
 
Hawkesbury water and sewage 

Good news, bad news 
 
By Dominique Millette 
 
HAWKESBURY – The good news is, Hawkesbury’s drinking water scored a 100 per cent rating from the Ministry of the 
Environment’s annual inspection in 2007. The previous year the town’s rating was 97 per cent. 
 
The bad news is, sewage treatment was non-compliant according to environmental standards six months out of twelve in the 
same year. However, noted Mayor Jeanne Charlebois during the technical services meeting of the Town of Hawkesbury on 
January 16, this was an improvement over the previous year. 
 
The Ontario Clean Water Agency (OCWA) is responsible for the maintenance of the Hawkesbury wastewater treatment plant. 
Harold Wilkinson, assistant operations manager for the Alfred hub of OCWA, explains why waste treatment was non-compliant 
in Hawkesbury in 2007. He says there were too many total suspended solids in the sewage, as well as elevated carbonaceous 
biological oxygen demand (CBOD) and phosphorus levels. CBOD measures depletion of oxygen in the water where the sewage 
goes. This affects aquatic life. Both CBOD and phosphorus levels increase with total suspended solids. Wilkinson adds that the 
Hawkesbury sewage treatment plant was originally built to handle a much weaker flow than it is processing now. The solution, 
he says, is expansion. 
 
One report observed that part of the problem was Hawkesbury accepting biosolids from other sites, namely Chute-à-Blondeau, 
Wendover and L’Orignal. The action plan presented by the Thompson Rosemount Group (TRG) during a November 14 council 
meeting, on solutions for sewage treatment problems, recommended stopping this practice. However, this was already done in 
2007, confirms Wilkinson. In any case, he estimates, biosolids shipped from elsewhere only represented roughly six per cent of 
total biosolids in the Hawkesbury sewer system. 
 
What does the action plan say about solutions? During the technical services meeting, Charlebois floated the idea of holding a 
public meeting to inform town residents of the TRG action plan, which has both short term and long term components. However, 
it seems the action plan doesn’t add that many more insights that Wilkinson argues have been known for a long time. 
 

Industry should be ordered to monitor waste. 
 
In the short term, the firm recommends several measures. One of them is implementing an industrial monitoring program, since 
waste from industry was linked to non-compliance in the past. The idea is to develop “A list of designated industrial and 
commercial premises that will be ordered under the provisions of the Sewer Use Bylaw to monitor the quality of their wastewater 
discharges to the municipal sewage collection system.” In an interview with Th e Review, Hawkesbury Technical Services 
director Richard Guertin explained the monitoring programme has been in place for over a year now. However, he asserted that 
industry use of sewers does not appear to be the main problem, though he admits the town has not sampled each possible 
culprit. One problem is determining exactly who dumps what: “We’ve asked companies to provide us with a list of what products 
they use, so if we find it in the water, we’ll know (where it’s from)”. A report should be available within a year, he says. 
 

Spreading on farmland: can more be done? 
 
Another component of the short-term plan is spreading biosolids on land, bringing them to other facilities and storing them off-
site. Wilkinson observes that spreading the sludge on farmland is already being done: “We have hauled regularly since �992. 
The problem is trying to get enough land.” Several factors affect the certification of land to accept biosolids. Among these are 
depth of soil to bedrock or gravel and heavy metal content. Apparently, farmland in the area contains high levels of nickel. 
Another problem, says Wilkinson, is that since the Walkerton e. coli water contamination tragedy, some farmers have expressed 
concerns about accepting sludge on their land as they don’t want to risk contaminating wells. Guertin avouches this is simply not 
possible, since land won’t be certified by the ministry should there be any risk of contamination. The other option is to have 
three-season spreading. Farmers prefer to use the sludge in spring and fall, explains the waste treatment expert; but more 
biosolids could be taken out of storage if they could be spread in summer, on hay. The challenge is to get more farmers on 
board. “I am putting the word out and just started to get feedback,” reports Wilkinson. 
 

In the long term. 
 
The long term plan includes conducting an environmental assessment to undertake a detailed evaluation of alternatives. Four 
were outlined in the two-page report sent to The Review: optimizing the existing plant at current 12,274 m3/d capacity; building a 
new water waste treatment plant on the existing site; building a new plant on a new site; or carry out a major upgrade to the 
existing plant to incorporate as much of the existing plant infrastructure as possible. The report includes seeking funding 
assistance to implement the chosen alternative. Again, according to Wilkinson, the solution is more capacity. 


