15 Carmichael Sideroad









R.R.#1, Braeside









ON K0A 1G0

613 623 6389

gn.moore@sympatico.ca

Aug. 23, 2009 

Mr. Mike Dumouchel, Aggregate Inspector

Ministry of Natural Resources

31 Riverside Drive

Pembroke, ON

K8A 8R6

Re: Miller Braeside Quarry Expansion

Dear Mr. Dumouchel:

It has probably been close to a year since I have communicated with you and much has happened in that time.  Some of our concerns for the future then, are reality now.  It is important to say at the outset of this letter, that it has never been our goal to put this quarry out of business.  Personally, we have lived next to the quarry for 36 years and the record will show that we have not been complainers, but have put up with the blasting, noise, traffic and dust.

But the quarry expansion plans have changed the risk level for this community.  I want you to be clear about some of these risks and the consequences to us.

· The blast accident of Sept/05 caused a local farmer to lose the water of his home well and the well on his pasture farm adjoining was too murky even to water his cattle.  He had to haul water from the river for nearly a week to water a large herd of cattle.  He has since put in a new well.  He has never received any compensation. The company claimed it was not their responsibility.

· The risk of having no water is real.  Our hydrogeologist has clearly stated that if the expansion goes ahead, there will not be enough water for the people who live on this ridge.  He has made an estimate of the amount of water in the aquifers, (something the Company hydrogeologists have not done, despite saying there will be no effects on our water) and an estimate of the community requirements.  He has concluded that because this is a ridge and there is nowhere for additional water to come from except above, unless water starts to flow uphill, there will not be enough water for the Company and the people.

· Or what about our concerns about water contamination, which we have been talking about for three years now?  Many homes in the area, including as far away as the new surrounding subdivisions have experienced high bacterial counts including in new, very deep wells where all specifications were followed.  No one is pointing a finger at the quarry, yet their own studies state that 50% of the water in the quarry infiltrates the aquifer; 50% is pumped into the Ryan Creek and hence the Ottawa River.  It isn’t particularly comforting when the company hydrogeological said to a neighbour, ‘Oh, the quarry water is polluted.’

· Or what about another kind of risk, more expensive to detect, yet just as deadly, hydrocarbon contamination?  Petroleum-based compounds are known carcinogens and have no place in drinking water.  (The Berendsen Case Feb/08).  Yet we know the company has tested their water for these contaminants and have said, in writing, that there were ‘no exceedances’ so no need for concern.  Yet they will not share these test results unless they go to an OMB hearing.  Not very comforting either.  And the industrial plants haven’t even gone in yet!

· The blast accident of Aug/07caused structural damage to a home on Golf Club Road.  The company report claimed they couldn’t possibly have caused the damage as they monitor the blasts, no problem, and since drywall wasn’t destroyed, the foundation couldn’t have been affected by the blast.

· That same blast accident caused major damage from flyrock to a neighbouring home.  One large rock landed within inches of the neighbour as he got out of his vehicle.  Luckily another neighbour who usually walked her tots along the road at that time of day did not on that day.  Pretty risky living here.

· Then there’s the dust problem.  A nuisance some might say, but we know again this is a health hazard, which is taken seriously by people working in the quarry.  But what about the neighbours who, in the past, have been unable to hang out laundry except on Sunday because it would come in dirty when it had been hung out clean?  Or whose homes, covered inside and out with dust testify to the fact that their owners must be breathing in the contamination from limestone particulates?  Or the leaves of the surrounding vegetation, white with dust, a rare habitat slowly being destroyed? 

· The traffic risk of one truck per minute, as the company studies suggest, on a narrow country road with two areas where visibility is nil until one is actually at the spot, will mean that using this road for the current recreational uses of walking, jogging or biking will be over.  Too risky.  Slow moving farm vehicles?  No choice, you’ll just have to take your chances.

There are many other risks I have not mentioned, but the ones I have chosen to mention are ones for which the company will take no responsibility.  Blasting accidents?  Not us, couldn’t have been, and our studies will show that.  If your water is polluted, you did it yourself; doesn’t matter if your well and septic system or your neighbour’s are faultless.  Hydrocarbons?  Once again, that is from your own heating system, even if yours is electricity, or you might have spilled when changing your car’s oil, which you never do.

Everyday living involves risk; we are all aware of that.  But why would anyone ever choose to live in an area where there are so many additional risks and consequences borne by the homeowner?  That is precisely why we have no choice except to stay.

Sincerely,

Norma Moore
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