Clarifying the Miller Letter (September 18. 2009)
The letter lists acreage in hectares of Miller property etc. There are two important facts here that they are not saying.
•    'Proposed area to be extracted: 70 ha (173 acres)' - What they don't give here is any time frame. Yes, this area is to be extracted but what they don't say is that their proposal wants the whole area (the dashed line on their own map goes all around their property, 133 ha (329 acres), to be zoned aggregate extraction. So technically they aren't lying, this 70 ha will be extracted, but why have it all zoned for extraction unless you intend to extract it one day?
•    They emphasize not extracting all their land so that they will stay away from 'sensitive receptors', (people's homes). What they don't say is that Ministry of the Environment guidelines forbid them from coming closer than 300 m., some interpretations say 500 m.
•    The area set aside to 'save the alvar' is to be zoned aggregate extraction. Not exactly protected!
With regard to the proposal process, there is much more here going on if you read between the lines. The time delay, over one year, is because their key studies were so flawed that the peer reviewers, who usually rubberstamp them, had to reject them. So they have drilled more wells and made many more calculations, but the bottom line is that they can't change the laws of nature; water doesn't flow uphill! Once the limestone is extracted our water will be gone.
They have set up four site tours and one informal information meeting. Good but hardly numerous.

They have promised their scientific data to our hydrogeologist, Wilf Ruland, so that he can write an independent peer review of their key studies for us. (This information is available to the other reviewers hired by the Township through the recommendations of the County Planners.)   Millers have not given this information to Wilf so that he cannot write the review for us. This is supposed to be an open and transparent process.
The letter mentions unsubstantiated rumours, incomplete facts and innuendoes but doesn't specify even one. This letter would have been the perfect chance to correct any errors. Instead it merely puts a slur on FACT-MB Inc., as we are the people opposing the expansion.
The letter says Miller is committed to being a 'good neighbour', yet there are three families who have suffered financial hardship because of quarry blasting accidents and have received NO COMPENSATION!
The public consultation process is window dressing. Elmer Raycroft asked the planner what was the very minimum number of public meetings under the law they had to have. Mr. Raycroft then said, 'That's all we'll have then.'
