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 Introduction 

The Amherst Island waste disposal site (WDS), located at 145 Dump Road, operates 
under Provisional Certificate of Approval (C of A) No. A710121. The C of A was issued 
by the Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP(1)) is dated March 
14, 1997, and was amended October 13, 2000, and November 10, 2006.  
 
Malroz Engineering Inc. (Malroz) was retained by Loyalist Township (the Township) to 
assist the municipality in fulfilling the annual monitoring and reporting requirements of 
the C of A (see Appendix A).   
 

 Purpose of Report 
 

This 2025 report fulfills the annual reporting requirement for the Amherst Island WDS 
including: 

 

• delineation of the existing limits of the fill area of the disposal site; 

• quantity of wastes received and deposited on to the site; 

• remaining site capacity;  

• conformance with D&O plan; 

• operational problems encountered and/or complaints received and remedial 
actions taken; 

• the status of monitoring wells and their conformance with O. Reg. 903/90; 

• monitoring program results, data interpretation and recommendations;  

• groundwater and surface water monitoring and sampling, at locations 
predetermined by the C of A (see Appendix A) and later revised in accordance 
with MECP correspondence;  

• monitoring program results, data interpretation and recommendations; and  

• waste deposit locations for the next 12-month period.  
 

 Background 

The Amherst Island WDS has been in operation since circa 1964 and operates under 
Provisional C of A No. A710121, issued on March 14, 1997 and amended on October 
13, 2000, to correct an error regarding approved fill area. A subsequent amendment was 
obtained on November 10, 2006 to revise the annual reporting submission date to April 
30 of each year and to recognize CAZ property.    
  
The Township has acquired groundwater water rights to approximately 4.2 ha of lands 
located to the east of the WDS which serves as a Contaminant Attenuation Zone (CAZ).   

 
(1)  Changes to the name of the Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP) have 

occurred since the Ministry was founded in 1972. This report inclusively refers to the current name, and 
previous names, including Ministry of the Environment (MOE) and Ministry of the Environment and 
Climate Change (MOECC), by the acronym MECP. 
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Historical documents referenced in preparation of this report have included Annual 
Reports prepared by TSH/AECOM, Hydroterra, and Malroz for the 1996 through 2024 
period. 
 
Previous reports have not identified ongoing exceedances of the MECP(2) B-7 
Reasonable Use Guideline at the WDS. The 2024 Annual Report for the WDS (Malroz, 
2025), estimated that the WDS had capacity to service the residents of Amherst Island 
for between 16 and 36 years based on the maximum and average historic fill rates, 
respectively. 
 
The site, geologic, and hydrogeological setting of the WDS and surrounding was 
described in 1996 by Malroz Engineering Inc.(3) and is summarized in the subsections 
which follow. 
 

 Site Setting 

The WDS is located at 145 Dump Road, approximately 2 kilometers west of the Hamlet 
of Stella, on Amherst Island. The WDS comprises an area of approximately 13 ha, 
including approximately 4.2 ha of CAZ (see Figure 1, Appendix B).  
 
Properties located adjacent to the landfill are used for agricultural purposes. The nearest 
residences are located approximately 200 m north of the WDS, across Front Road. 
 
The WDS is bordered by fences along the north, south and east sides of the site. Fallow 
agricultural lands border the WDS to the west.  
 

 Geologic Setting 

Geology of the area is characterized as a tight, flat lying limestone, interbedded with 
regular thin shale partings to depths greater than 50 metres. Evaporitic minerals occur 
within the limestone lithology. The limestone is overlain by a thin veneer of silty clay soils 
averaging less than one metre in thickness. A cross section summarizing the conceptual 
understanding of the geologic setting and copies of borehole logs from previous 
investigations are provided in Appendix C. 
 

 Hydrogeological Setting 

Groundwater quantity and quality in the study area is poor. A survey (1996) of existing 
and potential groundwater users within a 1-kilometre radius of the waste disposal site 
indicated no groundwater use for residential or agricultural purposes. The main reasons 
cited were low yields and poor water quality. The primary source of water in the area is 
shore wells. 
 
The hydrogeology of the site can be divided hydro-stratigraphically into a lower and an 
upper regime. The lower regime is controlled by tight bedrock conditions and behaves 

 
(2)  Changes to the name of the Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks have occurred since 

the Ministry was founded in 1972. This report inclusively refers to the current name, and previous 
names, including Ministry of the Environment (MOE) and Ministry of the Environment and Climate 
Change (MOECC), by the acronym MECP. 

(3) Malroz Engineering Inc. February 1996, Hydrogeologic Study, Prepared for The Township of Amherst 
Island 



Loyalist Township, Amherst Island WDS  Page 3 
2025 Annual Development, Operations, and Monitoring Report File: 061-232.00 

Malroz Engineering Inc. 

as an aquitard with hydraulic conductivities less than 10-7 centimetres per second(3). The 
upper regime, controlled by overburden, shallow bedrock fractures, and surface 
topography, behaves as an unconfined aquifer. Hydraulic conductivities for the upper 
regime were variable, ranging from less than 10-7 to 10-4 centimetres per second(3).  
 
The inferred direction of groundwater flow was north towards Lake Ontario. The 
calculated horizontal hydraulic gradient in the study area was 4 percent. Insufficient data 
was available to calculate the vertical gradient. The upper regime was identified as being 
most likely to be impacted by leachate. 
 

 Water Chemistry 

A network of 24 surface water and groundwater sampling points was previously used to 
evaluate water chemistry near the WDS. The groundwater chemistry of the site is 
complex due to dissolution of substances from the tight limestone bedrock.  
 
Chemistry from sampling points proximal to the WDS and in the upper hydro-
stratigraphic regime indicated elevated inorganic substances such as chloride, however, 
these concentrations were interpreted to be the result of dissolution from bedrock, 
because other parameters, typically associated with landfill leachate, such as COD and 
BOD were not present at significant concentrations. Similar chemistry was observed in 
the other sampling locations including the surface water location immediately 
downstream from the waste disposal site.  
 
Malroz interpreted that leachate had not migrated off-site at concentrations significantly 
above background concentrations, although high background concentrations of certain 
substances and the fractured bedrock setting could mask leachate movement. Further 
discussion of the chemistry was provided in the 1996 Hydrogeological Study(3). 
Statistical analyses of historical chemistry are included in Appendix D. 
 

 MECP Correspondence 

No MECP correspondence with respect to the Amherst Island WDS was provided to 
Malroz in 2025. 
 

 Report On Development and Operations Plan 

In accordance with the WDS C of A, the Site is actively landfilling solid non-hazardous 
waste. The WDS also accepts recycling materials, large electric appliances, and metals 
for bulking and subsequent transfer off-site. No liquid industrial or hazardous wastes are 
accepted.  
 

 Service Area and Population 

In 2021 (most recently available census data), the WDS served a local population of 435 
year round(4) residents, that is estimated to double seasonally. Significant population 
increases are not expected on the basis of past growth rates. Land use activities on the 
island are primarily residential and agricultural, with a minor commercial component 

 
(4)  Statistics Canada. 2021. Loyalist TP [Census Subdivision] Ontario and Canada. Census Profile. 2021 

Census. Statistics Canada Catalogue no. 98-316- X2021001. Ottawa. Released February 9, 2022.  
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including retail, and bed and breakfast establishments. The population serviced by the 
WDS in 2025 was estimated by Loyalist Township to be approximately 450. 
 

 Site Access  

The WDS is accessed from Dump Road.  Access is controlled by a locked gate and 
restricted to posted times.   
 

 Phasing of Site Usage 

Previous reports for the WDS identify two phases of waste filling. Active filling is 
currently occurring within Phase 1 (Part C), located within the northwestern portion of 
the licensed fill area (see Figure 2, Appendix B).   
 
Once Phase 1 approaches its licensed capacity, filling of Phase 2 may be considered. 
The ECA notes that development of Phase 2 of the WDS shall not take place until 
appropriate studies are undertaken to demonstrate that the current operations are not 
causing adverse impact to the environment, and that the studies shall be to the 
satisfaction of the Regional Director. 
 

 Site Operation 

The Amherst Island WDS continues to be a well-operated facility. During 2025, 
operation of the WDS remained in general compliance with its C of A and D&O Plan.   
 
No problems requiring modifications from standard operational practices were 
experienced at the site. No vermin or vector outbreaks were reported. No public 
complaints concerning adverse impacts from the WDS were received. Township staff 
reported that no loads of waste were refused in 2025.    
 
According to previous reports, a minor amount of waste has exceeded the final 
approved contour elevations due to the northern slope exceeding the 4 to 1 ratio 
identified in the D&O plan. Regrading and a slope adjustment will be required at the time 
final cover is applied to the landfill.   
 
Historically, waste received at the WDS was deposited in a berm with heights in excess 
of 3 metres along the northern boundary of the site (Phase 1- Part A). In 2025, received 
waste was evenly distributed and compacted across the western portion of the Phase 1 
area (Part C) in a progressive manner. Waste will reportedly continue to be placed within 
Part C in 2026 (see active fill area, Figure 2). 
 
The WDS received only household, commercial and municipal wastes. Curbside waste 
collection is not undertaken on Amherst Island and waste is dropped off by citizens 
during posted hours of operation. An attendant was present during open hours to direct 
the deposit of waste. Solid waste accepted for disposal at the site was not weighed, 
however, the number of bags received are recorded by the attendant.   
 
  



Loyalist Township, Amherst Island WDS  Page 5 
2025 Annual Development, Operations, and Monitoring Report File: 061-232.00 

Malroz Engineering Inc. 

4.4.1 Waste Diversion 

The recycling depot established at the WDS continued to divert material from the landfill 
in 2025. The hours of operation for the recycling depot are the same hours as those for 
the landfill.   
 
Areas for diversion of recyclable materials have been established separate from the 
active fill area. Typical recyclables include blue box materials, scrap metals, and tires.  
 
 
Collection and reporting of blue box materials transitioned from the responsibility of the 
Township July 1, 2025 due to the Province-wide implementation of a producer 
responsibility model for waste diversion, which included implementation of new recycling 
bins and a change in recycling bin layout at the WDS (see Appendix E). As of July 1, 
2025, Emterra hauls recyclables from the WDS. 

 
Information on the Township’s recycling and waste management practices, including the 
recycling transition beginning on July 1, 2025, as shown on the Township’s website, is 
provided in Appendix E for reference. 
 

 Record Keeping 

Daily records of waste materials received at the WDS were maintained by the Township 
and summarized weekly. An annual summary of the daily records from 2017 to end of 
2025 is provided in the table below. 

 

Year Domestic 
(bags) 

Ferry 
(bags) 

Roads 
Garage 
(bags) 

Park 
(bags) 

Fire Hall  
(bags) 

Total Bags Tires 
(#) 

2017 4,089 218 40 58 10 4,415 13 

2018 5,034 228 49 58 6 5,375 12 

2019 5,055 236 53 50 18 5,412 10 

2020 5,104 183 48 55 5 5,395 11 

2021 6,030 164 51 90 17 6,352 53 

2022 5,997 133 44 59 8 6,241 47 

2023 6,091 43 39 91 9 6,273 41 

2024 6,031 2 35 77 36 6,181 70 

2025 6,655 0 42 88 12 6,797 36 
Note: annual summary data prior to 2017 not previously reported.  

        
Data Input: RG 
Data Check: ZL 

 
A comparison of the attendant records from 2025 and those reported in the 2024 D&O 
report indicate an approximate 10% increase in the total bags of refuse received at the 
WDS in 2024.   
 

 Remaining Site Capacity and Financial Reporting 

Historic fill rates and average annual usage were presented in the 2016 Annual Report 
prepared by AECOM. AECOM reported that since 1998, the site had used an average of 
288 m3 of capacity per year. AECOM reported that 9,276 m3 of capacity remained in 
Phase 1 and 4,800 m3 remained in Phase 2 at in the end of 2016. This remaining 
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capacity has been relied upon by Malroz to determine remaining capacity based on a 
survey of annual fill rates in the active fill area since 2016.  
 
GeoOptic was retained by the Township to conduct an aerial survey of the WDS 
property utilizing an unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV) in November 2025. In addition to the 
aerial survey Malroz conducted a capacity survey using a Trimble R10 GNSS system in 
December 2025, to survey the change in volume of the active fill area at the WDS.  
 
Malroz is working with the Township to re-evaluate the total waste disposal site capacity 
remaining using the 2025 drone survey data and supplemental survey data collected by 
Malroz to determine the differential between approved final elevations and existing 
elevations across the site. It is anticipated that this will provide a more representative 
understanding of the volume remaining as it will better capture potential increases in 
available capacity due to settlement of waste in areas that have not been used for a 
period of time. 
 
Results of the December 2025 survey and past surveys conducted by Malroz and 
AECOM have been tabulated below. Deposited volumes are subject to inherent errors 
associated with surveying uneven surfaces such as waste faces.   

 

Date 
Months 
Preceding 
Survey 

Site Usage 
(m3) 

Average 
Annual Usage 
(m3/yr) 

Estimated 
Remaining 
Capacity (m3) 

Dec-98 -- -- -- 19,242 

Apr-00 16 450 450 18,792 

Mar-01 11 500 475 18,292 

Dec-01 9 200 383 18,092 

Nov-02 11 292 361 17,800 

Nov-03 12 320 352 17,480 

Nov-04 12 350 352 17,130 

Oct-05 11 370 355 16,760 

Nov-06 13 270 344 16,490 

Oct-07 11 150 322 16,340 

Nov-08 13 460 336 15,880 

Sep-09 10 260 329 15,620 

Sep-10 12 350 331 15,270 

Oct-11 13 240 324 15,030 

Nov-12 13 260 319 14,770 

Dec-13 13 180 310 14,590 

Dec-14 12 140 300 14,450 

Dec-15 12 230 295 14,220 

Dec-16 12 144 287 14,076 

Dec-17 12 515 (292) 299 13,561 

Dec-18 12 515 310 13,046 

Dec-19 12 377 316 12,669 
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Dec-20 12 204 308 12,465 

Dec-21 12 657 323 11,808 

Dec-22 12 314 323 11,494 

Dec-23 12 126 315 11,368 

Jan-25 13 445 320 10,923 

Dec-25 11 172 307 10,751 

Notes:     

Data prior to December 2017 provided by AECOM Input: RG 

Brackets denote superseded quantity  Checked: ZL 

Average annual usage is based on dataset from 2000-2025. 

 
Based on the historic data and our survey in December 2025, an estimated total of 
10,751 m3 of capacity remains at the WDS. 
 
The 2016 AECOM report discussed waste generation and used a projected 440 m3/year 
to calculate life span; however, WDS use rates have been lower than that since 2009 (with 
the exception of 2017, 2018, 2021, and 2024).  
 
Using the maximum fill rate (657 m3) observed at the site between 2000 and 2025, 
Malroz estimates that the minimum anticipated lifespan of the landfill is 16 years; 
assuming that the MECP permits the development of Phase 2. Should permission not be 
granted to develop Phase 2, the minimum anticipated lifespan in Phase 1 based on the 
historical maximum rate, is approximately 9 years.  
 
Using the observed average annual fill rate of 307 m3/year for the 2000 to 2025 period, 
Malroz anticipates that the lifespan of the landfill could extend as long as 35 years; 
assuming that Phase 2 is developed. Should Phase 2 not be developed, the anticipated 
maximum lifespan based on the current average fill rate is approximately 19 years.  
 
As a component of the remaining capacity and WDS lifespan estimates, Loyalist 
Township requested that Malroz provide estimates of landfill closure and post-closure 
costs to support preparation of annual financial statements. A summary of estimated 
closure costs was provided in a March 14, 2025, email to Township staff (Loyalist Staff, 
Technical Supervisor). These estimates are summarized below and are based on a 
number of assumptions and limitations which are further described in the 
aforementioned transmittal.  
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 Item Phase 1 Phase 2 

 Total Site Area 12.982 

 Approved Area of Waste Disposal (ha) 0.8 ha 0.43 ha 

 Total Approved Area of Waste Disposal (ha) 1.225 

 Current Area of Waste Disposal (ha) 1.152 

 Total Site Capacity Including Final Cover (m3) 30,200 14,300 

 Allowance for Final Cover (m3) 6,000 3,200 

 Total Site Capacity Less Final Cover (m3) 24,200 11,100 

 Capacity Used to Date (m3) 18,249 6,300 

 Remaining Capacity for Waste Disposal (m3) 5,951 4,800 

 Total Remaining Capacity (m3) 10,751 

 Minimum Anticipated Lifespan [1] 9 7 

 Anticipated Lifespan [2] 19 16 

 Total Minimum Anticipated Lifespan 16 

 Total Anticipated Lifespan 35 

 Estimated Closure Cost (2025 Dollars) $442,000 $256,000 

 Estimated Post Closure Monitoring Cost (2025 Dollars) $11,350 

 Estimated Post Closure Annual Maintenance (2025 Dollars) $1,600 

    

 

Closure, monitoring, and maintenance costs based on estimates provided in an 
email to Loyalist Staff, Technical Supervisor dated March 14, 2025. 

Input: RG 
Checked: ZL  

[1] based on remaining capacity and maximum historic fill rate observed since 
2000. 

 

[2] based on an average fill rate since 2000.  
 

A full review of closure costs should be conducted at least 10 years prior to closure and 
include obtaining quotes for services and materials required for closure, to refine the 
closure cost estimates.  
 

 Groundwater Monitoring and Sampling 

Malroz followed the groundwater program as specified in the C of A (i.e. 1996 Malroz 
Waste Disposal Site Development and Operations Plan) with the following variations: 

• trigger mechanism analysis was discontinued in October 2010, as requested by 
MECP, and Guideline B-7 (formerly called the Reasonable Use Policy) was 
applied,  

• the suite of groundwater analyses was changed to Schedule 5, Column 2 of the 
MECP Landfill Standards(5) and amended to include manganese, TKN, 
potassium, and hardness (MECP letter dated February 26, 2010),  

 
(5) Ministry of the Environment, June 2010, Landfill Standards: A Guideline on the Regulatory and 

Approval Requirements for New and Expanding Landfilling Sites.  
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• analyses for un-ionized ammonia (calculation based on total ammonia and field 
parameters), DO (field parameter), ORP (field parameter), and turbidity (field 
parameter) were included, and  

• groundwater samples collected for analyses of metals were field filtered. 

 
Groundwater sampling was conducted on May 16 and November 6, 2025. The 
groundwater program is summarized in Table 1, Appendix D.  

 
 Well Inspection 

The general condition of each well was assessed during the monitoring program before 
sampling. This included inspecting the casing, piezometer and visible well seal, and 
noting if the well was properly secured and capped. The results of the well inspection 
are summarized in Table 2, Appendix D.  
 
Monitoring wells were generally observed to be in fair or good condition. The hinge on 
the protective monument casing at MW-8a was observed to be broken and should be 
considered for repair. MW-8a is located within the fenced portion of the waste disposal 
site and remains secured from public access. The j-plug at MW-TP3 was observed to be 
damaged during the May 16 monitoring and sampling event and consequently was 
replaced.  
 
Results of the 2025 groundwater and surface water, monitoring and sampling programs 
are described in the subsections which follow.  
 

 Methane Gas Monitoring 

Methane gas was measured in each of the monitoring wells during each groundwater 
monitoring and sampling event (i.e. May and November, 2025) using measurements 
from a combustible gas indicator with a methane elimination switch. Methane 
concentrations are the difference in concentration between full gas response and 
methane elimination response. Methane concentrations are presented in Table 3 
Appendix D.  
 
Methane concentrations were below the detection limit of the instrument at each 
monitoring well with the exception of monitoring wells MW-TP2 and BH5 during the May 
2025 event and monitoring well MW-TP1 during the November 2025 event (see Figure 
3, Appendix B). BH5 had a measurable concentration of 2% of the lower explosive limit 
(LEL), and MW-TP1 and MW-TP2 reported measurable concentrations of less than 1% 
LEL. These concentrations are considered relatively low and are generally consistent 
with historically reported observations.  
 
Methane is a byproduct of anaerobic decomposition of organic compounds. Therefore, 
despite the relatively low methane concentrations observed during well monitoring, 
caution should be exercised when undertaking work within the fill area as methane gas 
may accumulate within the waste mound and adjacent areas. Malroz did not identify 
measurable methane concentrations in the ambient air during well monitoring.  
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 Groundwater Flow Direction 

Depth to groundwater measurements were collected from each well during the May and 
November groundwater sampling events in 2025.  
 
Groundwater elevations were calculated using survey data collected by Malroz on 
November 6, 2025. We have historically referenced a survey completed by AECOM 
which established monitoring well top of pipe (TOP) elevations based on a site 
benchmark. Malroz surveyed the TOP of each monitoring well using a Trimble R10 
Global Navigation Satellite System (GNSS) survey system connected to the Can-Net 
Virtual Reference Station network to determine an elevation with respect to metres 
above sea level (masl).  
 
Consistent with past results, the inferred direction of shallow and bedrock groundwater 
flow was generally north-northwest (relative to true north) towards Kerr Bay as depicted 
in Figures 3 and 4 (Appendix B), respectively. These results are consistent with previous 
findings.  
 

 Groundwater Chemistry 

Groundwater sampling was completed at monitoring wells inferred to represent 
background (MW-7a), landfill leachate impacted (MW-8a) and downgradient (MW-1a, 
MW-2a, MW-TP4) locations (see Figure 3, Appendix B). Groundwater samples were 
submitted to an accredited laboratory for analyses as summarized in Table 4, Appendix 
D.  
 
Monitoring well monitoring well MW-TP4 was observed to be dry during the November 
sampling event. 

5.4.1 Compliance Criteria 

Results of the groundwater monitoring and sampling program are compared to the 
Ontario Drinking Water Standards (ODWS) for references purposes only as groundwater 
in the vicinity of the WDS is not used for potable purposes as previously described (see 
Section 2.3). The B-7 Reasonable Use Policy is used to evaluate groundwater in 
accordance with the WDS trigger mechanism as further described in Section 5.6.  
 
5.4.2 Groundwater Chemistry Evaluation 

Groundwater chemistry results from the 2025 sampling events were compared to the 
Ontario Drinking Water Standards and Guidelines (ODWS) and are presented in Table 
4, Appendix D. Concentrations were compared to the ODWS for reference purposes 
only. Exceedances of the ODWS are summarized below: 
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With the exception of nitrate, exceedances of the ODWS were limited to parameters with 
an aesthetic objective or operational guideline and not representing a health risk 
according to the MECP. The concentration of nitrate exceeded the health based ODWS 
at MW-8a during the May groundwater sampling event; however, met the ODWS during 
the November groundwater sampling event and was nearly two orders of magnitude less 
than the ODWS.  
 
Parameters exceeding the ODWS were within historic range of concentrations at each 
location (see Table 5, Appendix D) with the exception of chloride and TDS at MW-1a in 
November. 
 
The exceedances of hardness ODWS at the monitoring wells that were sampled 
(including background) are characteristic of the regional groundwater quality, and 
consistent with our conceptual understanding of the site.  
 
Assessed parameters that met the ODWS, or do not have an ODWS, were within the 
historical ranges of concentrations at each location with the following exceptions:  

• historically high concentrations of sodium and conductivity at MW-1a during the 
November groundwater sampling event;  

• a historically low concentration of alkalinity at MW-2a during the November 
groundwater sampling event;  

• historically high concentrations of sodium, chloride and conductivity at MW-7a 
during the November groundwater sampling event;  

• a historically high concentration of sulphate at MW-8a during the November 
sampling event; and  

• historically high concentrations of manganese and chemical oxygen demand at 
MW-TP4 during the May sampling event.  
 

The summer and early fall of 2025 was characterized by atypically low volumes of 
precipitation which may have contributed to observed historically high concentrations at 
several locations during the November groundwater sampling event. Groundwater 
results should continue to be evaluated for emergent trends following completion of the 
groundwater sampling program in 2026. 
  
Historically a sub-set of the available leachate indicating parameters (LIPs) including 
ammonia, conductivity, sulphate, iron, and boron have been used to evaluate leachate 

Parameter May November 
Hardness all sampled wells all sampled wells  

Alkalinity MW-8a MW-8a 

Manganese MW-1a, MW-2a, MW-8a MW-8a 

DOC MW-1a, MW-TP4 MW-8a 

TDS MW-8a all sampled wells 

Chloride none MW-1a, MW-2a 

Nitrate MW-8a none 
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migration in groundwater. Elevated concentrations (relative to background) of the subset 
LIPs have historically been reported at monitoring well MW-8a which is consistent with 
its location proximal to, and downgradient of, the fill area.  

• Concentrations of the subset LIPs at monitoring wells MW-1a, MW-2a, MW-TP4, 
and MW-7a were generally lower than those reported at MW-8a in 2025.  

• Concentration of the subset LIPs at MW-1a (trigger well) were generally higher 
than MW-7a (background monitoring well) during both sampling events.  

• Concentrations of the subset LIPs at MW-2a, were variably higher or lower than 
background with the exception of conductivity, sulphate and iron which were 
consistently higher at MW-2a than background during each sampling event. 

• Concentrations of the subset LIPs at MW-TP4, were higher than background 
during the May event; as previously noted MW-TP4 had insufficient groundwater 
to sample during the November sampling event. 
 

The results suggests that there are some weak leachate impacts at monitoring wells 
MW-1a, MW-2a, and MW-TP4 which is consistent with previous findings.  
 
Groundwater compliance at the WDS is evaluated through a trigger mechanism at MW-
1a, which incorporates Guideline B-7 and is discussed further in Section 5.6. 
 

 Groundwater Quality Trends 

Groundwater quality trends of historic chemistry have been graphed for five LIPs: 
ammonia, conductivity, iron, boron, and sulphate (Appendix F). Trends have also been 
tracked for chloride. Chloride is not considered a LIP at the WDS given that there does 
not appear to be a trend linked to leachate, and that observed concentrations appear to 
be related to the geological setting and/or local road salting. However, because chloride 
is a conservative indicator of leachate migration and formation geochemistry we 
continue to evaluate chloride trends for changes. As discussed in Section 5.4.2, the 
concentration of chloride at MW-1a represented a historical maximum during the 
November sampling event.  
 
Concentrations of the other listed LIPs were within the historic range of results for each 
location in 2025, apart from conductivity at MW-1a and MW-7a, and sulphate at MW-8a. 
However, the elevated concentrations of these parameters do not appear to be 
connected to a pattern of upward trending concentrations (e.g. consecutive sampling 
results representing historic maximums) based on the presently available data.  
 
Groundwater results should continue to be evaluated for emergent trends following 
completion of the groundwater sampling program in 2026. 
 

 Groundwater Trigger Mechanism 

MOEE Guideline B-7 “incorporation of the reasonable use concept into MOEE 
groundwater management activities” (formerly known as the Reasonable Use Policy 
(RUP)) establishes the basis for determining the reasonable use of groundwater on 
property adjacent to sources of contaminants and for determining the levels of 
contaminant discharges considered acceptable by the Ministry. 
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Malroz previously discussed the application of Guideline B-7 to this site and concluded 
that since leachate had not been identified at or beyond the WDS property extents, the 
degradation potential of the groundwater could not be calculated. Malroz went on to 
evaluate the existing and potential uses of groundwater in the area and concluded that 
groundwater was not currently used for potable purposes, nor was it expected to be 
used in the future due to low yields and poor quality. Shore wells were the primary 
source of water supply for the area and were likely to remain the primary source of water 
for the future.  
  
On June 5, 2003, the MECP insisted that Guideline B-7 be applied to the site to provide 
consistency across the province. The MECP did recognize the unique circumstances 
pertaining to the site: naturally salty wells masking evaluation of typical leachate 
indicators, groundwater not used for potable purposes, and no background chemistry 
due to tight bedrock conditions.  
 
During a meeting on October 29, 2008, between the MECP, the Township, and Malroz, 
it was agreed that the MOEE Guideline B-7 reasonable use concept (also commonly 
referred to as the reasonable use policy (RUP)) would be applied to the site, and 
procedure B-7-1 would be used to determine reasonable use concentrations that would 
be applied to a mutually agreed to “trigger well” for the purpose of establishing a site 
trigger mechanism. The application of Guideline B-7 and development of the trigger 
mechanism was discussed in the 2003 Annual Report and updated in 2008.  
 
Attempts were previously made to obtain permission to install an additional monitoring 
well in the farm field between the WDS and MW-7a. The Township owns the water rights 
beneath the farm field, and the intent was to develop a trigger well at this location. The 
well was not installed due to the objections of the property owner. As a result, MW-1a 
continues to be used as the interim trigger well. MW-1a is located downgradient of the 
active fill area and is halfway between the licensed fill area and the north edge of the 
WDS property boundary. The property boundaries of the landfill and CAZ are indicated 
on Figure 1, Appendix B.  
 
Procedure B-7-1 was used to calculate maximum acceptable contaminant 
concentrations (reasonable use concentrations) for the previously established trigger 
mechanism parameters chloride (141 mg/L), sodium (110 mg/L), iron (0.16 mg/L), TDS 
(465 mg/L), and boron (1.29 mg/L).   
 
Concentrations of trigger mechanism parameters chloride and TDS exceeded the 
reasonable use concentrations at the trigger well (MW-1a) during the fall sampling 
event. The concentration of both parameters exceeded the historical range of results, 
indicating new maximums. Dry conditions have historically been intermittently 
encountered during the fall event at MW-1a and the summer and early fall of 2025 were 
characterized by atypically low volumes of precipitation. Therefore, environmental 
conditions during the fall groundwater sampling event, relative to the spring event, may 
have influenced the reported historic highs for these parameters. As noted in Section 
5.4, several monitoring wells reported higher than typical concentrations of one or more 
parameters.  
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As summarized in our prior annual report (Malroz, 2025), a trigger exceedance was 
reported for TDS during the spring sampling event at MW-1a in 2024; and MW-1a was 
dry during the fall event. TDS met the trigger concentration at MW-1a during the spring 
2025 sampling event. Therefore, exceedances of the trigger mechanism for TDS are not 
consistent.   
 
Results of groundwater sampling at MW-7a, located to the north of Front Road and 
downgradient of the trigger well did not report concentrations of the LIPs outside of the 
historical range in 2025, apart from conductivity during the fall event. Concentrations of 
the trigger mechanism and reasonable use concentrations should continue to be 
evaluated in 2026 to determine if the 2025 chloride and TDS result from the fall sampling 
event were anomalous or indicative of an emerging trend.  
 
Caution should be exercised in applying Guideline B-7 to this site. The site has complex 
chemistry, and naturally high background concentrations of typical landfill indicators are 
found as a result of the evaporitic minerals in the area.  
 

 Surface Water Monitoring and Sampling 

The surface water program was conducted on May 16 and November 6, 2025. The 
scope of the program is summarized in Table 6, Appendix D.  
 
Malroz followed the surface water program as specified in the C of A with the following 
variations: 

• The suite of analyses was changed to Schedule 5, Column 4 of the MECP 
Landfill Standards(3) as recommended in the 2008 annual report. 

• Further to an MECP memorandum (February 26, 2010), when sufficient flow 
permits, surface water location SW-DD is replaced by SW-DP to assess potential 
leachate impacted groundwater discharging to the ditch near the property line.   

• Surface water station SW-DP was observed to have dry conditions during the 
May sampling event.  

• Surface water stations SW-DU and SW-DP were observed to have dry conditions 
during the November sampling event.  

 
 Surface Water Observations and Flow 

Surface water monitoring is completed at stations established in a shallow drainage 
ditch runs along the east side of the WDS and flows north-northwest (relative to site 
north) along Dump Road towards Kerr Bay (Figures 3 and 4, Appendix B). Surface water 
station SW-DD is located downgradient of the WDS and surface water station SW-DU is 
located upgradient of the WDS. At the MECP’s request, the surface water program was 
amended in November 2010 to include an alternate downstream surface water 
monitoring station (SW-DP) when sufficient flow is present. Surface water station SW-
DP is located northwest (further downgradient) of surface water station SW-DD, near 
Front Road and is referenced as the “near property line” surface water station.  
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Surface water monitoring and sampling was conducted on May 16 (spring) and 
November 6 (fall), 2025. Surface water monitoring and sampling dates were chosen to 
follow rainfall events to increase the likelihood that viable samples would be collectable.  
 
During the spring sampling event, dry conditions were observed at alternate 
downgradient station SW-DP, and lentic conditions were observed at upgradient station 
SW-DU. Ditch discharge could not be calculated at surface water station SW-DU due to 
lentic conditions. Lotic conditions were observed at the downgradient station SW-DD, 
resulting in a calculated ditch discharge rate of approximately 0.9 L/s at this location 
during the spring event. 
 
During the fall sampling event, dry conditions were observed at alternate downgradient 
station SW-DP, and upgradient station SW-DU. Ditch discharge could not be calculated 
at surface water station SW-DU due to dry conditions. Lotic conditions were observed at 
the downgradient station SW-DD, resulting in a calculated ditch discharge rate of 
approximately 10 L/s at this location during the fall event. 
 
Evidence of staining or odours were not observed at the surface water stations in 2025. 
 

 Interaction Between Groundwater and Drainage Ditch  

Elevations of the ditch invert at the upgradient (SW-DU), downgradient (SW-DD), and 
alternate downgradient (SW-DP) surface water sample stations were surveyed by 
Malroz during the fall sampling event. Historically we have referenced elevations for SW-
DU and SW-DD, that were measured by AECOM (formerly TSH) in 2008 based upon a 
site benchmark; however as noted in Section 5.3, efforts have been made in 2025 to 
collect geodetic elevations for each ground and surface water monitoring and sampling 
location. The revised surface water station elevations are as follows: 
 

• Upgradient Ditch Elevation (SW-DU):   91.43 m 

• Downgradient Ditch Elevation (SW-DD):  90.77 m 

• Alternate Downgradient Ditch Elevation (SW-DP): 85.96 m 

 
The elevations of the ditch invert at each of the surface water sampling stations were 
compared to the shallow groundwater table measured in May and November 2025 (see 
Table 7, Appendix D).  
 
Since no existing monitoring wells in the active fill zone are available, monitoring wells 
MW-TP1 and MW-TP2 were used for comparison at the upgradient surface water station 
(SW-DU), monitoring wells MW-8a and MW-2a were used for the downgradient surface 
water station (SW-DD), and monitoring well MW-1a was used for the alternate 
downgradient surface water station (SW-DP).  
 
The shallow groundwater table appeared to be approximately 40 cm higher in elevation 
than the invert of the ditch at the upgradient station SW-DU during the spring monitoring 
event. MW-TP1 and the upgradient surface water station SW-DU were dry during the fall 
monitoring event and the shallow groundwater appeared to be approximately 20 cm 
higher in elevation at MW-TP2 compared to the upgradient surface water station. 
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The shallow groundwater table varied between approximately 10 and 70 cm higher in 
elevation than the invert of the ditch at the downgradient surface water station SW-DD 
during the spring monitoring event, and between approximately 20 and 40 cm higher 
during the fall monitoring event. The shallow groundwater table was approximately 40 
cm higher that the ditch invert in the spring, and at a similar elevation to the ditch invert 
in the fall, at alternate downgradient ditch surface water station SW-DP. Alternate 
downgradient surface water station SW-DP was dry during the spring and fall monitoring 
events; downgradient surface water station SW-DD was observed to have flowing water.  
 
These results suggest groundwater is generally discharging to the ditch, which is 
consistent with our prior observations. However, the absence of surface water in the 
ditch was noted at times when the groundwater was elevated relative to the ditch invert, 
which is possibly due to the offset between the surface water station (particularly in the 
case of SW-DU), variation in the ditch invert elevation or some other factor limiting 
discharge (e.g. soil conditions, vegetation).  
 

 Surface Water Chemistry 

Surface water sampling is completed at selection stations established in the ditch that 
extends along Dump Road (Figures 3 and 4, Appendix B) as summarized in Secton 6.1. 
As previously noted, surface water stations SW-DP is sampled as an alternate to 
surface water station SW-DD when sufficient flow is present.  
 
Surface water station SW-DP could not be sampled during the spring sampling event 
due to dry conditions. Surface water stations SW-DU and SW-DP could not be sampled 
during the fall sampling event due to dry conditions. 
 
Surface water LIPs (ammonia, chloride, conductivity, iron, and sulphate) were within the 
historic range of results at SW-DU in 2025. LIPs ammonia, chloride and conductivity 
were reported to be historical highs at SW-DD during the fall sampling event (see 
Appendix F; and Table 9, Appendix D). Results should continue to be monitored in 2026 
to evaluate trends. 
 
Surface water chemistry has been compared to the Provincial Water Quality Objectives 
(PWQO) and, the Table A Assessment Criteria for Waste Disposal Sites and Table B 
Guidelines (CWQGs) as prescribed in the MECP Technical Guidance Document(6). The 
surface water chemistry data are presented in Table 8, Appendix D.  Exceedances of 
the reference objectives, criteria, and guidelines are summarized below by sampling 
event.  
 
PWQO Exceedances 
 

 
(6) Ministry of the Environment, November 2010. Monitoring and Reporting for Waste Disposal Sites: 

Groundwater and Surface Water Technical Guidance Document.  

Parameter May November 
Total Phosphorous SW-DU, SW-DD SW-DD 
Phenols SW-DU - 
Iron SW-DU SW-DD 
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Table A APV Exceedances 
 

 
Table B CWQG Exceedances 
 

 
Concentrations of total phosphorus, phenols, and iron exceeded PWQOs at the 
upgradient surface water station (SW-DU) during the spring sampling event, however, 
concentrations of these parameters were within their respective historical ranges of 
values at SW-DU. 
 
The concentration of total phosphorus exceeded the PWQO at the downgradient surface 
water station (SW-DD) during the spring sampling event, however, the concentration of 
total phosphorous was within the respective historical ranges of values at SW-DD. 
 
The concentration of total phosphorus and iron exceeded the PWQO at the dowgradient 
surface water station (SW-DD) during the fall sampling event, however, concentrations 
of these parameters were within their respective historical ranges of values at SW-DD.  
 
Iron concentrations in excess of the PWQO may cause iron staining; phenol 
concentrations in excess of the PWQO may cause adverse effects; and phosphorus 
concentrations in excess of the PWQO may cause nuisance aquatic plant growth. As 
noted above, all three parameters exceeded the PWQO at the upgradient surface water 
station, suggesting some background loading of these parameters.   
 
Iron concentrations also exceeded the Table A: Assessment Criteria for Waste Disposal 
Sites at the upgradient station (SW-DU), during the spring sampling event and 
downgradient station (SW-DD), during the fall sampling event. The Table A: Assessment 
Criteria for iron represent the lowest chronic adverse effects level based on the MECP 
(2010) Technical Guidance Document(5). The concentration of iron was within the 
historic range of values for both surface water stations.  
 
Chloride exceeded the Table A: Assessment Criteria and the Table B: Alternate Review 
Criteria at the downgradient station (SW-DD) during the spring and fall sampling events. 
The Table B Criteria for chloride is based on a proposed CCME value for surface water. 
As noted elsewhere, the surface water stations are established in a ditch along Dump 
Road and so chloride concentrations are inferred to in part be influenced by seasonal 
application of de-icing salt. We have also noted that concentrations of chloride are 
locally elevated in groundwater due to geologic conditions, and that groundwater may 
discharge to portions of the ditch.  
 

Parameter May November 
Chloride SW-DD SW-DD 
Sulphate SW-DD SW-DD 
Iron SW-DU SW-DD 

Parameter May November 
Chloride SW-DD SW-DD 
Nitrite - SW-DD 
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Sulphate exceeded the Table A: Assessment Criteria at the downgradient station (SW-
DD) during the spring and fall sampling events; however, were within the historic range 
of concentrations for this station. As noted elsewhere in the report, concentrations of 
sulphate appear to be higher in the monitoring well adjacent to the active waste area 
(relative to other monitoring wells), and therefore the observation of elevated sulphate 
concentrations in surface water may reflect some leachate impact. However, we also 
note that measurable sulphate concentrations have historically been reported in the 
upgradient surface water station (SW-DU) suggesting some component of background 
loading.  
 
Nitrite exceeded the Table B: Alternate Review Criteria at the downgradient station (SW-
DD) during the fall sampling event and represented a historical high concentration. As 
noted above, a historically high concentration of ammonia was also noted at this station. 
Nitrite is a byproduct of the natural degradation of ammonia and so may be related to 
this process.   
 
Historically high concentrations of chloride, nitrite, conductivity, and ammonia were 
reported at the downstream location (SW-DD) during the fall 2025 sampling event. 
Results should continue to be monitored in 2026 to evaluate trends. 
 
Concentrations of parameters exceeding PWQOs and/or an APV at the downstream 
location were generally higher during the fall sampling event. Similar seasonal 
comparison of concentrations at the upstream location could not be made due to dry 
conditions during the fall sampling event. 
 
Historical sampling results generally indicate that iron and total phosphorous 
concentrations have historically been greater at the upstream station (SW-DU), relative 
to the downgradient stations, indicating possible background loading of the ditch (Table 
9, Appendix B).   
 
Past results have indicated some potential leachate impact to the drainage ditch 
adjacent to the WDS. Results in 2025 are generally consistent with our past conceptual 
understanding and review of historic data, as concentrations fell within the historical 
range for each respective station, with the exception of the aforementioned 
concentrations of chloride, nitrite, conductivity, and ammonia at SW-DD. 

 Conclusions and Recommendations 

The following subsections summarize our conclusions and recommendations with 
respect to development, operations, and annual monitoring at the Amherst Island WDS.  
 

 Development and Operations 

Loyalist Township (Township) operated the Amherst Island Waste Disposal Site (WDS) 
in general compliance with its current Certificate of Approval (C of A) No. A710121, and 
Development and Operation (D & O) Plan in 2025.  

• No significant operational issues were reported. 

• Based on the results of the 2025 capacity survey, approximately 172 m3 of 
material was placed at the site. A range of predicted landfill life spans was 
calculated using the average fill rate (since 2000) and the maximum 
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reported fill rate for the same period. On the basis of these values, the WDS 
has between 16 and 35 years of capacity remaining assuming that the 
historic rate of use trends continue.  

• Records indicate 6,797 bags of refuse were deposited at the WDS in 2025. 
This is an approximate 10% increase than what was reported in 2024.   

• WDS monitoring wells were generally reported to be in good condition and 
compliant with O. Reg. 903/90 requirements. The hinge on the protective 
monument at MW-8a (located within the fenced portion of landfill) was 
observed to be broken, and should be considered for repair. 

 
 Methane Monitoring 

Methane concentrations were below the detection limit of the instrument at each 
monitoring well with the exception of monitoring wells MW-TP2 and BH5 during the May 
2025 event and monitoring well MW-TP1 during the November 2025 event. Monitoring 
well BH5 had a measurable concentration of 2% of the LEL, and MW-TP1 and MW-TP2 
reported measurable concentrations of less than 1% LEL. These concentrations are 
considered relatively low and are generally consistent with historically reported 
observations.  
 

 Groundwater Monitoring and Sampling 

Concentrations of groundwater parameters in 2025 were generally within the historic 
range of results for each location with the exception of manganese and chemical oxygen 
demand at monitoring well MW-TP4 during the May event; and  sodium, chloride and 
conductivity at MW-1a and MW-7a, TDS at MW-1a, and sulphate at MW-8a during the 
November sampling event. 
 
Results continue to suggest that a weak leachate is influencing the wells immediately 
adjacent to the landfill waste area (MW-8a and MW-2a). We infer that a weak leachate 
plume extends as far as monitoring well MW-1a, within the attenuation zone. The lower 
concentrations of common LIPs at these wells in comparison to the leachate indicator 
well MW-8a, suggest that the leachate plume is undergoing attenuation. Consistent with 
past results, the inferred direction of groundwater flow is north-northwest. 
 
The groundwater trigger mechanism values are based on MOEE Guideline B-7 and 
calculated using Procedure B-7-1. The trigger well (MW-1a) exceeded the trigger 
concentration for chloride and TDS in November 2025. The concentration of chloride 
and TDS exceeded the historical range of results for both parameters. A trigger 
exceedance for TDS during the spring sampling event was reported at MW-1a in 2024; 
the concentration of TDS met the trigger concentration during the spring 2025 sampling 
event, before exceeding in November 2025.   
 

 Surface Water Monitoring and Sampling 

Surface water station SW-DP was dry during the spring sampling event, and a surface 
water sample was collected during lentic conditions at surface water station SW-DU and 
lotic conditions at surface water station SW-DD.  
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Surface water stations SW-DP and SW-DU were dry during the fall sampling event, and 
a surface water sample was collected during lotic conditions at surface water station 
SW-DD. 
 
Leachate indicator parameters reported at SW-DU were within their respective historical 
ranges during the spring sampling event in 2025. Leachate indicator parameters 
ammonia, chloride and conductivity reported at SW-DD exceeded their respective 
historical ranges during the fall sampling event in 2025. A historically high concentration 
of nitrite was also noted at this location during the same event. 
 
Caution should continue to be exercised when interpreting results from samples 
collected during lentic surface water conditions due to the possibility of concentrated 
levels of inorganics due to stagnation and evaporation.  
 
Results of surface water sampling continue to suggest some potential leachate impact to 
the drainage ditch adjacent to the WDS, however, concentrations of some parameters 
such as chloride, iron and ammonia, are inferred to be influenced by background loading 
based on our conceptual understanding of the site setting.   
 

 Recommendations 

We offer the following recommendations regarding the 2026 results and conclusions: 
 

• Annual inspections of well integrity should continue to ensure wells remain in 
good condition and continue to meet the requirements of O. Reg. 903/90.  

• Methane is a byproduct of anaerobic decomposition of organic compounds. 
Therefore, despite the relatively low methane concentrations observed during well 
monitoring, caution should be exercised when undertaking work within the fill area 
as methane gas may accumulate within the waste mound and adjacent areas. 
Malroz did not identify measurable methane concentrations in the ambient air 
during well monitoring. Methane concentrations should continue to be monitored 
in 2026.  
 

• Groundwater and surface water monitoring should continue to assess the 
discharge of contaminants from the WDS, and to provide early warning of 
developing problems. The early warning will allow the Township to take corrective 
measures, thus avoiding or minimizing potential environmental damage.  

 

• The groundwater and surface water programs should continue with sampling in 
May/June (spring) and November (fall) as defined in the provisional C of A 
 

• The concentration of trigger mechanism parameter values should continue to be 
evaluated in 2026 to determine if the observed exceedance of TDS was 
anomalous or indicative of an emerging trend. We continue to exercise caution in 
the application of Guideline B-7 to this WDS. The site has complex chemistry, 
and naturally high background concentrations of typical landfill indicators are 
found as a result of the evaporitic minerals in the area.  
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Reasonable Use Development 
 
As discussed in 1996 and in the 2003 annual report, we again remind the reader that 
caution should be exercised in applying MOEE Guideline B-7 to this site. The site 
chemistry is complex, and naturally high background concentrations are found as a 
result of the evaporitic minerals. The fact that the groundwater is not used for potable 
purposes within 1 kilometre of the site7 attests to the fact that insufficient water is 
available from the bedrock and wells that encounter water deem it non-potable due to 
the naturally high mineralization. The residents within 1 kilometre of the site are on shore 
wells3 for these reasons.  
 
The following is an updated summary discussing the application of MOEE Guideline B-7 
to the Amherst Island waste disposal site.  
 
Significant variation in natural groundwater quality exists in the Amherst Island area as 
explained by Malroz7 (1996) due to patchy distribution of evaporitic anhydrites. Wells 
that have high mineralization as a result of contact with the evaporitic anhydrite minerals 
are referred to as salty, and usually have, amongst other parameters, high levels of 
sodium and chloride. Three attempts have been made in the past to establish an up-
gradient background well and the wells exhibited salty or dry conditions.  
 
In order to establish a background well for the application of MECP Guideline B-7 and 
calculation of reasonable use contaminant limits per procedure B-7-1, wells either off-
gradient or far down-gradient were examined. The dug wells D-E and D-W were 
eliminated from the evaluation because these wells are open to the elements and not 
secure from anthropogenic influences. Open boreholes BH5 and BH6 were eliminated 
from the evaluation as both these wells are considered salty. Monitoring wells MW-TP4, 
MW-8, MW-2, and MW-TP3 were also eliminated from the evaluation as they are 
proximal to the landfill and may have leachate influence. Monitoring well MW-7a was 
used to establish background concentrations because it is non-salty, and the chemistry 
does not show leachate impact.  
 
Monitoring well MW-7a has been sampled approximately 58 times since 1993, providing 
a good basis for establishing background concentrations. Some parameters, such as 
boron, were added to the sampling suite later and as a result have a smaller data set. 
Typical leachate parameters chloride, sodium, iron, TDS and boron were selected for 
application of procedure B-7-1. The results of the analyses show a maximum reasonable 
concentration (Cm) for chloride to be 141 mg/L, sodium to be 110 mg/L, iron to be 0.16 
mg/L, TDS to be 465 mg/L and boron to be 1.29 mg/L (refer to Table G1).  
 
Concentrations of trigger mechanism parameters met the reasonable use 
concentrations at the trigger well (MW-1a) during the spring sampling event, but 
concentrations of chloride and TDS exceeded the reasonable use concentrations at the 
trigger well during the fall sampling event. Therefore, as of November, the site is not in 
compliance with the reasonable use policy. The concentration of chloride and TDS both 
represented historical highs at MW-1a. 
 

 
7 Hydrogeologic Study, 1996. Prepared for The Township of Amherst Island, February, 1996, by Malroz 
Engineering Inc 
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Trigger exceedances for TDS during the spring sampling event were reported at MW-1a 
in 2024. The concentration of TDS met the trigger concentrations during the spring 2025 
sampling event, however exceeded during the fall event.  
 
Concentrations of the trigger mechanism and reasonable use concentrations should 
continue to be evaluated in 2026 to determine if the 2025 chloride and TDS results from 
the fall sampling event was anomalous or indicative of an emerging trend.  
 
Application of the Cm to the interim trigger well MW-1a is included in Table G2.  
 

 


