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Mr. Miller indicated that this is what the Waverley Ratepayers‘ Associ- 
ation had been advised by Mr. Christianson of the Department of Munici- 
pal Affairs. This decision. he advised. had been made on the basis of 
the fact that there will be permanent structures erected at this site 
as opposed to a portable crushing operation and the fact that it will 
be of a long—term nature as opposed to short term. 
Councillor Mont questioned whether the Municipality's Staff had had any 
contact with Municipal Affairs and have formed any opinion concerning 
the development permit. 
Mrs. Cartledge advised that they did receive a letter from Mr. Paul 
Christianson which advised that the property is eligible for a Regional 
Development Permit. which means that the Municipality would have to as- 
sume or understand that the criteria Mr. Miller had previously listed 
has been met. as far as the Department of Municipal Affairs is concern- 
ed. However. she advised, that Staff had discussions with the Depart- 
ment of Municipal Affairs this afternoon, over the telephone, and there 
is some dispute over whether or not a Regional Development Permit will 
be required. It may be exempt from this requirement. 
Mr. Miller advised that this differs from what the Department indicated 
to the Ratepayers this afternoon. 
Councillor Mont then questioned Mrs. Cartledge as to who she had been 
speaking with this afternoon from the Department of Municipal Affairs. 
who had indicated to her that the proposal may be exempt from a Region- 
al Development Permit. 
Mrs. Cartledge advised that she had been speaking with Mr. Jack Leedham 
who did not provide her with specific reasons although there was some 
consideration being given to the fact that it may not be permanent as 
the operation will not be in existence for ever. 

Mr. Birch advised that. in terms of the Regional Development Permit. it 
is a technical requirement. that the equipment can be taken down and 
removed to another site. The question is whether. on this basis it 
constitutes a permanent building or not; this, he advised, is the 
criteria on which the determination is made. 

Mr. Miller advised then that, technically, if Metro Aggregates 
constructs an Office Building with a septic system and it is exempted 
from requiring a Regional Development Permit, then all other Office 
Buildings with septic systems, should also be exempted from requiring a 
Regional Development Permit. 
Councillor Eisenhauer referred Mr. Miller to his previous statements 
regarding the difference in siltation expected from the Metro Aggregate 
rock as opposed to the rock from the Fredericton Quarry; he requested 
clarification from Mr. Miller, relative to the difference. 
Mr. Miller advised that there were two large rocks. one from the Metro 
Aggregate land and one from the Fredericton Site when the trip was made 
to Fredericton. He advised that both rocks were sent into Warnock 
Hersey and were crushed‘to a one-half inch size and the amount of silt
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or fine material was measured as going through a sieve, to determine 
how fine it was. He advised that at the 200 level, which is very very 
thin silt or dust, twice as much of it went through the sieve from the 
Metro Aggregates location than fro the Fredericton location. This. he 
advised, would suggest that more dust could be expected from the Metro 
Aggregates location than is presently experienced at the Fredericton 
Quarry. This would also suggest that more of it would get into the 
lake. 

Warden MacKenzie referred Mr. Miller to his previous statement relative 
to the PUD that Municipal Government is responsible for transportation 
and that it so stated. He questioned where this was stated. 

Mr. Miller indicated that he was not suggesting that the Municipality 
is responsible for maintaining the roads but that they are responsible 
in their planning capacity and in their approval of planning, to con- 
sider the adequacy of roads. He advised that this is set out in the 
PUD By-Law in Section 6 (B), where it states “Council shall consider 
the adequacy of the roads" in determining whether to approve or to 
reject a Development proposal. 
Councillor Wiseman referred to Mr. Miller's previous coment that the 
Waverley Ratepayers‘ Association had attempted to have rezoning done to 
the subject parcel of land but that Planning Staff advised against pro- 
ceeding with rezoning because of the pending MDP Process. She ques- 
tioned why it wasn't persued even against the advice of Staff. 
Mr. Miller indicated his understanding that the Planning Committee of 
the Waverley Ratepayers‘ Association. at least one year before Metro 
Aggregates was even heard of, presented to Staff land-use maps, leading 
up to zoning the Village of Waverley. It was on the basis of on—going 
consultations with Planning Staff that it was suggested that the MDP 
Process was coming into effect, and the comunity could be pre—judging 
the situation. This, he advised, was his understanding of what took 
place. He advised that in the meantime, Metro Aggregates formulated 
their proposal: however, the Ratepayers‘ Association did not foresee 
it. He indicated that he did not know whether Planning Staff foresaw 
the Development. 
Mr. Birch indicated his concern that Mr. Miller by inference may be 
suggesting that the Planning and Development Department was holding up 
the rezoning of the Waverley area in order to accomodate the Develop- 
ment Proposal before Council. He advised that the dealings with the 
rezoning of the Waverley area have been dealt with, with Mr. Lockhart: 
he advised they were presented with a map of suggested zonings which 
the Planning Department returned to Mr. Lockhart saying that in certain 
areas, particularly in the amount of commercial zoning within the 
Waverley area, was too much compared to the size of Waverley, 25% or 
more. He advised that this map went back to the Ratepayers‘ Associa- 
tion through Mr. Lockhart and it was some considerable time before it 
returned to the Planning Department. The delay, if any, was therefore, 
not entirely within the perview of the Department of Planning and 
Development. 

There were no further questions for Mr. Miller at this time.
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Mr. Bill Lockhart, President of the Waverley Ratepayers‘ Association: 
Before beginning his prepared presentation to Council, Mr. Lockhart 
wished to respond to several remarks made by previous speakers. First. 
in response to Mr. Pugsley who indicated that Mr. Lockhart was unwill- 
ing to get involved with the Proponent due to his work with Goldrush 
Days. He advised that this was not entirely true. it was just unfor- 
tunate that Goldrush Days were happening at that time. As well, the 
Ratepayers‘ Executive had held meetingswith the Proponent prior to that 
time: three meetings in three months. He advised that there seemed to 
be no further use for these meetings as nothing was being accomplished. 
In fact, at that time it was suggested that a Public Awareness meeting 
be called by Metro Aggregates: this suggestion was repeated several 
times to no avail. He advised that on February 8. 1983, Metro Aggre- 
gates advised that they would hold such a meeting when all the relevant 
information was compiled: however, such a meeting was never realized. 
Mr. Lockhart conceded that the information trailer had been set up on a 
one to one basis: however. he advised that the Association was more in- 
terested in the holding of a general meeting so that the Village could 
actually see and speak to the Proponents. 
Mr. Lockhart then advised that he would like to address the comments 
made by Mr. Bernie MacDonald, as these comments were directed toward 
the Waverley Ratepayers’ Association and the Executive in particular. 
He advised that no-one was forced to participate in the opposition to 
this Quarry: he advised that the opposition was strictly spontaneous. 
The Ratepayers‘ Association has given to Waverley Residents the infor- 
mation provided to them but they had never lobbied them. He requested 
that Council do allow people to express their emotions. 
Mr. Lockhart then addressed the traffic issue advising that the Village 
has complained about their traffic problem for ten to fifteen years, 
both by letter and vocally to the Municipality and the Province to no 
avail. This correspondence and vocal complaints have been documented 
in the files of the Association. 
Mr. Lockhart indicated his concern that when this matter was first 
brought to County Council a Public Hearing was expedited in order to 
avoid delays to the Proponent. Unfortunately. he advised, that if the 
development is approved, the Proponent would re-coup any losses through 
the profits of his operation, while, the residents of Waverley would be 
paying the cost of the development in the future. 
With regard to the rezoning, Mr. Lockhart advised that the Ratepayers 
had attempted to rezone the subject property in the latter part of 1981 
when a zoning map was submitted to the Municipality after consultation 
with Mrs. Cartledge and with Mr. Birch. The map was submitted with a 
large commercial area, as the comercial tax base in Waverley is not 
very strong at the present time. He felt that comercial development 
would be more suitable for the Waverley area than would be industrial 
development and that there would be more tax revenue per dollar for 
commercial investment than there would be for industrial investment.
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Mr. Lockhart reminded Council, that as the residents of the Village of 
Waverley, they should certainly have a voice into the future and the 
planning of the Village and if commercial development is their prefer- 
ence over industrial development, then their opinion should be consid- 
ered. He advised that they have many times, reiterated their prefer- 
ence to the Planning Department and have submitted thier proposed plan- 
ning map accordingly. He advised, that at the present time, the Plan- 
ning Policy Division is agreeable to the present form of the zoning map 
and it is scheduled to go to Council in the near future. 

Mr. Lockhart advised that he had many more points to make: however, 
many of these had been addressed by Mr. Miller and as well, that many 
people in the Council Chambers will be addressing the environmental, 
social, traffic and other potential negative impacts to the Village 
should this Metro Aggregates Proposal be accepted by Council. He, 
therefore, concluded his presentation at this point. 

Questions From Council 
Councillor MacKay wished to address a further question to Mr. Miller 
relative to Appendix "D", of Mr. Miller's submission to Council. He 
advised that this appendix referred to Quarries in the Metropolitan 
area and he questioned what year this submission was based on. 

Mr. Miller advised that the figures were the most recent ones given to 
the Association by the Department of Mines. He did not know exactly 
what year, but he knew that they were since 1980 and were the most 
recent figures that Department has compiled. 

Councillor MacKay advised that Atlantic Sand and Gravel were included 
in the Appendix and he indicated his understanding that this company 
was now out of business. 
Mr. Miller indicated that this may be so, but that the figures in his 
submission were the most recent supplied by the Department of Mines 
and Forests. 

There were no further questions for Mr. Miller and no questions for 
Mr. Lockhart. 
Council then debated a Curfew hour for tonight's Hearing as it became 
evident, due to the number of persons still wishing to speak on the 
proposed PUD Agreement, that the Hearing would not be completed this 
evening. Subsequent to brief discussion, Council agreed that a Curfew 
be set at approximately ll:00 P.M. 
Mr. John McIntyre, resident of Naverley: Mr. Maclntyre, advised he was 
speaking at the Hearing tonight on behalf of the Waverley Ratepayers’ 
Association and on behalf of all the residents of Waverley. 
Mr. Maclntyre first responded to a remark made by a previous speaker 
with regard to the recent Ratepayers‘ meeting, at which this speaker 
indicated that the competency of Council to hear this technical issue 
was questioned. Mr. Maclntyre wished to assure Council, that he had
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been present at that meeting and that he heard no such inference that 
Council was unable to deal with this issue. He indicated that he had 
great faith in Council's competency to deal with the issue and he also 
assuured Council that the entire Waverley Ratepayers‘ Association is of 
the same opinion. 
Mr. Maclntyre then indicated that he had been a resident of Waverley 
for 35 years. He advised that he had lived in the City of Halifax 
prior to that and in Cape Breton before that. When he had decided to 
move from the City. he had investigated the entire surrounding Commun- 
ities to find a place he liked better than any other residential area 
in Nova Scotia: he believed that he had found it in Waverley. 

Mr. Maclntyre briefly referred to the traffic situation: however, he 
did not dwell on it as so much had already been said in this regard and 

_ 
he was sure it would be repeated througout the Hearing. However, he 
reminded Council that the road from Waverley to Dartmouth had been 
built in the 1930's and certainly was not adequate to handle heavy 
truck traffic. 
Mr. Maclntyre also referred Council's attention to the approximately 
200 - 250 people in the Council Chambers who were strongly opposed to 
an additional Rock Crusher in Waverley; he advised that Waverley al- 
ready had two crushers. 
Mr. Maclntyre also referred Council to the serious water problems in 
Waverley due to arsenic poisoning which had resulted in sickness and in 
many instances of cancer to the residents of Waverley. He indicated his 
appreciation that Council had seen fit to put central water services in 
Waverley in order to solve the problem of unfit drinking water. How- 
ever, he advised that the Metro Aggregate proposal, if approved by 
Council, would result in pollution of the air through air born dust 
particles which could also have serious health affects. He also 
advised that the nuisance caused by this dust will have detrimental 
affects on property values as well. as nowone will want to purchse a 
home or build a home in an area where the air is full of dust and the 
lakes are polluted with dust. 
Mr. Haclntyre advised that one of the biggest problems in Canada was 
pollution of water bodies: he advised that Council's decision will be 
broadcast in the newsmedia and fellow Canadians will be astonished if 
Council approves the Metro Aggregates Proposal and thus advocates the 
polluting of the lakes in Nova Scotia. 
In closing. Mr. Maclntyre thanked Council for their kind reception and 
encouraged them to make the best possible decision for the residents of 
Waverley and set a good example for the rest of Canada. 

Questions From Council 

None
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Dr. Wade Junek, Resident of Waverley: Mr. Junek advised that he was 
present this evening as a physician, both from a background of General 
Practice and presently as a Physicatrist. He advised that as a phys- 
ician he has had to deal with the effects of decisions relative to 
social matters. 
In order to determine the effects of this decision, an epidermiological 
study would be carried out. 
He advised that the obnoxious effects of this proposal have already 
been referred to such as noise and dust: however, he added to this 
list, exhaust fumes which he felt the residents should also be concern- 
ed about. He then proceeded to outline the effects of these concerns 
as follows: 

1. Noise 
He advised that the noise will affect hearing and particularly the. 
hearing of high-frequency sound, which in turn affects speech and 
creates communication difficulties. The noise, he advised would also 
negatively affect energy levels, affect the cardiovascular system with 
increased blood pressure, increased chances of heart attack and stroke. 

It would also affect the gastrointestinal system, leading to increased 
stomach acid and consequently increased ulcers. 
As well, he indicated-that the noise would have increased mental and 
emotional affects which are not insignificant. Irritability and lack 
of concentration. He advised that there is a school very close to the 
proposal and the lack of concentration can then affect Waverley's 
school children. He advised that it usually affects the brighter 
children the most because they have a greater ability to concentrate. 
He then advised that noise affects the immune system. 
2. Dust 
Dr. Junek advised that it has been known for centuries that there are 
many diseases and sicknesses which can result from dust. He indicated 
that very fine dust gets into the lungs, creates nodules as a tissue 
reaction and increases vascular pressure in the lungs, which in turn, 
affects the heart size and predisposes the person to emphasima, athsma, 
bronchitis and various infections. He advised that these are incurable 
but manageable diseases. 
3. Exhaust Fumes 
These fumes, he advised, create eye irritation, head ache, fatigue, 
contribute to atherosclerosis and is believed to create children with 
lower birth rate. He also reminded Cmfiwll that Canadians are already 
concerned about lead in gasoline because it is creating mental retarda- 
tion in children.
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The above, he advised. were direct effects from the obnoxious items 
mentioned. He advised that there were indirect affects, tied-in 
through the direct ones. The tie-in is through the endocrine system 
which is a part of the body that mediates ones perception of the world 
around them and will affect bodily function. This, he advised, is 
called stress. 
Dr. Junek advised that there were a number of stressors here. The 
three above—mentioned are stressors on the body; illness resulting from 
any of the above. become another kind of stressor on the body. 

He advised that traffic is a stressor in a number of ways: accidents, 
concentration and loss of sleep. Economic affects is also a stressor. 
There is also a long-term stress on the community. He indicated that a 
previous speaker mentioned social affects. 
Dr. Junek advised that all of the above-mentioned stressors interact 
with each other and are compounded and have an effect on bodily func- 
tion as far as increased heart rate, increased blood pressure and numb- 
ness and tingling in the central nervous system. Illnesses. as already 
outlined, changing of behaviour. implusiveness, accident prone and 
alchoholism. It can affect large organisational activity in that there 
can be poor productivity. antaganism, absenteeism. foregetfullness, in- 
decisiveness and lack of concentration. It can affect people emotion- 
ally, creating a great deal of anxiety, aggression and irritability. 
Dr. Junek advised Council that these problems should not be taken 
lightly. In fact, he advised that one study pointed out that these 
same-stressors, relative to noise, within a five-mile radius of a major 
international airport, left the residents with an increased incidence 
of phycosimatic illness, increased incidence of violence and assaultive 
behaviour within the community, attesting mainly to the irritability. 
Dr. Junek felt this was relevant because in this instance, Council is 
dealing with a residential area. If it was not a residential area, 
there would be less concern with health effects. 
Questions From Council 
Councillor Snow questioned the Doctor relative to silicon, asking if it 
were possible for this substance to get into the lungs from the Quarry 
to which Dr. Junek advised this had been reported for a few centuries. 

Dr. Ray Cranston, Resident of Waverle : Dr. Cranston advised that he 
resided in Efie srrvsssiass SuB3T$T§T3*, across the lake from the pro- 
posed site of the Crusher Operation. Dr. Cranston advised that he had 
spent fourteen years studying the geochemistry of the world; natural 
particles. how they react with water and what happens to the bilogical 
systems and the chemistry of the system when you stir up muddy bottoms. 
He advised that he had received a Doctorate Degree studying this in the 
United States a few years ago and further that he had lived in the 
Waverley area for fourteen years and has worked in this field during 
that time .
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He advised that in reviewing the Proponent's Report, he found that 
there was some information that had been ignored. He advised that if 
it is ignored, then he had spent fourteen years on something. which is 
not considered an issue: however, he indicated that it was an issue and 
something which Council should consider in its decision relative to 
this proposal. He advised that there has been an incredible amount of 
study done in the world studying the effect of putting suspended matter 
into natural water systems. Further, he advised that the people in 
Waverley live there because the lakes are beautiful, clean and unpol— 
luted. 

Dr. Crantson then proceeded to point out some of the problems which can 
occur by adding the fine particles to the water which are chemically 
and biologically very active. He advised that they are sites for 
bacteria growth, they exchange chemistry with the water, pick up things 
from.the water and add things to the water. The clouds they create in 
the water, limit the amount of life in the water. In fact, he advised 
that the existence on earth is dependant on the balance between light 
and lack of light getting into the oceans and lake systems. He advised 
that the development is proposing to dump material into the lakes, to 
chemically react and bkfloghmtly change the lifestyle of those lakes and 
because of the Waverley residents enjoyment of the lakes, in their 
present condition, it will also affect their life. 

He indicated a concern which has not yet been brought out - a large 
portion of the particles added to that lake will never settle. He 
advised that in the Proponent's report, it is stated that as the part- 
icles get finer and finer, they settle: he felt that_the report shows 
incorrect calculations in the settling velocity. He advised that the 
lakes will accumulate these particles which will never settle. He in- 
dicated that the concentration of suspended load in the lakes will con- 
stantly increase year and after year and will not settle. He advised 
that in five to ten years, the lakes will be dead: he referred to the 
lakes surrounding the other quarries advising that Waverley did not 
want the same thing happening to their lakes. 

Dr. Cranston read from the Pr-oponent's Report, page 23, the following: 
"There does not appear to be any information on the amount of fine 
material that will be generated from the quarrying operation itself." 
He advised that the report says there will be some produced and in 
other places in the report it states: “probably won't increase sus- 
pended loads ... probably won't have any affect"...This, indicated to 
Dr. Cranston that the Developer was not very confident about what will 
be put into the lakes. 

He advised that the Developer was going to dump, probably a chemically 
active material, in an unknown quantity, into an area, that has a 
present concentration so low, it cannot even be measured. 

He advised that he has pages and pages of documentation of evironmental 
chemistry data, for Lake William, which indicate there is insufficient 
suspended matter there at the present time, to even measure it. He 
advised, that the lake is so clean and is such a pristene system that 
the material cannot even be measured. Yet, the Developer is asking the 
Elsiisnaiestfiszsslexssacadxaciias 2.122%-alopment that will have a Poten-
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Dr. Cranston advised that this was a critical point, substantiated by 
an enormous amount of study and documentation, and he requested . 

respectfully. that it be considered by Council. 
Questions From Council 
Councillor Wiseman advised that the Proponent's Report. mentions two 
settling ponds that will be used as overflows fro the property: it was 
her understanding that Dr. Cranston was concerned that overflow from 
these ponds will find its way into the lake. She questioned whether he 
felt there was some manner in which to keep the siltation from entering 
the water system, rather than simply quashing the project. 

Dr. Cranston advised that, yes. the siltation would eventually make its 
way into the lake, and he felt that the nature of the lake flow. would 
keep it from ever settling to the bottom. He was not concerned with 
the siltation that would go to the bottom but he was concerned about 
that which would never get the opportunity to settle. 
He advised that, regardless of attempts to keep the dust from getting 
into the lake, whether it be by the use of settling ponds. or by en- 
closing the crusher itself, there was no way to prevent the eventuality 
of the dust and the siltation getting into the lake, where he felt a 
large portion of it would never settle to the bottom. 
Councillor DeRoche advised that Dr. Cranston had. in his presentation, 
made reference to the pristene conditions of Lake William: this he had 
found interesting considering the system of lakes known as the Shuben- 
acadie - Stewiak Canal and the serious pollution problems which M. 
Paul Miller had referred to as well as the enormous amount of aggregate 
which Mr. Miller had indicated was being hauled from the Municipal 
Spraying and the Rocky Lake Quarry Operations near that lake. Yet, 
Dr. Cranston had indicated that Lake William had remained in a pristene 
condition: he questioned Dr. Cranston's professional opinion as to why 
Lake William had escaped the pollution. 
Dr. Cranston advised that he was not aware of any Quarry which is sup- 
plying material, such as the proposed Quarry would, beyond the shore of 
Lake William, with direct run off from the lake. He advised that in 
the Proponent's data they found an undetectable amount of suspended 
matter in the lake. It was his contention that if the Quarry is estab- 
lished in that location. once it is determined how much suspended 
material will be produced, that at least some calculations or guesses 
can be made as to whether the lake will remain in its present clean 
state. 

There were no further questions for Dr. Cranston. 

ADJOURNMENT 
It was moved by Councillor DeRoche. seconded by Councillor Eisenhauer: 

"THAT the Public Hearing be adjourned until August 17, 1983 at 
2:00 P.M." 
(See Amendment to Motion)
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It was amended by Councillor MacKay, seconded by Councillor Reid: 
"THAT the Public Hearing be adjourned until August 23, 1983 at 
7:00 P.M." 
Amendment Carried. 

Therefore, the question was called on the motion as amended. 

It was moved by Councillor DeRoche, seconded by Councillor Eisenhauer: 
"THAT the Public Hearing be adjourned until August 23. 1983 at 
7:00 P.M." 
Motion Carried. 

Therefore, the Public Hearing adjourned at 11:15 P.M. until Tuesday. 
August 23. 1983 at 7:00 P.M.
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AUGUST 23. 1983 

Warden MacKenzie. Chairman 
Deputy Warden Margeson 
Councillor Walker 
Councillor Poirier 
Councillor Larsen 
Councillor Gaudet 
Councillor Baker 
Councillor Deveaux 
Councillor DeRoche 
Councillor Adams 
Councillor Gaetz 
Councillor Bayers 
Councillor Reid 
Councillor Lichter 
Councillor Snow 
Councillor MacKay 
Councillor Molnroy 
Councillor Eisenhauer 
Councillor MacDonald 
Councillor Wiseman 
Councillor Mont 

PRESENT WERE: 

ALSO PRESENT: Mr. K. R. Meech. Chief Administrative officer 
Mr. G. J. Kelly. Municipal Clerk 
Mr. Robert Cragg, Municipal Solicitor 
Mr. Keith Birch, Chief of Planning & Development 

SECRETARY: Christine E. Simmons 
———-.——————————_————————u——--u---up-.--pa--3-.--—.—.-u-———————————_.——-——-—-.-----an.-..—¢_p—..-u-..--.—.—. 

OPENING OF PUBLIC HEARING 
Warden MacKenzie brought the Public Hearing to order at 7:05 P.M. with 
The Lord's Prayer. 
ROLL CALL 
Mr. Kelly then called the Roll. 
APPOINTMENT OF RECORDING SECRETARY 
It was moved by Councillor Walker, seconded by Councillor Larsen: 

"THAT Christine E. Simmons be appointed Recording Secretary." 
Motion Carried. 

PUBLIC HEARING - METRO AGGREGATES - DAY II 

Warden MacKenzie, reiterated the procedure to be followed for the 
Public Hearing advising that prior to adjournment. August 15, Speakers 
in Opposition were being heard by Council.
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SPEAKERS IN OPPOSITION — (Continued) 

Mr. Tim Edmunds, Resident of Waverley: Mr. Edmunds proceeded to give a 
presentation to Council relative to rock dust collection and utiliza- 
tion. He referred to a Study done on this issue, through Municipal 
Spraying. from 1969 to 1974. This study had begun with a two-year 
Government Grant but research had been continued after the utilization 
of the Grant. 
Prior to speaking on this issue. he gave Council a summary of his qual- 
ifications which indicated that he was knowledgeable on this subject 
and qualified to speak on it. 

During this study. Mr. Edmunds, Director of Research for Municipal, had 
worked with various bodies such as Nova Scotia Technical College; 
Cemititious Material Labouratory, National Research Institute, Harnock 
Hersey of Vancouver. Portland Cement Association of Illinois, the 
Carson Company in Philadelphia. Canada Cement LaFarge. Frankon of 
Montreal, Ottawa Sand of 0ttawa—Illinois. Ontario Research Foundation 
of Hamilton, Ontario and an Operation in Vancouver. which has rock 
similar to that on the Metro Aggregate Site. The report which result- 
ed from this Study was entitled. "Cemetitious Material Labouratory 
Report No. CML3l744l. E. C. Brown, May 6, 1974, Rock Dust Collection 
and Utilization for Municipal Spraying and Contracting“. 

Mr. Edmunds then reviewed some the findings frm this Study, advising 
that most of the material which was in the minus 3-8 size is about 40% 
between 44 microns and 20 microns and 60% less than 20 microns. A 
micron. he explained was one one—thousandth of a milimeter and one one 
-millionth of a meter. He advised that this fine material tends to 
pelletize making the size analysis only approximate and microscopic ex- 
amination placed the average size at about five microns. He advised 
Council, that everything below five microns is liable to cause people 
to develop silicosis. 

Mr. Edmunds indicated that on a 300,000 ton production rate per year, 
40% of that will be the minus 3-8 size crusher dust: that is 120,000 
tons of crusher dust that would be manufactured per year. 20% of this 
would be less than one milimeter; 24,000 tons, of which is non-collect- 
able in a settling pond and would go into the lakes. He advised that 
this amount would be difficult to visualize but that it would be enough 
to cover a football field 100' X 55' and five feet deep. 

Mr. Edmunds continued. advising that 60% of the 120,000 tons of rock 
dust or 7,200 tons would be less than 20 microns and this would go into 
the air: he advised that 7,200 tons of dust is a great deal of air 
pollution. 
Mr. Edmunds indicated that the average size of rock dust is five 
microns which is one 200ths of a milimeter. Some of the fines collect- 
ed at the Municipal Spraying Site were down to one two thousandths of 
a milimeter. yet the Proponent advised that there will be very little 
below .01 milimeters at Metro Aggregates. He indicated his opinion 
that this could be true in Fredericton because Fredericton has a dif- 
feren type of material on that site than what is on the Metro Aggre- gate it .
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Mr. Edmunds indicated that from the tests he has conducted he has found 
that at much as 14% of the minus 325 size adheres to the larger part- 
icles in a settling pond: this is a problem. 

Mr. Edmunds had samples with him of the material which was the regular 
01 milimeters which is between 100 and and 200 screens. He also 
brought samples of a 325 and a 200 size screens: the 200 size screen, 
he advised, is the finest screen available. He brought with him a jar 
of water and samples of 200 dust. Mr. Edmunds then advised that the 
Proponent claims that this 200 dust is supposed to be collectable in a 
settling pond. However, Mr. Edmunds mixed this dust with the water in 
the jar, advising that some of it should settle to the bottom, a little 
dust will remain on the top of the water with a slightly cloudy area in 
the middle. (At the end of the Public Hearing, this was so). 

Mr. Edmunds advised that the dust remains suspended which will happen 
to approximately one half of the minus 3-3 dust. He advised that the 
Proponent is claiming that he will collect this dust in the settling 
pond: however, he advised that there is no way of collecting this dust 
in any settling pond. 

Prior to concluding his presentation, Mr. Edmunds wanted to indicate 
to Council that there was a difference in the material in Fredericton 
and the material at Metro Aggregates. He advised that in the Frederic- 
ton Quarry, the slate fractures, even when being blasted so there is 
less work for the primary crusher and in Municipal it is the primary 
crusher that gives off all the dust: in fact, you can not stand near 
that crusher when it is in operation. 
This concluded Mr. Edmunds' presentation. 
Questions From Council 
Councillor Eisenhauer advised that Mr. Edmunds had compared the Fred- 
ericton and the Municipal Operation: he questioned whether there were 
any differences between the Crushers themselves relative to noise, etc. 

Mr. Edmunds advised that the primary crusher is the noisiest one: how- 
ever, in Fredericton the rock already goes into smaller particles when 
it is blasted. At Municipal this does not happen so the Primary 
Crusher does a lot more work andit is noisier. 
Councillor Eisenhauer then indicated his understanding that the Metro 
Aggregates Crusher which would be crushing the same type of rock as 
Municipal would make a great deal more noise than the crusher in Fred- 
ericton, to which Mr. Edmunds advised this was so. In fact, he stated 
that the Municipal Crusher can be heard at times all over Waverley. 
Councillor Eisenhauer also requested clarification as to Mr. Edmunds' 
statement relative to incorrect information in the Proponent's report 
with regard to the collective abilities of the settling ponds.
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Mr. Edmunds advised that settling ponds do not collect anything smaller 
than a 200 screen size. He advised that when the pond became too 
thick, they would have to pump out the settling pond and bring in fresh 
water. 

Councillor Deveaux indicated that Mr. Edmunds had compared the Fred- 
ericton Quarry with the Municipal Quarry: however, he questioned how 
this would compare with the proposed Metro Aggregates Operation under 
consideration by Council tonight. 
Mr. Edmunds advised that it would be the same operation as Municipal 
and the similarity in the dust levels at Municipal and Metro Aggregates 
would be due to the type of rock, which is different than the rock in 
Fredericton. 
Councillor Gaetz questioned whether the rock could be flushed with 
water in order to curtail the dust to a certain extent. 
Mr. Edmunds advised that they could do that and that this is, in fact, 
done: however, he advised that there is only one way to adequately 
collect dust, (which is what the research project was to determine, as 
well as uses for the dust) which is using a cyclone to pre-collect dust 
and then an electrostatic precipitator. He explained to Council the 
manner of using these dust collectors. 
Councillor MacDonald questioned where the dust from Municipal was going 
right now and he as advised by Mr. Edmunds that it was going to Rocky 
Lake first then Powder Mill Lake and eventually into Lake William. 
There were no further questions for Mr. Edmunds. 

Mr. Jim Meagher, 1660 Portobello Road: Mr. Meagher advised that he had 
lived in Waverley for 27 summers and 13 years as a permanent resident. 
Mr. Meagher'gag speaking to Council as a concerned parent with two 
children who use the road on a daily basis. as well as using the lakes 
in the area. He advised that on his property there are many springs 
which run across the road into the Lake. 
He was concerned with chemical run off getting into these springs, 
which are throughout the Waverley area, and getting into the lakes 
causing pollution: however, his main concern was the traffic danger. 

He advised that sitting on his front step, one day he had counted an 
average of two and one-half large trucks per hour, travelling through 
the Portobello road already: this he advised was a disgraceful average 
for a highway which is closed to trucks over one-half ton. 
Mr. Meagher was also concerned about the dust pollution which will have 
an effect on all the citizens of Waverley but, in particular, the 
Senior Citizens of the area, who will be locating in the newly-approved 
Senior Citizen's Home, which will be constructed in Waverley shortly. 
In closing, he encouraged Council to put a stop to this Operation now 
before it causes both water and air pollution and endangers the large 
amount of pedestrian traffic along the roads in Waverley.




