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cc:
Subj ect : Sewage Treatnent Pl ant
Expansi on..where is the vision?

Dear M. Hashid, Mayor Ml val e and Council ors:

I am concerned that the planning targets for the expansion of the sewage
treatment west of Third Line have not had full and conplete direction from
either the Regional or Gakville Town Council. It seems, fromwhat | have
read, that design paranmeters have not been clearly given to the designers.
The huge increase in capacity should certainly be a trigger to look into

t he

detail s.

VWhat are the operational contingency plans? Are councilors aware, for
exanpl e, that the mmssive sewage treatnent in east end Montreal (7.5
mllion

cubic meters /day) had to di scharge raw sewage into the river for a period
of 4 or 5 days because of a "process upset". The sane occurred in W nnipeg
for 2 days due to a "m stake" with the operation of a valve. Wat would the
approxi nate 150,000 cubic neters of raw sewage fromthe proposed M d-Halton
facility do to the | ake and the shore Iine? What are our contingency plans?
Are we good stewards of Lake Ontario?

The fact that sewage needs treatnent cannot be ignored. Wiy are we
apparently prepared to accept |ess than the best possible standards for
sewage treatment? This limted vieww Il mss an opportunity to deal with
t he consequences of growh wi thout continuing to degrade the quality of the
water in Lake Ontario. It costs nobney but at |east we would know we did our
best to be responsible. | sinply do not want to pass this problemon to ny
chil dren.
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I have no special expertise in waste water treatment but there at |east two
conpani es Zenon and WABAG (in Austria) who have | eading technology to treat
and purify raw sewage. The web site for WABAG i s jww. wabag. com Their

t echnol ogi es do not require nmassive doses of chlorine or other chem cals.
This is the standard now required in nost of Europe. | was inforned by ny
busi ness contacts in Austria and Switzerland that the hi ghest standards of
treatment are used there. They report that virtually all of their |akes are

still of drinking water quality because of the insistence on high treatnent
standards and best practices.
So | ask; "Wiy not here in Gakville?" Wat's our reason for settling for

|l ess? Did Council direct the engineers to use only the best practices and
did you set the highest international standards of treatment? If not why
not ?

Yours Truly,

Kei t h Pomer oy

1262 Pl ayter Pl ace
Oakville, Ontario
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