by the Corporate Policy and Strategic Initiatives 

Division. 

4.5 For additional information, contact: Gioseph Anello. Manager Waste Planning and 
Technical Service, at 905-668-7711 , extension 3445. 
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5. Attachments 

Attachment #1 : EBR 013-4689 Reducing Litter and Waste in Our 
Communities: Discussion Paper Questions and Responses 

Respectfully submitted, 

Original signed by John Presta for: 

Susan Siopis, P.Eng. 

Commissioner of Works 

Recommended for Presentation to Committee 

Original signed by: 

Elaine C. Baxter-Trahair 

Chief Administrative Officer 



Attachment #1 to Report #2019-WR-6 

If this information is required in an accessible format, please contact 1-800-372-1102 ext. 3540 

Reducing Litter and Waste in Our Communities: Discussion Paper 
Discussion Questions and Responses 

1. Prevent and Reduce Litter in Neighbourhoods and Parks 

1 .1 How best can the province coordinate a day of action on litter? Many 
communities already host "Clean-up" days or hours around Earth Day each 
year. Ontario should consider a province-wide clean-up day or hour around 
April 22 each year and encourage participation from all sectors. Providing 
clean-up kits to residents or groups that sponsor litter removal activities 
would help promote the event. Having an alternative event in the early Fall, 
when temperatures are still warm and snow is not an issue, could also prove 
useful (as a bookend to the Spring event). Just as we " Spring Clean" our 
environment, so too could we "tuck the community in for the Winter", 
clearing litter off our community spaces before the first snowfall. Province
wide anti-litter campaigns such as the "Keep America Beautiful" campaign 
used in the United States could be effective at providing a common message 

to all Ontarians. 

1.2 What do you or your organization do to reduce litter and waste in our public 
spaces? What role should the province play to facilitate this work? As a regional 
municipality, Durham Region provides extensive education for residents on 

recycling and reducing litter at the curb from material blowing out of blue 
boxes. The Region is currently conducting a pilot project to evaluate various 
methods of reducing litter from blue boxes. Methods under evaluation 
include lids, bagging blue box material, resident education and providing 
additional containers. The Region will be reporting the results of the pilot 
study to Durham Region Council later in 2019. 

1.3 What and where are key hotspots for litter that you think should be addressed? 
Litter is frequently observed in overflowing waste receptacles in public areas 
(parks) and private businesses (outside fast food restaurants and malls). 
Many times these locations have only orie garbage can without recycling 

options. Recycling options in these locations would provide more 
containers to hold material and mirror the recycling many Ontarians do at 
home. Community mailboxes are another source of litter with residents 
leaving bulk mail at the mailbox rather than taking it home for proper 



disposal or recycling. 
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1.4 How do you think litter can best be prevented in the first place? Where is access to 

diversion and disposal particularly limited? Reducing the quantity of single-use 
items sold to consumers would greatly reduce litter. Deposit return systems 
have been highly successful in other jurisdictions at reducing the littering of 
items subject to deposit. Public space recycling opportunities are limited 
and contribute to the litter problem in Ontario. This in an area where 
producer responsibility could improve Ontarians access to diversion and 
decrease litter in our communities. 

2. Increase Opportunities for Ontarians to Reduce Waste 

2.1 How can the province best help the public participate in waste reduction and 

diversion activities? How can the province facilitate better diversion in lagging 
areas, such as multi-unit residential buildings? The Region of Durham promotes 

waste reduction among residents by hosting Re-use Days in partnership 
with charities who benefit from donated goods. Residents are encouraged 
to drop off reusable household and construction items at monthly events 

hosted by the Region from March until October each year. The province 
should take a greater leadership role in educating the public on the need for 
waste reduction - especially food waste and single use items - and options 
for diversion. Multi-unit residential building owners need incentives to work 
with residents to provide education and facilities for recycling to make it 

easy, clean and expected in the building. One reason curbside recycling is 
effective is neighbours know who is participating and positive peer pressure 
is created. Building owners/managers need a way to create positive peer 

pressure within multi-unit residential buildings to generate similar success 
levels. Successful multi-residential recycling programs include extensive 
and continual resident education and an incentive program for participation. 
This has to be driven at the building owner/management level, not by the 
municipal or private waste collector. The province can help by creating 
messaging and educational tools for use by building owners. 

2.2 What types of initiatives do you think would result in effective and real action on 

waste reduction and diversion for the IC&I sectors? Regulations requiring 
diversion in the IC&I sector are already in place in the 3Rs regulations. 
Modernizing and enforcing these existing regulations would be effective in 
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improving waste reduction and diversion in the sector. Public targets and 
annual reporting on progress towards targets and comparison of progress of 
different companies/institutions within a sector. For example, set a 
diversion target for all colleges/universities, have them report on diversion 
annually and publish an annual diversion rate for each college/university. 
Very similar to the way the municipal datacall works. 

2.3 What role do you think regulation should play in driving more waste reduction and 
diversion efforts from the IC&I sectors? Regulations should determine 
categories of material to be diverted for recycling and annual reporting 
requirements. Diversion rates should be determined and published annually. 
Extending EPR to the IC&I sector would assist in creating markets for the 
recyclable items and reduce the cost on the sector for complying. Revisions 
to the 3Rs regulations should include food waste reduction/food rescue for 
the food industry in addition to recycling paper and packaging. 

2.4 How can we get accurate information on waste reduction and diversion initiatives 
in the IC&I sectors? The annual municipal datacall administered by RPRA has 
been the source of extensive, high quality municipal recycling data for years. 
This program could easily be expanded to include IC&I reporting. 

2.5 What do you think about a province-wide program for the recovery of clothing and 

textiles? Clothing and textiles are a large contributor to the waste stream and 
a difficult to manage waste since the material must be kept dry. A province
wide program could help standardize collection methods, regulate collection 
sites (unmaintained bins that appear on the corner of many retail parking 
lots), and create a stable and expanding market for re-wearable clothes and 
scrap material. Producers of clothing should take the lead in establishing 
collection programs and encouraging participation. 

3. Make Producers Responsible for Their Waste 

3.1 How do you think the Blue Box Program could best be transitioned to full producer 
responsibility without disrupting services to Ontario households? The blue box 
regulation must set clear service standards for curbside collection that 
includes matching existing collection dates established by the municipality 
for garbage and green bin, maintaining the current acceptable items in the 
blue box and extensive resident education/customer service. 
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3.2 Should it transition directly to producer responsibility under the Resource Recovery 
and Circular Economy Act, 2016 or through a phased approach? The Blue Box 
Program should transition directly to producer responsibility through a 
Paper Products and packaging Regulation under the RRCEA. The regulation 
should establish a phase-in period during which a portion of Ontario 
municipalities are moved to full EPR annually. The phase in period should 
be no longer than 3 years. 

3.3 When do you think the transition of the Blue Box Program should be completed? 
The province should strive to complete the Blue Box transition within 3 
years to minimize the length of tim'e there is a two-tier system of some 
municipalities providing Blue Box services with taxpayer funding and some 
municipalities receiving full producer responsibility blue box services. The 
transition should start with a wind-up letter issued in 2019 with transition 
completed by late 2023 or early 2024. 

3.4 What additional materials do you think should be managed through producer 

responsibility to maximize diversion? Additional materials to consider for EPR 
include mattresses; textiles; fluorescent light bulbs and tubes; garden 
hoses; kitchen items such as pots, pans and cutlery; and furniture. 

3.5 How can we make it easier for the public to determine what should and should not 
go in the Blue Box? A standardized suite of acceptable materials should be 
developed by producers and approved by MECP as part of the transition to 

full EPR. This list should apply at home, work and public space recycling. It 
is important that this list is consistent with what is currently accepted by the 
majority of Ontario municipalities. 

3.6 How should the province implement the transition process of its existing programs 
to producer responsibility without interrupting service? Similar to the suggestions 
provided to Question 1 in this section, EPR regulations should set clear 
requirements for service standards and education then ensure they are met 
by producers. 

4. Reduce and Divert Food and Organic Waste 

4.1 What can be done to increase the safe rescue and donation of surplus food in 
Ontario? We need to create a culture of safety in what may seem to be 

unorthodox practices. Our society has become accustomed to throwing out 
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food past its Best Before date, or tossing food because it's wilted or no 
longer appears "fresh". Making food premises aware of the Ontario 
Donation of Food Act will remove a lot of the fears and around food 
donation, and encouraging ALL premises that have the capacity to receive 
food donations to do so, regardless of perceived need, will help destigmatize 
the taking of free food. Rescuing food that was otherwise destined for waste 
and donating to those in need must be the priority, but by creating a culture 
of acceptance (and by making receipt of donated food a viable and common 
practice), our communities will support each other in the diversion of food to 
a more profound level. Social enterprises such as FoodRescue.ca are 
already doing a stellar job of this: supporting it and other like-minded 
initiatives will not only get food out of the waste stream; it will show 
participants in tangible ways how their donation and receipt of food is 
making a positive impact in their community. 

4.2 What role do you think government and industry can play in raising education and 
awareness on the issue of food waste? Both government and industry can 
increase the education level of Ontarians on the financial and environmental 
cost of food waste, safe food handling practices to minimize waste, 
consistent food date labels to reduce consumer confusion over food safety, 

and the importance of participating in food waste diversion programs where 
available. We speak to the safe diversion of food in our food handler 
courses and discuss safe ways to stretch food, be it through process 
cooking, freezing, or meal planning. A partnership with our Nutrition 
program could pay dividends by creating education pieces around meal 
planning with an end goal of food diverted from waste. Not only is this cost
effective, it is often healthier than options outside of the home. 
Collaborating with industry could also extend our reach of food safety 
messaging while diverting food from waste. Things such as a "food school" 
in existing industry (grocery store locations, for example) that give concrete, 

practical tips on how to safely prepare food, extend its shelf life, use up 
leftovers, etc. could prove useful. 

4.3 Do you think the province should ban food waste? If so, how do you think a ban 
would be best developed and implemented? A food waste disposal ban could 
be beneficial in increasing food waste reduction and diversion. However, a 
food waste ban needs to consider the differences between urban and rural 
Ontario and the cost-effectiveness of disposal alternatives. 
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5. Reduce Plastic Waste Going into Landfills or Waterways 

5.1 What do you think is the most effective way to reduce the amount of plastic waste 
that ends up in our environment and waterways? The most effective way to 

reduce any amount of waste is not to generate it. Producers need to reduce 
the amount and variety of single use plastic items provided to consumers -
leadership from the federal and provincial governments in Canada is 
required to motivate producers to provide alternatives to single-use 
packaging. For plastic items that have no recycling market, recovery of 

energy via EFW is an effective way to reduce the volume of plastic waste and 
create useful energy. 

5.2 What role do you think the various levels of government should play in reducing 
plastic waste? Since plastic waste is a global issue, leadership needs to come 
from both the federal and provincial governments to set guidelines and 

requirements for plastic packaging producers on what is acceptable and not 
acceptable for providing to Canadian consumers. Local municipal voluntary 
initiatives or bans are good for raising awareness but ineffective in 

addressing the objective of reducing the plastic waste sold to consumers in 
Canada. 

5.3 Would you support and participate in shoreline and other clean-up projects to keep 
our waterways and land free of plastic waste? The Region would support 

shoreline clean-ups as a feel-good, awareness raising initiative to help 
educate consumers on the importance of embracing alternatives to single
use packaging. However, shoreline clean-ups are not the solution to plastic 
pollution in Ontario waterways, reduced or eliminated use of single-use 
packaging is the solution. 

5.4 Would a ban on single-use plastics be effective in reducing plastic waste? A 

province-wide ban on single use plastics coupled with regulations, 
guidelines and support for reusable items would be very effective in 
reducing plastic waste. 

5.5 What are your views on reducing plastic litter through initiatives such as deposit 

return programs? Deposit return programs have been very successful in other 
jurisdictions at reducing the quantity of litter of deposit items. Consideration 
of deposit return should not be limited to LCBO/beer store containers but 
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could be expanded to include all plastic beverage containers, tetra-packs 

Ouice boxes), pouches, single-use coffee cups, etc. 

6. Provide Clear Rules for Compostables 

6.1 How do you think compostable products and packaging should be managed in 
Ontario? Ontario needs to establish clear standards for compostability and 

strict requirements on advertising compostable products to avoid 
misleading claims. Coffee pods are a perfect example of an item that 
charges a premium for "compostable" products, yet none currently on the 
market meet Durham Region's timelines for true compostability (they don't 
degrade fast enough in our facilities). The onus should be on the 
manufacturer to meet the minimum required wait time in a standardized 
facility in order to label itself as a compostable product; anything less is 

fraudulent advertising. 

6.2 Should producers of compostable products and packaging be held responsible for 
the management and processing of their materials? At a minimum, producer 
responsibility requirements should be established to ensure companies are 
responsible for the end of life management of their products similar to tires, 

electronics, blue box and household hazardous waste. Alternative 
management systems such as return to retail and mail-back should also be 
considered especially in locations where compost systems do not exist or 
cannot be modified to adapt to compostable packaging. 

6.3 What role do you think standards and facility approvals should play in the proper 
management of compostable products and packaging? If the province has 
established clear standards for compostable packaging, all new or amended 
compost facility approvals should incorporate these standards to ensure the 
infrastructure exists to accommodate the compostable packaging. 

7. Recover the Value of Resources 

7 .1 What role do you think chemical recycling and thermal treatment should have in 
Ontario's approach to managing waste? Energy from waste can play an 
important role in reducing the amount of non-recyclable waste that requires 
disposal. Energy recovery should be formally adopted as the 4 th R in the 
waste reduction hierarchy after Reduce, Reuse and Recycle. 
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7.2 What types of waste materials do you think are best suited for thermal treatment? 
Energy recovery should be limited to non-recyclable materials remaining 
after diversion. Materials such as film plastic with no viable recycling 
options are good candidates for thermal treatment but thermal treatment 
should not be seen as a better alternative to reducing the use of single-use 
plastic items that are not recycled. 

7.3 How can we clearly and fairly assess the benefits and drawbacks of thermal 
treatment? Evaluate energy from waste processes for both organics and non
recyclable waste materials as green energy and offsetting GHG generation. 
An independent poll of Ontarians would determine the real public opinion on 
energy from waste initiatives. 

7.4 Are there obstacles in the current regulatory requirements and approvals 
processes that could discourage the adoption of technologies such as chemical 
recycling and thermal treatment? How can we maintain air standards and waste 

management requirements in addressing these obstacles? It is important that air 
standards for manufacturing facilities using waste as an alternative fuel are 
the same as standards for dedicated energy from waste facilities. When 
these facilities are approved, the MECP should take the lead in educating the 
public on air quality and emission standards and responding to concerns 
about air quality. The purpose and application of the A7 guidelines is not 
well understood by the public. 

7.5 How can we best work with municipalities and stakeholders to integrate new soil 
reuse rules and other best practices into operations quickly, and to continue to 
develop innovative approaches to soil reuse and management? Ontario needs 
clear requirements for testing of soil for contaminants and a hierarchy of 
reuse options based on the testing results. The policy objective of keeping 
clean areas clean can be met while still allowing reuse of soil at other 
industrial sites. 

8. Support Competitive and Sustainable End-Markets 

8.1 What changes to the approvals process do you think would best facilitate a 
reduction in waste going to landfills? Expansion of the EASR approvals for well 
understood and low-risk activities could increase opportunities for 
diversion. Also review of Reg. 347 requirements and definitions of waste 
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could make it easier to re-use materials in manufacturing facilities. The 
current regulation language is cumbersome and difficult to interpret and 
continues to place many regulatory obstacles for reusing material. 

8.2 What type of end-markets for resources from waste do you think Ontario is best 
positioned for? Ontario is well positioned to use recyclable materials to 
replace natural resource use such as plastics as lumber replacements and 

using glass/EFW ash as construction materials. 

8.3 How do you think municipalities should be given more of a say in the landfill 
approvals process? Municipalities should determine how waste is managed 
within their municipal boundaries. If a municipality is shipping waste out of 
its boundaries for disposal, then it should also be willing to accept waste 

from other municipalities. 
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