
 

 

City of Thorold 

Planning and Development Services Department 

 

 
    

March 13th , 2020 

Dear: Angela (Angi) Nesbitt 

In response to your request for; “A justification report from a qualified professional who has 
experience and understands the impacts related to livestock operations” 

 

Listed below are a number of justifications and mitigating measures provided by my client (Clifford 
Yungblut) to minimize the impacts of the livestock facility to affected landowner’s dwelling as much 
as possible. 

1. A Nutrient Management Strategy is submitted to OMAFRA to ensure that…. 
a) Livestock housing is adequate  
b) Nutrient storages are adequate  
c) Sufficient land base is provided to land apply nutrients without causing an “adverse 

effect” as described in ON reg. 267/03 
2. Proposed swine facility is situated behind existing farm buildings creating visual screen from 

the affected landowner’s house. 
3. The proposed location of the new livestock facility, as proposed is the best location because 

it keeps the building close to the existing farmstead buildings, there by retaining more “good 
agricultural land” for the production food for the people of Ontario 

4. The liquid manure tank will be located below the pig barn which will be built with slated 
flooring to allow the manure to fall directly into the liquid pit. This design will provide for a 
cover over the manure pit helping to conceal and retain odor from escaping.   

5. The proposed location of the swine facility utilizes prevailing south/west winds to carry odors 
away from the affected landowner’s dwelling. 

6. Design features will be considered to have the barn fans pull the internal air out the bottom 
of the barn blowing it away from the sensitive land uses identified in the MDS calculation. 

7. The approval of this MDS variance reduction to allow a new swine facility as proposed is an 
example of helping to maintain or contribute to a viable agricultural economy, one that is 
required to support the next generation and allow them to continue in farming. 

8. Support of this application should not set a precedent because any new application will be 
reviewed on its own merit that depend on site specific conditions and factors related 
specifically to it. 

9. The affected dwelling’s owner has been contacted and is in support of the proposed facility. 



 

 

It is therefore my opinion that the request is “minor” in nature, that the above mentioned mitigating 
measures meet the intent of the official plan and zoning bylaw, and create a scenario that is similar 
or equal to a location that would meet the mds setbacks; and it is my recommendation that it is 
approved. 

Respectfully, 

Cleon Martin  
AOSPDC Recognized NM Consultant 
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