MEMORANDUM
To:

Mayor Foxton & Members of Council

From:

Ashley Sage, Clerk

Re:

ADDENDUM TO AGENDA – Public Planning Agenda for June 28,
2022

Date:
June 28, 2022
___________________________________________________________________
Staff are seeking the authority of Council to add as an Addendum to the June 28, 2022
Public Planning Meeting Agenda the following item:
1. Add one (1) piece of correspondence received for item 7.4 Report No. PD-262022 Minor Variance Application for 160 Hilltop Drive (File No. A-05/22).
(correspondence attached).
2. Add three (3) pieces of correspondence received for item 8.1 Report No. PD-292022: Proposed Zoning By-law Amendment for 1107 Cedar Creek Road (File No.
ZC-06/21) (correspondence attached).

From: Nancy Demetrious
Sent: June 28, 2022 12:03 PM
To: Planning <planning@northdumfries.ca>
Cc: Christina Blazinovic <cblazinovic@northdumfries.ca>; Rebecca Laffrade
Subject: Minor VarianceA-05/22 160 Hilltop dr Ayr

To the Planning department
We are unable to attend the Public meeting tonight Tuesday June 28that 7PM. I 'm submitting
my written comments by email.
We live at
in Ayr. Our house is to the left, westside of 160 Hilltop Dr. Let it be
known that we have no objection to the Minor Variance A-05/22 at Rebecca Laffrade's home
at 160 Hilltop Dr.
Plan 58M440 Lot 14
Nancy and Costas Demetrious

From: Geoffrey Stevens <
Sent: Tuesday, June 28, 2022 1:20 PM
To: Clerk <clerk@northdumfries.ca>
Cc: Casey Stevens <
Subject: ZC-06/21 Dance Pit expansion

>; wolfp@cambridge.ca

Dear Sir or Madam,
My name is Geoffrey Stevens.
I am the homeowner of
resided since 2003.

in Cambridge (N1S 4Y9) where I and my family have

I wish to register my family's opposition to this Dance Pit application for these reasons:
1. Health. Dust from existing Dance and other nearby gravel pits has been affecting our breathing
for years. We believe the dust contributed to severe attacks of asthma suffered by one member of our
family. The proposed "expansion" (it's really a new pit backing on neighbours' homes) would bring this
danger closer to our home on Grand Ridge and increase the risk to our health.
2. Environment. Gravel pits are an eyesore. There are far too many of them in North Dumfries, and they
have permanently scarred our landscape. I know pit owners are supposed to fill in their pits or otherwise
return them to a natural condition when they are finished with them, but they seldom do. Rehabilitation
costs money. In the course of 19 years, I have observed the owners' tactic of choice: when a pit becomes
uneconomic, they abandon the site and leave behind an old piece of equipment and perhaps a rundown
shack as "evidence" to support their fiction that the exhausted mine is still an active operation. I believe
my generation has an obligation to preserve the environment for our children and grandchildren, not to
support or enable its continued degradation.
3. Lousy neighbours. Some homeowners in our area describe gravel operators as "neighbours from hell."
That's a bit harsh. Let's just say they are an inconsiderate lot, by and large. They don't much care if they
are destroying their neighbours' peace, the enjoyment of their homes, and the value of their properties.
At night, their floodlights and the noise of their machinery ruin neighbours' sleep; in daytime, their
dynamite blasts shake the foundations of nearby homes; when their trucks are not properly covered,
they spill gravel on roads and the stones crack our windshields.
4. There's a better answer. It makes no sense to allow gravel pits at the very edge of the city. They don't
belong in a residential area, which where this new pit (zoning notwithstanding) will effectively be
located. This is a huge country, much of it empty. There are vast areas where Dance could dig, blast and
spill without disturbing a soul.
Let them go there!
Here's a more radical suggestion, one that would be effective.
If a gravel operator seeks a permit for a pit close to a residential area, deny the permit unless the
operator commits legally to purchase all properties within one kilometre of the pit, paying the owners

full market value, plus the family's relocation expenses, and a penalty of not less than 10% for the
inconvenience caused. Draconian? Yes. But it would work.
My daughter, Casey Stevens, will represent the family at the June 28 public meeting.

Thank you.
Geoffrey Stevens
(written June 27, 2022)

Ashley Sage
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Clerk
June 28, 2022 3:45 PM
Ashley Sage; Planning
FW: Response to ZC-06/21
Response letter_ZC-0621_Dance Pit Expansion Zoning Bylaw Amendment Application_North
Dumfries.pdf; Response letter_ZC-0621_Dance Pit Expansion Zoning Bylaw Amendment
Application_North Dumfries.pdf

Importance:

High

Correspondence for the Dance Pit
Cynthia Hislop
Deputy Clerk
The Corporation of the Township of North Dumfries
2958 Greenfield Road
P.O. Box 1060
Ayr, Ontario N0B 1E0
Phone 519‐632‐8800 ext 130
Fax 519‐632‐8700
http://northdumfries.ca

The 2022 Municipal Election is October 24, 2022.

Check, Update or Add your name to the voters’ list

From: Martin Straathof <
Sent: Tuesday, June 28, 2022 3:41 PM
To: Clerk <clerk@northdumfries.ca>
Subject: Response to ZC‐06/21
Greetings,
Please see the attached letter for comments from Ontario Farmland Trust regarding the Zoning Bylaw
Amendment Application ZC-0621,
With thanks,
Martin
‐‐
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Martin Straathof
Executive Director
Ontario Farmland Trust
c/o University of Guelph
Guelph, ON N1G 2W1
martin@ontariofarmlandtrust.ca
www.ontariofarmlandtrust.ca
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June 28, 2022
Mayor Sue Foxton
c/o clerk@northdumfries.ca
The Township of North Dumfries
2958 Greenfield Road
Ayr, ON N0B1E0
RE: ZC-06/21, the Dance Pit Expansion Zoning Bylaw Amendment Application
Dear Mayor Foxton and Members of Council,
The Ontario Farmland Trust (OFT) is writing to express concerns over the Dance Pit Expansion Zoning
Bylaw Amendment Application. The subject land is made of prime agricultural soil, a finite and nonrenewable resource. Ontario is losing farmland at a rate of 319 acres per day. While the Provincial Policy
Statement (PPS) encourages prime agricultural land be managed in a sustainable way, the rate in which
we are losing farmland is clearly not sustainable.
The provincial agri-food sector contributes over $47 billion to the GDP and employs more than 837,000
Ontarians along the supply chain1. In rural areas, this sector is even more important, as roughly 12% of
the GDP and 10% of rural jobs are associated with agriculture2. Currently, only 0.5% of Canada’s
agricultural soil is classified as Class 1, and about half of the entire country’s Class 1 soil is found in
southern Ontario3. As such, it is crucial to protect Ontario’s prime agricultural areas from non-agricultural
development for the long-term viability of the province’s agri-food sector.
The PPS recognizes agricultural land as a resource that conserves biodiversity, provides ecological
process, provides for the production of food and fiber, and supports long term economic and social needs.
However, we are deeply concerned about the failure of the PPS to protect prime agricultural land by
permitting extraction of aggregate resources on prime agricultural lands and believe it is contradictory to
sustaining farmland as a vital resource.
While we applaud North Dumfries’ Official Plan for requiring that agricultural rehabilitation be
maximized, the unfortunately reality is that the agricultural land is not returned to the quality of land that
was previously there. The horizons of the soil have been destroyed, and the soil is changed forever.
Additionally, pits and quarries typically remain open for decades. Consequently, rehabilitation may not
occur for many years– if it ever occurs. According to Sustain Ontario, there are over 4,000 abandoned pits
and quarries in Ontario that have yet to be rehabilitated. The loss of food-producing lands and natural
heritage features is long-term, if not permanent.
Additionally, the science of rehabilitation is far from perfect. For this reason, as is widely recognized in
the field of ecological restoration, rehabilitation should never be used as an excuse to destroy high-value
landscape features. In this case, removing huge quantities of rock and gravel results in permanent changes
to hydrology and soils, and thus to the conditions which support particular crops and plant and animal
life. Humans are simply unable to fully recover the agricultural and biodiversity values and ecological

functions that are lost when aggregates extraction proceeds. Rehabilitation must not be used to justify
aggregates extraction in prime farmland and significant natural features.
While the current land use offers a buffer of the existing pit from the nearby residential area, this is far
from the only benefit the lands provide. Farmland can sequester carbon, provide habitat for wildlife, and
filter and store water, which can actually improve water quality in surrounding aquatic systems.
OFT understands that aggregates are a valuable resource, and that extraction must and will occur.
However, there are other fundamentally important values at stake including food, water and biodiversity.
Furthermore, we are in a time of geopolitical and climate-fueled threats that are disrupting communities’
food security and grocery prices are on the rise. We need to protect as much of our food supply resources
as we can.
For the foregoing reasons, the Ontario Farmland Trust requests that do not permit the zoning
amendment application ZC-06/21.
We ask that you consider the values of importance to all Ontarians - sustainable and resilient
communities, human health, biodiversity, clean air and water, resilience to climate change and Ontariogrown food.
Thank you for the opportunity to share our feedback. If you have any questions or would like to speak
further on these issues, please do not hesitate to get in touch. We look forward to continuing to work on
strengthening the agricultural system and protect the viability of the agricultural sector.
Most Sincerely,

Martin Straathof
Executive Director, Ontario Farmland Trust
martin@ontariofarmlandtrust.ca

About Ontario Farmland Trust
The Ontario Farmland Trust is a non-profit, charitable organization that works across Ontario to protect
farmlands and associated agricultural, natural and cultural features of the countryside for the benefit of
current and future generations.
There are three components of OFT’s work: (1) Direct land protection, using agricultural easements, (2)
Farmland policy development and (3) Research and education.

References:
[1] Ontario Federation of Agriculture. 2020. Agriculture Matters – A Guide for Municipal Councillors
and Staff. https://ofa.on.ca/resources/guide-for-municipal-councillors-and-staff/
[2] Ontario Federation of Agriculture. 2013. Economic Contribution of the Ontario Farm Sector 2013.
https://ofa.on.ca/resources/economic-contribution-ontario-farm-sector-2013/
[3] Environment Canada. 1976. Canada Land Inventory: Land Capability for Agriculture.
https://atrium.lib.uoguelph.ca/xmlui/bitstream/handle/10214/15222/LUPSD_land_capability_agric_rep10
_1976.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y#:~:text=6.,Class%201%20to%203%20soils).
[4] Ontario Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing. 2020. Citizen’s Guide to Land Use Planning.
https://www.ontario.ca/document/citizens-guide-land-use-planning/zoning-bylaws#section-1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Foxton
Wendy Fuchs; Ashley Sage
mcgarryk@cambridge.ca; wolfp@cambridge.ca; bryan.may@parl.gc.ca; mschreiner-co@ola.org; Andrew
Mcneely; Rodney Rolleman; Derrick Ostner; Margaret McCreery; Pam Gillespie
Re: Dance Gravel Pit Expansion
June 28, 2022 3:49:02 PM

Wendy thank you for your email.
Ashley please add this to the record.
Sue Foxton
Mayor
North Dumfries
Sent from my iPhone
> On Jun 28, 2022, at 2:58 PM, Wendy Fuchs
wrote:
>
>
> Honestly, I don't know why I have to write this. Did the two townships not talk to each other about this when they
were planning future developments? You cannot put a gravel pit butt up against a housing development. That's a no
brainer. I live on Applewood Cres and can already hear their noise and they are a ways down Cedar st.
>
> Do you honestly think that the noise will shrink or there will be no dust etc coming from this area if they are
allowed to expand? There is an abundance of wildlife that depends on these fields as well.
>
> Talk to each other. You are suppose to look after this area. Be responsible and find another solution.
>
> Not amused,
>
> Wendy Fuchs
>
>
>

MEMORANDUM
To:

Mayor Foxton & Members of Council

From:

Ashley Sage, Clerk

Re:

ADDENDUM TO AGENDA – Public Planning Agenda for June 28,
2022

Date:
June 28, 2022
___________________________________________________________________
Staff are seeking the authority of Council to add as an Addendum to the June 28, 2022
Public Planning Meeting Agenda the following item:
1. Add One (1) piece of correspondence received for item 7.3 Report No. PD-252022: Minor Variance Application for 246 Piper Street (File No. A-04/22)
(correspondence attached).
2. Add five (5) pieces of correspondence received for item 8.1 Report No. PD-292022: Proposed Zoning By-law Amendment for 1107 Cedar Creek Road (File No.
ZC-06/21) (correspondence attached).

Christina Blazinovic
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Shannon Black
June 27, 2022 3:59 PM
Christina Blazinovic
FW: 246 Piper St Garage Location

Christina,
I have no concerns with this proposal to move the accessory structure, however, the building designer will need to
review the new location to assess the limiting distance and unprotected openings as per the Ontario Building Code.
Shannon Black, CBCO
Manager of Building Services/Chief Building Official
The Corporation of the Township of North Dumfries
North Dumfries Community Complex
2958 Greenfield Road
P.O. Box 1060
Ayr, Ontario N0B 1E0
519-632-8800 ext. 125  519-632-8700
sblack@northdumfries.ca
Website: www.northdumfries.ca

Please note that the Township Administration Office is OPEN to the Public with access consistent with COVID-19
pandemic protocols. Township Administrative business continues and services can be accessed through our website, by
email or by telephone. Meetings will be arranged through scheduled appointments and can be accommodated through
either virtual platforms or in-person

Do you really need to print? Think green.
Confidentiality Notice: This email correspondence (including any attachments) may contain information which is confidential and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable law, and is
intended only for the use of the designated recipient(s) listed above. Any unauthorized use or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, or have otherwise
received this message in error, please notify the sender by replying via email, and destroy all copies of this original correspondence (including any attachments). Thank you for your
cooperation.
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From:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Date:

Susan Foxton
Sheri Hinton; Ashley Sage
Kathryn McGarry; wolfp@cambridge.ca; kkiefer@regionofwaterloo.ca; hjowett@regionofwaterloo.ca;
kredman@regionofwaterloo.ca; Rodney Rolleman; Derrick Ostner; Margaret McCreery; Pam Gillespie; Andrew
Mcneely; info@voteriddellpc.ca; mschreiner-co@ola.org; bryan.may@parl.gc.ca; dougfordco@pc.ola.org;
justin.trudeau@parl.gc.ca; greg.rickford@pc.ola.org; araapprovals@ontario.ca
Re: Dance Gravel Pit Expansion
June 27, 2022 11:41:15 PM

Sheri thank you for your email.
Ashley please add this to the official record .
Sue Foxton
Mayor
North Dumfries
Sent from my iPhone
> On Jun 27, 2022, at 11:14 PM, Sheri Hinton
wrote:
>
> Esteemed elected representatives,
> I am writing to you today regarding concerns with the Dance Gravel Pit Expansion application.
> I purchased my home 25 years ago with the goal of living in a clean, quiet neighbourhood. I love my home and
my community. We have a strong support system with our neighbours.   I am the primary caregiver for my aging
parents. My goal is to keep them at home with me for as long as possible. Unfortunately, one of the detractors of
the community is the dust from the Dance Pit, especially in the summer. My parents bedroom faces the pit and we
are at the stage where we cannot have the windows open. The dust builds up every day. My father already
experiences breathing problems. With the expansion, I see in the report that many of the air quality indicators will
be pushed to upper boundary “acceptable” limits.   This is cause for great concern. What is deemed acceptable on
paper is far from being practical in a home setting, especially for seniors. The expansion will quite literally be
putting operations next to our backyard. Short of hermetically sealing my home, there is no practical way to defend
against the dust particles that invade on a daily basis.
> I am already fighting a battle to provide my parents with the best life possible. This is presenting yet another
obstacle and is, quite frankly pushing my mental health limits. I lose sleep on a daily basis worrying about their
health and well-being. I have taken college courses on top of a full-time job so I can provide them the best possible
support by understanding geriatric illnesses, medical procedures and how to access support programs. This
expansion feels like the bullet to my head in a game of Russian Roulette that I have no interest in playing.   I am not
in a position to sell and move to another neighbourhood given the current economic climate. This will be
exacerbated by a reduction in home value should the expansion proceed.
> When I purchased my home, it was with the promise that an agricultural buffer would be in place at all times.
This application is in direct conflict of that promise.
> I respectfully ask for you to support the citizens of this community and deny the application for a zoning change
for expansion.
> Thank you,
> Sheri Hinton
>
> Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Date:

Susan Foxton
Ron Budhu; Ashley Sage
mcgarryk@cambridge.ca; wolfp@cambridge.ca; kkiefer@regionofwaterloo.ca; hjowett@regionofwaterloo.ca;
kredman@regionofwaterloo.ca; Derrick Ostner; mmcneely@northdumfries.ca; info@voteriddlepc.ca; mschreinerco@ola.org; doug.fordco@pc.ola.org; justin.trudeau@parl.gc.ca; greg.rickford@pc.ola.org;
araapprovals@ontario.ca; Rodney Rolleman; Pam Gillespie; Andrew Mcneely
Re: CBM Dance Pit
June 27, 2022 11:39:35 PM

Ron thank you for your email.
Ashley please add this to the official record.
Sue Foxton
Mayor
North Dumfries
Sent from my iPhone
On Jun 27, 2022, at 10:59 PM, Ron Budhu

wrote:



Hello all public servants voted into by your local residents:
I have seen and read some comments directly speaking against the Dance Pit
and that paper work sent to the Ministry showing that there was a promise to
never expand the pit.

Recently Cambridge City council passed a motion asking the province to have
a moratorium on all future pits and expansions.
To add context to stop the expansion of the gravel pit further into my backyard,
here are some facts:
-when we purchased the homes on Fraserwood court that backs on to the
farmland and the gravel pit, we were only informed that there is a pit that could
be noisy, There was never any disclosure that our homes will be filled with the
dust from the sand whenever we open our windows and doors.
-having lived here for 5 years and finally had to spend thousands of dollars to
get out yard that is considered Conservation up to an usable level, we have
discovered the massive amount of dust that infiltrate our homes when the
windows and doors are left open, we cannot sit and enjoy a meal outside
without having to worry over the dust and the noise from the gravel pit.
-allergies have increased from the flying dust from the gravel pit
- our home values have dropped as any potential buyers are shying away
because of the gravel pit.

Now moving this DUST PIT another 29 hectares closer to our homes, what will
there be for us to enjoy. Certainly not the millions CBM are pulling in quarterly.
Will the local government and the province provide us with financial support for
the added maintenance cost and notwithstanding the increased health issues.
What will the gravel pit compensate the residents with when they are living

without these issues albeit the millions $ in their pockets?
Will CBM built a wall to help the flying dust along our homes or conduct their pit
operations in an enclosed building?
I do not want to hear how this will cause health issues to the workers because
they did not think of the residents.
Where is the Province platform on green space?
Stop the Dance and let us breathe clean air.

Follow social distancing directives
Be safe and Have a Blessed Day
Ron Budhu
Mobile
Home

From:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Date:

Susan Foxton
w warren; Ashley Sage
mcgarryk@cambridge.ca; wolfp@cambridge.ca; kkiefer@regionofwaterloo.ca; hjowett@regionofwaterloo.ca;
Rodney Rolleman; kredman@regionofwaterloo.ca; Derrick Ostner; Margaret McCreery; Pam Gillespie; Andrew
Mcneely; info@voteriddellpc.ca; mschreiner-co@ola.org; bryan.may@parl.gc.ca; doug.fordco@pc.ola.ca;
justin.trudeau@parl.gc.ca; greg.rickford@pc.ola.org; ARA Approvals (NDMNRF)
Re: opposition to Dance Pit Expansion
June 27, 2022 11:36:31 PM

Thank you for your email.
Ashley please add this to the record.
Sue Foxton
Mayor
North Dumfries
Sent from my iPhone
On Jun 27, 2022, at 10:14 PM, w warren

wrote:



For the record,
Regarding the application for a Class A Pit above water (#626545)
Pt. Lot 14 & 15, Concession 10, Township of North Dumfries, Regional
Municipality of Waterloo
We have lived at
for over 15 years and my family strongly
opposes CBM Aggregates Dance Pit expansion located on Cedar Creek
Road.
In response to my previous concerns this past year, Stephen May ( Lands
Manager - West for CBM Aggregates) mentioned in his April18th letter to
me that the expansion area would include a 5 metre berm (now proposed
to be 7 metres) and a tree screen to provide a wind break designed to
reduce concentrations of dust at locations to the east of the expansion
area and that the excavation would be "phased in" from the south to the
north end of the proposed pit.
Our home is situated at this far south east corner of this pit expansion and
will be one of the first homes impacted from the very first bulldozer scoop
of soil.
Our concern stems from flaws in the idea that a berm or tree screen that
has been proposed will have any major dust control impact because of the
undulating terrain behind our house and the witnessed strength of the
north west winds that blow across that field all year long.
If the thin green line of trees, that were planted, is the their definition of a
wind break then they have not cared to walk the whole perimeter of the
east side properties. Obviously they were planted in the wrong place (in

the valley) too close to our property and will have next to no significant
impact as a wind break or reduce concentrations of dust. These little trees
(those that have survived so far) are no more than two feet in height. Was
CBM going to wait for these evergreens to reach maturity in the next 15 or
so years before they start digging? I do not think that appears to be part of
their organizational culture.
When they talk of a berm, I ask where is the ground zero point where they
start measuring the proposed 7 metre height? Will there be any "real"
permanent buffer?
When they talk about air quality assessments we must ask when these
were taken and how far dust is going to travel as a result of the northwest
winds.
The pit expansion should not be any closer to our properties than the pit is
to the Fraserwood Court properties on the other side of the park.
What is the proposed start date that CBM has in mind?
i plan to attend the meeting at 2958 Greenfield Road, Ayr. (In-Person)
We hope that some definite answers will surface at this upcoming
Statutory Public Meeting on Tuesday, June 28th at 7 p.m. as I am sure
many other residents have several concerns.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Octavio Melo
Clerk
Comments on Proposed Zoning Bylaw Amendment – File No: ZC-06/21
June 28, 2022 4:18:07 AM
22.06.27 Dance Pit Expansion Letter_Mayor & Council_Melo & Fernandes.pdf
22.06.27 Attachment_Dance Pit Expansion Letter to Minister_Melo & Fernandes.pdf

Mayor and Council
Township of North Dumfries,
Attached, for the attention of the Mayor and Council of the Township of North Dumfries,
please find our comments on:
Proposed Zoning Bylaw Amendment – File No. ZC-06/21: New Dance Pit at 1107 Cedar
Creek Road, Township of North Dumfries
Octavio Melo & Neusa Fernandes
Cambridge ON

June 27, 2022
Mayor and Council
Township of North Dumfries
c/o clerk@northdumfries.ca
Dear Mayor and Council,
Comments on Proposed Zoning Bylaw Amendment – File No: ZC-06/21
New Dance Pit at 1107 Cedar Creek Road, Township of North Dumfries
We live at 145 Harwood Road, Cambridge, Ontario, N1S 4R9. Our house backs onto the
Township of North Dumfries boundary and the agricultural land which CBM Aggregates wants
to mine. We strongly oppose the proposed Zoning Bylaw Amendment – File No: ZC-06/21
because impacts from aggregate mining operations to the West of our property and
neighbourhood are already unacceptable and will only get worse if CBM’s aggregate mining
operations move any closer, for the reasons discussed below.
Dust
Winds in this part of the Ontario are predominantly from the southwest-west-northwest
sectors, an area which already has over 15 licensed gravel pits within 5 km of our residence.
Our outdoor furniture, door and window sills, deck, front porch and other exposed outdoor
surfaces are frequently covered with dust, particularly during dry periods. We have to sweep or
wash down regularly. With strong winds, dust gets into the house through window and door
seals and deposits on indoor furniture, floors and other surfaces. In the summer, when we
occasionally open the windows to cool the house we find that dust quickly settles on surfaces
and requires frequent dusting and vacuuming. One of us experiences wheezing, throat irritation
and difficulty breathing during the most severe events. A recent report by Health Canada1
concluded that fine dust (PM2.5) in combination with ambient nitrogen oxides and ozone leads
to acute impacts on sensitive individuals (asthmatics and the young and elderly) and a
reduction in life expectancy. The World Health Organization has also recognized the negative
impacts of PM2.5 on human health and have recommended, in a 2021 report,2 the adoption of
more stringent ambient air quality criteria.
CBM’s Air Quality Impact Assessment Report (AQIA Report) claims that cumulative
concentrations of airborne dust in our neighbourhood will be below applicable Provincial air
quality criteria if the new Dance Pit is approved. These claims are not supported by our lived
experience, described above. As well, our review of the AQIA Report has identified a number of
technical concerns with the AQIA Report (see attached letter to the Minister of Northern
Development, Mines, Natural Resources and Forestry (MNDMNRF), dated December 8, 2021.)
1
2

Health Canada’s 2021 Report on Health Impacts of Air Pollution in Canada.
World Health Organization’s 2021 Report on WHO Global Air Quality Guidelines.

1

That is why we have been requesting that planning officials in the Township of North Dumfries
and the Region of Waterloo carry out thorough peer reviews of the AQIA Report, and CBM’s
other Technical Reports, by independent subject matter experts. We renew this request to you.
As a minimum, the Zoning Bylaw Amendment should not be approved until a suitable air quality
survey of existing conditions is carried out and demonstrates that conditions meet air quality
criteria and don’t pose a health risk.
Noise
Noise coming from the westerly direction is very episodic at our residence and neighbourhood.
On occasion, while outdoors, we can hear clearly the noise of heavy equipment supposedly
picking up aggregate and dropping it onto processing equipment or trucks. The noise of the
crusher and screening plant is very annoying. This noise and the dust concerns mentioned
previously make it almost impossible to spend time outdoors and enjoy our backyard during the
hours of operation of the pit.
Property Values
A number of studies3 have examined the potential impact of locating aggregate mining
operations on the value of nearby residential properties and concluded that negative impacts
on property value occur, which are estimated to be of the order of 20%, depending on
circumstances. Allowing mining operations to come closer to our property will reduce the value
of our house even further, for the financial benefit of the gravel company, and our detriment.
This is very difficult for us to accept. We are dependent on the equity in our property to help us
raise and provide a university education to two teenagers, and help sustain us in retirement.
Road Safety
There is a steady flow of gravel trucks along Regional Road 97 (Cedar Street) on weekdays from
7am to 6pm. This is a 2-lane road, steep in some places, that runs past Southwood Secondary
School, through West Galt and downtown Cambridge, with a speed limit of 50 km/h. The gravel
trucks often appear to be travelling well above the speed limit, posing a danger to other
vehicles, students and other pedestrians. We have experienced some damage to our vehicles
from flying gravel. In summary, we are concerned about our safety, the safety of our two
teenaged drivers, the students attending Southwood SS, and other regional users of this road.
In summary and soiling of our vehicles on this and other nearby regional roads.
Gravel truck traffic also poses threats to the environment and wildlife. Cedar Street runs past a
couple of small lakes/ponds which are frequented by migratory birds. These birds and their
3

(e.g. Diminution in the Price (if any) to Residential Real Estate if Located in the Vicinity of an Existing or Proposed
Ontario Pit or Quarry by Lansing Appraisals and Consulting, 2014; The Potential Financial Impacts of the Proposed
Rockfort Quarry, by The Centre for Spatial Economics, 2009; and An Assessment of the Economic Impact of the
Proposed Stoneco Gravel Mine Operation on Richland Township, US Senate, 2006)
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fledging, as well as a resident turtle population occasionally cross the street and are at risk of
being hit, injured and killed by traffic.
Groundwater, Agriculture and Climate Change
The new Dance Pit would likely double the life of the current Dance Pit from probably 60 years
total, use large quantities of groundwater, possibly contaminate the aquifer, and take
additional prime agricultural land out of production. The fact that Waterloo Region is a growth
area in Ontario, derives most of its water from groundwater sources, is a very productive
agricultural area, and, like the rest of the Globe is experiencing the impacts of global warming,
calls for extra measures to protect these important natural resources for today and the long
term. Note that Ontario loses 175 acres per day of its most productive farmland to urban
sprawl and aggregate mining; and, studies show that if the land is rehabilitated to what
aggregate companies describe as an “agricultural condition” it will never achieve the
productivity it had before.4
We commend the Region of Waterloo, Township of North Dumfries and the City of Cambridge
for endorsing the moratorium on new gravel pits. If implemented, this measure would slow
down the loss of prime agricultural land.
Role and Mandate of the Municipal Governments
The initial Planning Agreement (1186302) for the Dance Pit was signed on September 23, 1993.
In discussions with a few residents who lived in the neighbourhood at the time, we learned that
residents were assured that the strip of land between the Cambridge City boundary and the
current Dance Pit would remain agricultural indefinitely. Clause 7 on the agreement stated that
“The owner agrees to provide screening and buffering to provide an effective buffer, to the
Township’s satisfaction, between any proposed excavation and any … existing residence …”
The owners of the Dance Pit were then granted an amendment to the Planning Agreement on
December 15, 1999 to allow onsite processing of aggregate. The Dance Pit was eventually sold
to the current owners, CBM Aggregates, a division of St. Mary’s Cement. Duty under Clause 7 of
the Planning Agreement regarding an “effective buffer” would be part of the property deed and
transferred to the new owners. We urge you to take this into account in making your decision.
Zoning amendments are governed by the Planning Act, Provincial Policy Statement and Official
Plans. As discussed in the attached letter to the Minister of NDMNRF, these requirements
include:
•

Major facilities (e.g. gravel mines) and sensitive land uses (e.g. residences, schools and
seniors’ residences) shall be planned and developed to avoid, or if avoidance is not
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Obtained on June 27, 2022 at: https://ontariofarmlandtrust.ca/2020/07/02/the-impacts-of-aggregate-mining-onfarmland/
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possible, minimize and mitigate any potential adverse effects from odour, noise and
other contaminants, minimize risk to public health and safety, etc.
•

Adverse effects include: harm or material discomfort to any person, impairment of the
safety of any person, injury or damage to property, harm or material discomfort to any
person, loss of enjoyment of normal use of property, etc.

•

The Township of North Dumfries will grant or deny the Zoning Application, within the
policy and oversight requirements of the Official Plans of the Township and the Region
of Waterloo, including that a study addressing the issues of dust be submitted to the
Region’s satisfaction, specifying that the proposed operation will not have adverse
impacts on nearby sensitive receptors. This study must take into account the potential
cumulative impacts from nearby existing sources and the proposed new Dance Pit.

These requirements are very important to the potentially impacted residents of our
neighbourhood. We expect that the Township and the Region will dedicate the appropriate
effort and resources to ensure that a scientifically-sound decision on the Zoning Amendment is
made, that is fair to all parties impacted by the decision.
Yours truly,

Octavio Melo
Neusa Fernandes
Attachment: Letter to the Minister of Northern Development, Mines, Natural Resources and
Forestry, December 8, 2021
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December 8, 2021
Hon. Greg Rickford
Minster of Northern Development, Mines, Natural Resources and Forestry
greg.rickford@pc.ola.org
Dear Minister Rickford,
Comments on CBM Aggregates’ Application for a Licence to Expand the Dance Pit
We live at 145 Harwood Road, Cambridge, Ontario, N1S 4R9. Our house backs onto the
Township of North Dumfries agricultural land which CBM Aggregates wants to mine. We
oppose the granting of an Aggregate Resources Act licence for the proposed expansion of the
Dance Pit for the following reasons.
Conditions at our residence are already unacceptable and will only get worse if the aggregate
mining is allowed to move any closer. Adverse effects from dust and noise are unacceptable,
and we are concerned that the value of our property would be further impacted negatively.
Heavy truck traffic on nearby Cedar Creek, Edworthy, Roseville and Dickie Settlement regional
roads is unsafe. And, we are concerned about potential adverse effects on groundwater,
agriculture, wetlands and wildlife.
Winds in this part of the Province are predominantly from the West-to-Northwest sector, an
area which already has about 19 active gravel pits within 5km of our residence. Our outdoor
furniture, door and window sills, deck, front porch and other exposed surfaces in the back
(West) and, to a lesser extent, front (East) of the house are constantly covered with dust,
particularly during dry periods. We have to sweep or wash down surfaces regularly. With strong
westerly winds, dust gets into the house through window and door sills and deposits on indoor
furniture and other surfaces. In the summer, when we occasionally open the windows to cool
the house we find that dust quickly settles on indoor furniture and requires frequent dusting.
One of us experiences wheezing, difficulty breathing and a sore throat. A recent report by
Health Canada1 concluded that fine dust (PM2.5) in combination with ambient nitrogen oxides
and ozone leads to acute impacts on sensitive individuals (asthmatics and the young and
elderly) and a reduction in life expectancy. The World Health Organization has also recognized
the negative impacts of PM2.5 on human health and have recommended, in a 2021 report2, the
adoption of more stringent ambient air quality standards.
Noise coming from the Westerly direction is very episodic. On occasion, we can hear the loud
noise of what appears to be the dropping of aggregate from loaders onto an operating
processing plant (crusher and screen.) This noise and the dust concerns mentioned in the

1
2

Health Canada’s 2021 Report on Health Impacts of Air Pollution in Canada.
World Health Organization’s 2021 Report on WHO Global Air Quality Guidelines.
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previous paragraph make it almost impossible to spend time outdoors and enjoy our backyard
during the hours of operation of the pit.
A number of studies3 have examined the potential impact of locating aggregate extraction
operations on the value of nearby residential properties and concluded that negative impacts
on property value occur, which are estimated in the 20% range depending on circumstances.
This should be unacceptable in today’s society. We are dependent on the equity in our property
to help us raise two teenagers and sustain us in retirement.
There is a steady flow of gravel trucks along Regional Road 97 (Cedar Street) on weekdays from
7am to 6pm. This is a 2-lane road, steep in some places, that runs past a High School, through
West Galt and downtown Cambridge, with a speed limit of 50 km/h. The loaded trucks often
appear to be travelling well above the speed limit, posing a danger to other vehicles, students
and other pedestrians. We are concerned about our safety and the safety of our two teenage
drivers.
Truck traffic poses threats to the environment and wildlife. Highway 97 runs past a couple of
small lakes/ponds which are frequent by migratory breeding birds. These birds and their
fledging, as well as a resident turtle population occasionally cross the road and are in risk of
being hit by traffic.
The proposed expansion of the Dance Pit would continue to be an above-the-water-table
operation in a very fertile agricultural land. The fact that Waterloo Region is a growth area in
Ontario, which derives most of its potable water from groundwater sources calls for extra
measures to protect this important resource for the long term. Uncertainty about the local
impacts of global warming demands that we proceed with caution to ensure that potable water
and food self-sufficiency are protected.
In addition to the above specific concerns, we would like to raise a number of policy issues
which the Ministry should consider in evaluating the Dance Pit expansion application. The
Provincial Policy Statement (PPS) governs decisions on land use planning in Ontario. Among
other things, the PPS states that (refer to Attachment 1):
Major facilities and sensitive land uses shall be planned and developed to avoid, or if
avoidance is not possible, minimize and mitigate any potential adverse effects from odour,
noise and other contaminants, minimize risk to public health and safety, and ensure the
long-term operational and economic viability of major facilities in accordance with
provincial guidelines, standards and procedures.
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(e.g. Diminution in the Price (if any) to Residential Real Estate if Located in the Vicinity of an Existing or Proposed
Ontario Pit or Quarry by Lansing Appraisals and Consulting, 2014; The Potential Financial Impacts of the Proposed
Rockfort Quarry, by The Centre for Spatial Economics, 2009; and An Assessment of the Economic Impact of the
Proposed Stoneco Gravel Mine Operation on Richland Township, US Senate, 2006)
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The proposed expansion of the Dance Pit is a major facility and our residence, and those of
neighbours are sensitive receptors.
Adverse effects are as defined in the Ontario Environmental Protection Act and means one or
more of:
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)
g)

impairment of the quality of the natural environment for any use that can be made of it;
injury or damage to property or plant or animal life;
harm or material discomfort to any person;
impairment of the safety of any person;
rendering any property or plant or animal life unfit for animal use;
loss of enjoyment of normal use of property; and
interference with normal conduct of business.

In practice, the application of the PPS to evaluate the Dance Pit expansion application would
occur at the municipal level, that is at the Township of North Dumfries level, within the policy
and oversight requirements of the Region of Waterloo Official Plan. Among other things, the
Official Plan requires that a study addressing the issues of dust be submitted to the Region’s
satisfaction, specifying that the proposed operation will not have adverse impacts on nearby
sensitive receptors. Furthermore, the Region specifies that this study must take into account
the potential cumulative impacts from nearby existing and planned sources.
As pointed out in Attachment 2, the Air Quality Impact Assessment report submitted by CBM
Aggregates in support of their application, in our opinion, does not meet this requirement,
because, among other things, it:
1. Does not estimate the potential cumulative impacts from all nearby sources since it
ignores dust emissions from all the active aggregate pits and dusty regional roads within
at least 5 km of our residence, except two owned by CBM Aggregates (Dance and
Dabrowski) and a third one (Hanson), all less than 1 km from our residence;
2. Uses measurements of PM2.5 made in Kitchener to estimate the existing background
concentrations of PM2.5, PM10, Total Suspended Matter (TSM) and crystalline silica, an
approach which is extremely imprecise and unreliable;
3. Assumes that a single loader would operate in the area covered by the licence
application, a conveyor system would transport material to the current pit area for
processing, and a Best Management Practices Program would be operating at 90%
efficiency all the time, a very high standard to achieve in practice;
4. Does not consider all the air contaminants for which Ontario has adopted Ambient Air
Quality Criteria – see Attachment 3; and
5. In light of points 1 and 2, the lack of a field monitoring program to determine the dust
emission rates at the existing pit and the current air quality in our neighbourhood is a
serious shortcoming.
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We’ve corresponded with local municipal representatives and planning managers to express
our concerns and request that a thorough, independent peer review of CMB Aggregates’ study
reports be carried out by recognized experts, see Attachment 4.
Given the large number of active aggregate operations in this area, the lack of monitoring data
and the concerns over the impacts of dust on human health, we ask that you refer the CBM
Aggregates study reports to the Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP) for
their review. In addition, please give serious consideration to requesting that MECP undertake a
suitable field study of the cumulative effects of these industrial activities on local air quality and
potential health impacts, before new licences are issued.
Finally, we’d like to point out that the original Dance Pit licence did not allow onsite crushing
and screening of aggregate. This licence was modified in 1999 to allow onsite processing, after a
challenge to a land planning board. At that time, an agreement was reached by the parties
involved that the remaining land to the East of the licensed area would remain agricultural. The
residents who moved into the neighbourhood after that date did so on the basis of this
agreement. We urge the Ministry to uphold this agreement.
Sincerely,

Octavio Melo and Neusa Fernandes
145 Harwood Road
Cambridge ON N1S4R9
cc:

Dance Pit Expansion
CBM Aggregates
CBMDancePitExpansion@Golder.com
Ministry of Northern Development, Mines, Natural Resources and Forestry
Integrated Aggregate Operations Section
ARAApprovals@Ontario.ca
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Attachment 1
Excerpts from:
Provincial Policy Statement (2020)
1.0

Building Strong Healthy Communities

1.1

Managing and Directing Land Use to Achieve Efficient and Resilient Development and
Land Use Patterns
1.1.1 Healthy, Liveable and Safe Communities are Sustained by:
c)
avoiding development and land use patterns which may cause
environmental or public health and safety concerns.

1.2

Coordination
1.2.6 Land Use Compatibility
1.2.6.1 Major facilities and sensitive land uses shall be planned and developed to
avoid, or if avoidance is not possible, minimize and mitigate any potential
adverse effects from odour, noise and other contaminants, minimize risk
to public health and safety, and ensure the long-term operational and
economic viability of major facilities in accordance with provincial
guidelines, standards and procedures.

2.0

Wise Use and Management of Resources

2.5

Mineral Aggregate Resources
2.5.2 Protection of Long-term Resource Supply
2.5.2.2 Extraction shall be undertaken in a manner which minimizes social,
economic and environmental impacts

3.0

Protecting Public Health and Safety

3.2

Human-Made Hazards
3.2.2 Development on abutting or adjacent to lands affected by … mineral aggregate
operations … may be permitted only if rehabilitation or other measures to
address or mitigate known or suspected hazards are under way or have been
completed.
Definitions

6.0

Adverse Effects: As defined in the Environmental Protection Act, means one or more of:
h) impairment of the quality of the natural environment for any use that can be made of it;
i) injury or damage to property or plant or animal life;
j) harm or material discomfort to any person;
k) impairment of the safety of any person;
5

l) rendering any property or plant or animal life unfit for animal use;
m) loss of enjoyment of normal use of property; and
n) interference with normal conduct of business.
Major facilities: means facilities that may require separation from sensitive land uses, including
but not limited to airports, manufacturing uses … and resource extraction activities.
Sensitive land uses: means buildings, amenity areas, or outdoor spaces where routine or
normal activities occurring at reasonably expected times would experience one or more
adverse effects from contaminated discharges generated by a nearby major facility … Examples
may include, but are not limited to: residences, day care facilities, and educational and
health facilities.
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Attachment 2
Preliminary Review
Air Quality Impact Assessment
Proposed Dance Pit Expansion (March 2021)
The following is a preliminary list of my comments on the report prepared by Golder Associates,
consultants for CBM Aggregates.
Introduction
Expansion of the Dance Pit requires that the subject land (the Site) be rezoned to allow
aggregate extraction. The Region of Waterloo Official Plan specifies a number of policies that
govern the rezoning process. Among these, is a requirement that a study addressing the issues
of dust be submitted to the Region’s satisfaction, specifying that the proposed operation will
not have adverse impacts on nearby sensitive receptors. Furthermore, the Region specifies that
this study must take into account the potential cumulative impacts from nearby existing and
planned sources. Golder approached this requirement by:
1. Estimating the existing background concentrations of relevant contaminants: Suspended
Particulate Matter (SPM), PM10, PM2.5, crystalline silica, NOx and O3, the latter formed in
the atmosphere from reactions involving NOx and hydrocarbons;
2. Estimating through an air quality dispersion model, the cumulative contribution of the
proposed operation and other nearby sources, on sensitive receptors; and
3. Combining 1 and 2 to derive estimates of the air quality at sensitive receptors, and
comparing these to relevant air quality standards.
Background Concentrations
Golder estimated background concentrations of PM2.5, NOx and O3 from measurements made
by Environment and Climate Change Canada at a monitoring station in Kitchener (West Ave and
Homewood Ave.) Golder then estimated background concentrations of PM10 and TSM from
PM2.5 by using scaling factors from a reference listed in their report (i.e. Lall et al, 2004.)
Another reference (i.e. US EPA 1996) was used to obtain the crystalline silica background from
the estimated PM10.
I checked these references and found out that the relation between PM2.5, and PM10 and TSM is
as shown below (note that Lall et al used TSP to refer to total suspended matter.) Obviously,
the estimates obtained by Golder for PM10 and TSM are very imprecise, i.e. the ratios vary from
about 0.25 to 0.85 in the case of PM10 and 0.1 to 0.55 in the case of TSM.
The US EPA report analyzes the relationship between measured silica and TSP / PM10
concentrations in many different settings (rural, urban, industrial) and, while I am not
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absolutely sure, the 6% value for silica relative to PM10 (not TSM) appears to have come from
the Table shown below. Again, it seems that this factor of 6% is very imprecise.

US EPA (1996)
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To check into the measured concentrations of PM2.5 in Southwestern Ontario I consulted a
publication from the Ontario Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP) and
reproduce below the relevant information for four monitoring sites – Kitchener, Branford,
Guelph and London. It is apparent that annual concentrations are very similar from site to site
in any one year but do vary somewhat from year to year. This indicates that the PM2.5 fraction
of airborne dust has a fairly uniformly distributed background in Southwestern Ontario.

Dispersion Modelling of Dust Around the Dance Pit Site
Golder used a dispersion model specified by MECP and a meteorological dataset supplied by
MECP, along with topographical and emissions data that they assembled to estimate the
concentrations of dust in the vicinity of the proposed Dance Pit expansion. I offer here some
comments regarding the emissions sources and emission rates Golder used to estimate the
cumulative dust concentrations at sensitive receptors.
The map shown below was obtained from the Ontario Government’s “Find Pits and Quarries”
website for the area to the west of the St. Andrew’s Neighbourhood (identified by the blue star)
up to a distance of 5-6km.
Note that 19 of these pits have been numbered and named. The ones identified in red are
mentioned in Golder’s report as being within 2km of the proposed expansion of the Dance Pit.
In their dispersion modelling calculations, Golder considered emissions from the planned
expansion of Dance Pit, as well as from two other pits within 1km of the sensitive receptors –
the Hanson Pit to the South of the Dance Pit, and the Dabrowski Pit, owned by CBM and
immediately West of the Dance Pit (identified as 1’.) Golder’s argument for restricting the
calculation to only these three pits is that pits more than 1km away are not expected to
contribute significantly to concentrations at the nearest residences. I tested this assumption by
doing a “back of the envelope” calculation of the expected rate of deposition of PM2.5 from the
atmosphere over a distance of 5km as shown below.
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The matter of estimating the deposition of atmospheric contaminants to the earth’s surface has
been studied extensively in connection with acid rain, ground level ozone/smog, forest fires,
nuclear accidents, etc.) The deposition is described as wet and dry deposition, the former
facilitated by precipitation and the latter by the pull of gravity on the larger particles or
absorption of gases and smaller particles on ground surfaces (grass, forests, water, ice,
buildings, etc.) I will consider dry deposition of small particles under dry conditions, since this is
the worst-case scenario since dust emissions are expected to peak under dry conditions.
Dry deposition of gases and small particles is described in dispersion models by means of a dry
deposition velocity, vd, given in cm/s. A recent publication on the accuracy with which dry
deposition is described in air dispersion models (Saylor et al, Tellus B – Chemical and Physical
Meteorology, 71:1, 1-22 (2018)) provides a number of diagrams comparing predicted and
measured vd for various types of surfaces. The figure below, from this paper is for grass
surfaces. It shows that measurements by various individuals vary considerably but cluster
around 0.1 cm/s for PM2.5. Using this value of 0.1 cm/s (and 0.5 cm/s in brackets), I estimate the
thickness of the atmospheric surface layer that would be depleted of PM2.5 as the cloud
travelled the 5km distance at various wind speeds. If the remaining PM2.5 were mixed uniformly
and the cloud were 50m thick, the fraction of the total PM2.5 remaining airborne is also
estimated. This suggests that Golder’s assumption is not appropriate and more distant sources
should be considered.
Wind Speed (km/h)
10
20
30
60

Thickness of Depleted
Surface Layer (m)
1.8 (9.0)
0.9 (4.5)
0.6 (3.0)
0.3 (1.5)

Fraction of the PM2.5
Remaining Airborne
0.96 (0.82)
0.98 (0.91)
0.99 (0.94)
0.99 (0.97)
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Emission estimates are another important input to dispersion modelling. Golder used emission
factors for various types of sources published by the USEPA for emissions from their two pits
(Dance and Dabrowski), and published data on annual emissions of PM2.5 and PM10 available
from the National Pollutant Release Inventory (NPRI) for the Hanson Pit. I am not able to
determine the accuracy of the Hanson Pit estimates and will limit myself to a few observations
on emission estimates in the context of determining cumulative impacts at sensitive receptors
around the Site.
1. Golder assumes that only 3 pieces of equipment will be operating at the Site – a front
end loader, a bin hopper and a conveyor. How realistic is this? If it is realistic, how long
would it take to extract all the aggregate assuming that demand for the product is not a
constraint? (Note that the CBM Site Plan lists other types of equipment.)
2. Golder states that the 300m access road from the pit to Cedar Creek Road is paved (it
may be) and that emission factors for paved roads should apply. Emission factors for
paved roads are considerably smaller than for unpaved roads and may not be
appropriate in light of point 3 below.
3. Were local major roads, particularly Cedar Creek, Edworthy / Roseville / Dickie
Settlement, and Dumfries, considered as dust sources and modelled? There is a lot of
traffic on these roads, including by gravel trucks. I see these roads and particularly the
shoulders frequently covered with a dust layer likely from gravel truck undercarriages
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and possibly spillage / wind erosion from the box, during dry conditions, and muddy
under wet conditions. For example, a dust cloud hanging over the Cedar Creek Road
around the entrance to Dance Pit is often observed when looking from the Cedar and
Grand Ridge intersection. This is also observed at the entrances to other pits along
Cedar Creek. Emissions from these line sources need to be considered in estimating the
total dust levels at the sensitive receptors. It is inappropriate to assume that the
measurements at the Kitchener monitoring station already incorporate these types of
sources, given how different the two areas are.
4. Emission factors vary significantly (order of magnitude) depending on whether or not
water spraying is used in operations like screening, crushing, loading and unloading. The
report assumes the smaller emission factors; this requires 100% adherence to the best
management practice; is this reasonable?
5. A few observations on a quick review of the equations and calculations are provided:
• The first factor in the equation at the top of page 10 should be 0.8 according to
Table 3
• Why are the emission rates of SPM, PM10 and PM2.5 all the same and the
emission factors of SPM, PM10 and PM2.5 all the same for haul truck loading in
Table 4?
• Why are the emission factors of SPM, PM10 and PM2.5 all the same for the loader,
in Table 5?
• The emission rate (ER) at the bottom of page 12 should be 10 times higher, 0.1
g/s not 0.01 g/s. If the control efficiency were a more modest value of 50%, the
emission rate would increase to 0.5 g/s.
Air Quality Guidelines, Criteria and/or Standards
Concerns over dust emissions are rooted on observed nuisance impacts and possible human
health impacts. The nuisance impacts are occurring now in the St. Andrew’s Neighbourhood, as
evidenced by soiling of outdoor and indoor surfaces, the latter in Summer with windows open,
particularly with moderate to high winds from the W – WNW – NW sectors.
Concerns over potential human health impacts generally relate to:
• The short-term acute impacts on sensitive individuals (asthmatics, children and the
elderly) of inhaling air with high concentrations of fine particles (PM2.5), and
• The long-term chronic impacts of inhaling air containing average concentrations of
PM2.5 on everyone.
The Golder report lists in Table 2 their estimate of the annual background concentration of
PM2.5 at the Kitchener station as 7.94 µg/m3 (should be 8 since the data don’t justify two
decimal digits of accuracy.) Then in Table 12 they list the maximum site concentration (I assume
they mean the contribution of the Site on the most impacted sensitive receptor) as 2.63 µg/m3
and 0.29 µg/m3 averaged over 24h and annually, respectively. (Note again the unjustified
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degree of accuracy of the estimates, and, as argued above, not all the nearby relevant sources
may have been taken into account.)
Air quality standards (or criteria, guidelines, etc.), with varying averaging periods (hourly, daily,
annual) are supposed to represent safe levels, and to be adjusted over time as new evidence on
human health effects emerges. Two recent publications, one by Health Canada (Health Impacts
of Air Pollution in Canada – Estimates of Premature Deaths and Nonfatal Outcomes (2021)), the
other by the World Health Organisation (WHO Global Air Quality Guidelines (2021)) suggest
that current values used in Canada and Ontario need to be revised downward. The Health
Canada report estimates that current PM2.5, NO2 and O3 ambient air quality levels in Ontario
contribute to 6,600 premature deaths in the Province. The WHO report suggests that the
annual and 24h standards for PM2.5 be lowered to 5 and 15 µg/m3, respectively.
Prepared by:

Octavio Melo P. Eng. (Ret.)
Resident, St. Andrew’s Neighbourhood
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Attachment 3
Ontario Ambient Air Quality Criteria (AAQC) for Aggregate-Type Contaminants

Contaminant
Dustfall
Particulate Matter PM2.5
Particulate Matter PM10
Suspended Particulate Matter
Silica in PM10 - cristabolite
Silica in PM10 - quartz
Silica in PM10 - tridymite

AAQC (µg/m3)
4.6
7
27
8.8
50
60
120
5
5
5

Averaging Time
annual
30 days
24 h
annual
24 h
annual
24 h
24 h
24 h
24 h

Concern
Soiling
Soiling
Health
Health
Health
Visibility
Visibility
Health
Health
Health
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Attachment 4
Letter to Mayor Foxton, Township of North Dumfries
St. Andrew’s Neighbourhood Association
City of Cambridge, Ontario
Mayor Sue Foxton
Mayor – Township of North Dumfries
2958 Greenfield Road
Ayr, Ontario N0B1E0
(via email)
September 29, 2021
Dear Mayor Foxton,
A number of us in the Grand Ridge - Cedar Street - St Andrew's neighbourhood of the City of
Cambridge received via email a letter from CBM, the owner of the existing Dance Pit. The letter
states that CBM intends to submit rezoning and licence applications for a new pit, extending
from the existing Dance Pit to within 60m of our property line, which is also the Cambridge City
line. We are extremely concerned about these plans and are reaching out to you to urge you,
your Council and other regional authorities, to not approve the zoning change without carefully
considering the impacts of the proposed pit on the environment, and health and welfare of the
residents of our neighbourhood.
We understand that you and your Council will decide whether or not to approve the rezoning
application and that, in doing so, you will review and consider the application and a number of
supporting technical reports submitted by CBM. We further understand that peer review of
these technical reports will be carried out by staff of the Region of Waterloo, either in-house or
via external technical experts. We consider this review process extremely important and urge
you to demand that it be done thoroughly, by recognized unbiased experts.
We'd like to raise here some specific concerns we have regarding: dust and air quality; noise;
and property values. This focus does not mean that we do not have concerns with impacts on
groundwater, road safety, etc.
Dust, Air Quality and Noise
As you know, earlier this year the Province issued for review and comment the
Proposed Land Use Compatibility Guideline, which, among other things, lists several
industry categories and so-called Areas of Influence (API) and Minimum Separation
Distances (MSD) to guide the planning of industrial and sensitive land uses. The API and
MSD values were determined by the Ministry of Environment and Parks on the basis of
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complaints by the public living near such industrial operations. In the case of aggregate
extraction operations, the API is 1,000m and the MSD 500m. Unfortunately,
the Proposed Guideline includes a footnote stating that these values only apply in the
case of sensitive land uses expanding toward existing aggregate extraction operations,
not the other way around. No justification is provided for this. Where the situation
involves an aggregate extraction operation expanding toward a sensitive land use (the
case of the proposed extension of the Dance Pit), the proponent is instructed to carry
out air quality modelling studies to determine an appropriate separation distance.
Note that at two open houses held by CBM regarding this proposed new pit,
neighbourhood residents overwhelmingly complained about existing conditions such as:
dust and its adverse health impacts on asthmatics, and soiling of windows and
outdoor furniture; noise; etc. CBM’s dust and air quality, and noise impact technical
report will no doubt be of great significance in the review of the rezoning application.
Things to look for include:
1) Were all sources considered (i.e. the existing and prosed Dance Pits; the
North Dumfries Pit; the Oliver Pit; road dust; etc.) regardless of whether or
not the Guideline calls for calculation of cumulative impacts? After all, it is
the total dust and noise levels that residents are exposed to.
2) Did CBM monitor existing air quality and dust levels, as well as noise levels in
the vicinity of the residences to determine, through real measurements, not
speculative modelling exercises, whether or not the airshed has the capacity
to accept more emissions and remain safe for residents?
3) Have the latest reports (e.g. Health Canada’s 2021 report on Health Impacts
of Air Pollution in Canada; and, the World Health Organization’s 2021 WHO
Global Air Quality Guidelines) on the impacts of air pollution, dust and fine
particles on human morbidity and mortality been taken into account?
Property Values
A number of studies (e.g. Diminution in the Price (if any) to Residential Real Estate if
Located in the Vicinity of an Existing or Proposed Ontario Pit or Quarry by Lansing
Appraisals and Consulting, 2014; The Potential Financial Impacts of the Proposed
Rockfort Quarry, by The Centre for Spatial Economics, 2009; and An Assessment of the
Economic Impact of the Proposed Stoneco Gravel Mine Operation on Richland Township,
US Senate, 2006) have examined this matter and concluded that negative impacts on
property value occur, which are estimated in the 20% range depending on
circumstances. This should be unacceptable in today’s society.
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Some of us have met with you in-person and/or communicated with you by email over the past
2 years on this matter. Now that the application by CBM appears imminent, we would like to
meet with you again to discuss our concerns and your process for evaluating the application.
Please advise how and when you may be able to meet with us.
Sincerely,

Kurt Ditner, Tracy Bruce, Marilyn Myers and Octavio Melo
St. Andrew’s Neighbourhood Association
cc:

Kathryn McGarry – Mayor of City of Cambridge
Pam Wolf – Ward 5 Councillor, City of Cambridge
Karen Redman – Chair, Region of Waterloo Council
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June 27, 2022
To:

The Township of North Dumfries Council

Re:

Dance Pit Expansion – Proposed Zoning Bylaw Amendment – File No: ZC-06/21

I am a concerned citizen living in west Cambridge and my husband and I are
vehemently opposed to the request for a zoning change allowing the expansion of the
CBM Dance Pit as outlined in the “PLANNING JUSTIFICATION REPORT and
AGGREGATE RESOURCES ACT SUMMARY STATEMENT” submitted to the
Township of North Dumfries.
The current Dance Pit operation is located 1.1 km from my home and a mere .65 km
from the City of Cambridge boundary line. There are residential homes located at the
city boundary line. As I understand it, the proposed expansion would bring the Dance
Pit operations extremely close to the property line of these home owners.
I am not an expert in the aggregate industry or the Canadian, Provincial, and Municipal
policies and regulations that govern it. However, what I find interesting is that The
Provincial Policy Statement 2020 states that “Demonstration of need for mineral
aggregate resources, including any type of supply/demand analysis, shall not be
required…”. So this would leave me to question whether ST MARYS CEMENT INC.
(CANADA) is requesting this expansion because there is an actual need for the
resource or is their intention to simply stockpile the aggregate. If the purpose is to
stockpile the resource, it brings into question what we are doing to our environment in
the name of big business.
While North Dumfries Township is one of the top aggregate producers in the province, it
is relatively small in size and measures only 18,733 hectares. The number of aggregate
Pitt’s and quarries located within this boundary consumes almost 5,000 hectares,
meaning that almost 40% of North Dumfries Township is actively being mined. This
large-scale aggregate mining has a profound impact on many aspects of our
community, the environment and wildlife habitats.
As a resident of Cambridge for over 60 years and having lived in this location for 40
years, I can certainly speak as an expert from my lived experience and the impact that
the growth of the more than 40 gravel pits in this area has had on my community.
My Lived Experience
Traffic
As one can imagine with the increase of gravel pits, the gravel truck traffic has
increased substantially over the years. While the Report states that “no additional truck
traffic anticipated”, it leaves one to question how ST MARYS CEMENT INC. (CANADA)

will be held accountable to ensure that there is no increased truck traffic in the coming
years as a result of this expansion.
The haul route outlined in your report shows the view from the entrance of the pit facing
west and east. This road is one lane in each direction and is a busy travel route for
commuters and citizens travelling between the different surrounding areas such as Ayr,
Kitchener, Waterloo, and Cambridge. Gravel trucks entering this highway with heavy
loads imped the flow of traffic because it is only one lane. Often, we have had to
dramatically reduce our speed in order to yield to the gravel truck entering the highway.
In addition, I have heard from a number of people who have had to undergo costly
windshield repairs due to falling rocks from the trucks. Most recently we fell victim to a
windshield crack from a rock from a gravel truck after having a new car for only 5
months.
When travelling east into the city of Cambridge, I have noticed that trucks are frequently
travelling well above the speed limit (50km/hr). Many trucks have been witnessed to
run through a red light that is located at the intersection of Southwood Drive and Cedar
Street, next to the school, because they are not able to safely stop. This, in my opinion
is as they say “an accident waiting to happen”.
Noise
As noted earlier I live 1.1 km from the current Dance Pit and while there are berms
located around the property for mitigating noise to the surrounding area, I find that it is
not enough. I am frequently awakened in the mornings by the sounds of processing
gravel and gravel truck reverse signals. If this noise can currently be heard 1.1 km
away, then it will only increase with the expansion of the Dance Pit. Furthermore, those
neighbours that live right on the city boundary line will be severely impacted by the
constant noise from this expansion.
Dust/Air Quality
Fine dust particulate can be inhaled and is considered toxic under the Canadian
Environmental Protection Act. In fact, studies have shown that fine particulates pose a
greater danger to our health and is related to increases in cardiopulmonary disease,
asthma, bronchitis, emphysema, pneumoconiosis and premature death in those with
pre-existing conditions. Fine dust is created from blasting, crushing, screening and
stacking operations as well as conveyor belts and loader and truck transport on and off
site. Dust is also produced from wind blowing over stockpiles and across barren pit
floors. The residential area adjacent to this pit is located down-wind resulting in a lot of
dust flowing our way.
From my perspective there are two main sources of dust related to aggregate mining,
which is the processing of aggregate and the dust created by the moving equipment
and trucks in and out of the area. At any point along Cedar Creek Road the amount of

dust in the air is clearly visible by the naked eye so much so that car windows must be
kept closed when in the area of the gravel pit. Dust is known to travel in the air for quite
some distance. In this residential area, dust from the current aggregate operations has
settled on windows, cars, vegetation, decks and furniture. It is difficult to open windows
to enjoy fresh air due to the amount of dust in the air, therefore our windows are almost
always closed.
Because of these reasons I am concerned about the long-term health effects of poor air
quality.

Real Estate Value
People in this area take great pride in their homes and have done much to enhance the
beauty and value. However, the reality is that no one wants to live near or on the
boundary of a gravel pit. It would appear that the value of people’s homes and real
estate does not appear to have been a concern for the province or gravel pit owners.
In closing, I would like to formally state our objection to the re-zoning of this land and the
expansion of the Dance Pit for the lived experience stated above.
Respectfully submitted
Elizabeth and William Bonney
Cambridge, ON

MEMORANDUM
To:

Mayor Foxton & Members of the Committee of Adjustment

From:

Ashley Sage, Clerk

Copy to:

Andrew McNeely, Chief Administrative Officer
Emily Larochelle, Agent, for Grant and Becky Baechler
Grant and Becky Baechler
Brad Sayles

Re:

Committee of Adjustment
Agenda for June 28, 2022, Agenda Item 7.3
Minor Variance Application A-04/22 – 246 Piper Street

Date:

June 28, 2022

Subsequent to the publishing and release of the Committee of Adjustment Agenda for the
meeting scheduled for June 28th, 2022, correspondence from the homeowner has been
received related to Agenda Item 7.3 Minor Variance Application A-04/22.
The correspondence requests the consideration of an alternate location for the
construction of the detached garage within the front yard of 246 Piper Street. Mr.
Baechler’s email correspondence is attached for review and reference.
The homeowners of 246 Piper Street and the adjacent landowners of 250 Piper Street
met at the subject property and staked out a proposed new location for the accessory
garage.
From the correspondence it appears that both landowner’s are in agreement that the
proposed accessory garage is to be moved an additional 1.67 metres (5’- 6” ft) north of
the front property line towards the principal dwelling. In addition, the proposed garage is
to be moved 3 ft towards the west property line, thereby reducing the setback of the
proposed building from 3.96 metres to 3 metres (13 ft to 10 ft.). The size and height of
the proposed detached garage remains the unchanged.
The basis of the agreement between the two property owners is that the repositioned
location of the proposed detached garage would facilitate more natural light into the
kitchen window located at 250 Piper Street to the front elevation of the principal dwelling
at 246 Piper Street.

Based on the change of the proposed location of the accessory garage, the building
department has provided an additional comment which includes that the building designer
will need to review the new location to assess the limiting distance and unprotected
openings as per the Ontario Building Code. The building departments email
correspondence is attached for review and reference.
Based on the correspondence received, a change to the conditions of Minor Variance
Application A-04/22 is required. The proposed conditions are as follows:
i)

The proposed accessory building shall be set back from the front
property line by a minimum distance of 21.94 m (72 ‘- 6” ft);

ii)

The proposed accessory building shall be set back from the west
property line by a minimum distance of 3 m (10’ – 0” ft)

From: Grant Baechler
Sent: June 25, 2022 4:11 PM
To: Andrew Mcneely <amcneely@northdumfries.ca>; Grant & Becky Baechler
Cc: emily@elle3design.com; Rodney Rolleman <rrolleman@northdumfries.ca>
Subject: 246 Piper St Garage Location

Good day,
We apologize for sending this email in short notice but we were finally able to have a conversation with our
neighbours this morning in regards to their concerns with the garage location. The Sayles are now proposing
that the garage be moved +/‐ 5’ 6” closer to our house and 3’ closer to their property line than originally
proposed. This would allow for more light into their kitchen window and maintain openness to the front
elevation of our home. We met at the house, measured and staked out this location that they approved of.
This would make the new dimensions approximately 73’ from Piper St property line to the South garage wall
and 10’ from Sayles property line to the West garage wall. Mr. McNeely, is it possible for the building to be
only 10’ from the Sayles property line without going through another Committee of Adjustments cycle? We
know that you were already working on the report based on our original planned measurements, and we feel
it is important that council understands the original location has never moved. However, we also feel it is
important to hear the new concerns from our neighbours and hence why we are willing to make this
change. We again apologize for the short notice, as we only found out about this new location today. Our
goal is get approval at this COA meeting from both council and the neighbours so that we can begin
construction.
If you or any members of the council wish to get a visual of this location you are welcome to come to the
property and see the new stake locations (pressure treated stakes), just let us know when and we will make
ourselves available. We again want to say how grateful we are of all the extra work you have all had to do to
help correct this error, and we appreciate all the time and energy you have put into this for us.
Sincerely,
Grant & Becky Baechler
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MEMORANDUM
To:

Mayor Foxton & Members of the Committee of Adjustment

From:

Ashley Sage, Clerk

Copy to:

Andrew McNeely, Chief Administrative Officer
Zachary Fray, Property Owner

Re:

Committee of Adjustment
Agenda for June 28, 2022, Agenda Item 7.5 Minor
Variance Application A-06/22 – 1741 Seaton Road

Date:

June 28, 2022

Subsequent to the publishing and release of the Committee of Adjustment Agenda for
the meeting scheduled for June 28th, 2022, correspondence from GrandBridge Energy
has been received related to Agenda Item 7.5 Minor Variance Application A-06/22
pertaining to the proposal of a new accessory garage and relocation of an existing shed
at 1741 Seaton Road. GrandBridge’s correspondence is attached for review and
reference.
Based on the correspondence received, an additional condition must be added to Minor
Variance Application A-06/22. The proposed conditions are as follows:
i)

The proposed accessory building (shed) shall be set back from the
front property line by a minimum distance of 3.16 m (10’ 5 1/8” ft) at
the southwest corner of the building and 4.93 m (16’-2 1/8” ft) at the
southeast corner of the building.

ii)

The proposed accessory building (garage with loft) shall be set back
from the front property line by a minimum distance of 26.07 m (85’-6
¾” ft) at the southwest corner of the building and 28.1 m (92’-1 7/8”
ft) at the southeast corner of the building.

iii)

The Owner/Applicant will submit to GrandBridge Energy, drawings
that satisfy all GBE and ESA minimum clearances to existing and
proposed hydro plants, to the satisfaction of GrandBridge Energy.

June 23, 2022

Township of North Dumfries
2985 Greenfield Rd
Ayr, ON N0B 1E0
Attn: Christina Blazinovic

1741 Seaton Rd., C/A A06/22
Township of North Dumfries

Via - E-mail

Re: C/A A06/22 – 1741 Seaton Rd., Township of North Dumfries, Request for a minor variance to facilitate a new accessory
structure

Prior to Approval, GBE will need to see drawings depicting the proposed new location for the existing shed, the proposed new
garage, existing hydro plant and proposed hydro plant with dimensions. All GBE and ESA minimum clearances to existing and
proposed hydro plant must be met.
If relocation and/or upgrade is required as a result of this Application, the Applicant will be responsible for 100% cost. As per GBE’s
Current Conditions of Service, latest edition, only one service per property is permitted. All GBE and ESA clearances to existing and
proposed hydro plant must be maintained.
If easements are required as a result of this Application the Applicant/Owner will be responsible for 100% cost.
I trust this is satisfactory, however, should additional information be required, kindly contact me at your convenience.
Kindest Regards,
GrandBridge Energy Inc.
Helen Robinson
Helen Robinson
Engineering Legal Co-ordinator
/hr

MEMORANDUM
To:

Mayor Foxton & Members of Council

From:

Ashley Sage, Clerk

Re:

ADDENDUM TO AGENDA – Public Planning Agenda for June 28,
2022

Date:
June 27, 2022
___________________________________________________________________
Staff are seeking the authority of Council to add as an Addendum to the June 28, 2022
Public Planning Meeting Agenda the following item:
1. Add seven (7) pieces of correspondence received for item 8.1 Report No. PD-292022: Proposed Zoning By-law Amendment for 1107 Cedar Creek Road (File No.
ZC-06/21) (correspondence attached).

From: Kathy Shaughnessy
Sent: June 23, 2022 12:54 PM
To: Kathy Shaughnessy
Subject: Stop the Dance Gravel Pit Expansion in Cambridge Ontario
I am writing as a concerned citizen of the West Galt Neighbourhood of Cambridge, Ontario. Our
neighbourhood currently backs onto 29 hectares of agricultural space. On the other side of this farmland
an aggregate company is
operating a gravel pit. In its current location, the pit, while mildly disruptive and messy, is tolerable.
This company, St. Mary/CBM who is owned by a Brazilian equity firm Votorantim Cimentos is proposing
an expansion of their current gravel pit operations. This will create a 100 foot buffer with the gravel pit
commencing at 200 feet from our residential property lines.
The noise, pollution, dust and health concerns that would result from this pit expansion being allowed
would be catastrophic to our community. The over 200 homes that would be directly affected by this
expansion are where
families with growing and developing children, seniors and individuals with health concerns live. Their
health would be greatly and negatively impacted by this expansion.
This expansion of over 350 m would increase the affected zone to
include a massive thriving residential area with many more young families and would go as far as St.
Andrews Terrace and Stirling Heights Long Term Care Facility – both facilities for senior care.
We are hopeful that with the support of leaders, like you, we can fight this expansion and not allow this
company to come into our neighbourhood and destroy what we hardworking Ontarians have worked
for.
Sincerely,
Katherine Shaughnessy.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Foxton
Kathy Shaughnessy; Ashley Sage; Andrew Mcneely; Derrick Ostner; Margaret McCreery; Pam Gillespie; Rodney
Rolleman
Bob Shaughnessy
Re: Stop the Dance Gravel PIt Expansion
June 23, 2022 1:36:46 PM

Kathy and Bob, thank you for your email.
Ashley please add this to the record.
Sue Foxton
Mayor
North Dumfries
Sent from my iPhone
> On Jun 23, 2022, at 1:29 PM, Kathy Shaughnessy <
wrote:
>
>
> I am writing as a concerned citizen of the West Galt Neighbourhood of Cambridge, Ontario. Our neighbourhood
currently backs onto 29 hectares of agricultural space. On the other side of this farmland an aggregate company is
> operating a gravel pit. In its current location, the pit, while mildly disruptive and messy, is tolerable.
>
> This company, St. Mary/CBM who is owned by a Brazilian equity firm Votorantim Cimentos is proposing an
expansion of their current gravel pit operations. This will create a 100 foot buffer with the gravel pit commencing at
200 feet from our residential property lines.
>
> The noise, pollution, dust and health concerns that would result from this pit expansion being allowed would be
catastrophic to our community. The over 200 homes that would be directly affected by this expansion are where
> families with growing and developing children, seniors and individuals with health concerns live. Their health
would begreatly and negatively impacted by this expansion. This expansion of over 350 m would increase the
affected zone to include a massive thriving residential area with many more young families and would go as far as
St. Andrews Terrace and Stirling Heights Long Term Care Facility – both facilities for senior care.
>
> We are hopeful that with the support of leaders, like you, we can fight this expansion and not allow this company
tocome into our neighbourhood and destroy what we hardworking Ontarians have worked for.
>
> respecttfully submitted,
>
> Robert Shaughnessy

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

isasiudylo
Clerk
Zc-06/21 dance pit expansion
June 24, 2022 4:37:12 AM

Hi we recently bought a house on Harwood rd after coming from Kitchener. We are hearing
about the ZC-06/21 dance pit expansion. We strongly are against this expansion. We already
have much dust in our pool and can't keep anything outside clean due to the dust coming from
the current gravel pit. This would be a nightmare for our air quality. The amount of noise and
vibration will be too much. We ask that the current buffer between our neighborhood and the
gravel pit is maintained as promised. Thank you!

Sent from my Galaxy

I am writing as a concerned citizen of the West Galt Neighbourhood of Cambridge, Ontario. My family has lived at our
current address (Harwood Road) for more than 26years. Our neighbourhood currently backs onto 29 hectares of
agricultural space. On the other side of this farmland an aggregate company is operating a gravel pit. In its current
location, the pit while mildly disruptive and messy, is tolerable. This company, St. Mary/CBM who is owned by a
Brazilian equity firm Votorantim Cimentos is proposing an expansion of their current gravel pit operations. This will
create a 100 foot buffer with the gravel pit commencing at 200 feet from our residential property lines.

The noise, pollution, dust and health concerns that would result from this pit expansion being allowed would be
catastrophic to our community. The over 200 homes that would be directly affected by this expansion are where
families with growing and developing children, seniors and individuals with health concerns live. Their health would be
greatly and negatively impacted by this expansion. This expansion of over 350 m would increase the affected zone to
include a massive thriving residential area with many more young families and would go as far as St. Andrews Terrace
and Stirling Heights Long Term Care Facility – both facilities for senior care. Additionally, the increase hauling traffic on
Cedar Creek road is of great concern to us as both driver and a recreational cyclist.

We are hopeful that with the support of leaders, like you, we can fight this expansion and not allow this company to
come into our neighbourhood and destroy what we hardworking Ontarians have worked for.
Thank you for your consideration
Brian Duggan

Community Development Department
The City of Cambridge
50 Dickson Street, 3rd Floor
P.O. Box 669
Cambridge ON N1R 5W8
Tel: (519) 623-1340 ext. 4571
E-mail: PrimeL@Cambridge.ca

June 23, 2022
The Corporation of the Township of North Dumfries
North Dumfries Community Complex
2958 Greenfield Road, P.O. Box 1060
Ayr ON N0B 1E0
Attention: Shahid Mughal, Township Planner
Sent by e-mail only: smughal@northdumfries.ca
Re: Zone Change Application regarding Dance Pit Expansion – 1107 Cedar Creek
Road (File No. ZC-10/21)
Dear Shahid,
City of Cambridge staff understand that St. Mary’s Cement Inc. (the applicant) has
submitted an application to the Township of North Dumfries to expand the existing
aggregate extraction operation located at 1107 Cedar Creek Road, known as the Dance
Pit. The applicant proposes to expand the existing aggregate extraction operation
eastwards and adjacent to an established residential subdivision in the City of
Cambridge.
City staff understand the following with respect to the application:
•

The proposed expansion of the existing aggregate extraction operation requires
a Zoning By-law Amendment to amend the zoning of the subject property from
Agriculture (Z-1) to Extractive Industrial (Z-14) to permit aggregate extraction.

•

The proposed new licensed area is approximately 29 hectares, with extraction
proposed on approximately 21 hectares.

•

The expansion is proposed as an above-water table extraction operation.

•

The combined annual tonnage from both the existing and expanded Dance Pit is
proposed to remain at 750,000 tonnes/year. As such, the applicant is proposing
to use the existing entrance/exit and that no additional truck traffic is anticipated.

•

Aggregate processing activities would be carried out on the existing Dance Pit
license. No processing activities or buildings are proposed within the expansion
area.

•

Weekly daytime operations from 7am to 6pm, with no operations Saturdays,
Sundays or civic holidays.

•

A 60 metre setback along the eastern boundary of the proposed expansion area
adjacent to the established residential neighbourhood in the City is proposed,
which is a doubling of the regulatory setback of 30 metres.

•

Acoustic berms and visual screens are proposed around the perimeter of the site
with a 5 metre acoustic berm proposed between the 60 metre limit of extraction
and the residential neighbourhood in the City.

•

Extraction is proposed to be phased starting at the southern portion of the site
and proceed northerly toward Cedar Creek Road. Progressive rehabilitation of
the extracted areas is proposed as phasing continues northward. Final
rehabilitation of the aggregate pit is proposed to restore the site to the same
agricultural capability that exists pre-extraction.

City of Cambridge planning staff is providing comments on this application based on the
information submitted for Zoning By-law Amendment application (ZC-06/21). Our
comments are as follows:
1. An established residential neighbourhood within the City of Cambridge abuts the
lands subject to the proposed expansion. Due to the proximity of the residential
neighbourhood to the proposed expansion, the City has concerns about potential
adverse impacts associated with the operation of an aggregate pit. Residents have
expressed their concerns to the City over the years with respect to dust, noise and
vibration related to the existing aggregate extraction operations.
City staff request that an independent peer review of the following documents be
carried out by external technical experts with the understanding that that Township
hires a qualified independent professional to undertake the peer review at the
expense of the applicant:
•

Air Quality Impact Assessment for the CBM Dance Pit Expansion (prepared
by Golder Associates Ltd. and dated March 2021); and

•

Noise Impact Assessment for the CBM Dance Pit Expansion (prepared by
Golder Associates Ltd. and dated June 2021).

2. City staff would like more information as to why vibrational impacts don’t appear to
have been assessed in the submission materials.
3. City staff understand that a tree screen was planted in 2018 and 2019 along the
eastern site boundary approximately 10 metres from the boundary of the established
residential neighbourhood in the City. Please provide more information on the
current condition of the tree screen (including quality, width and height) and if
additional plantings are proposed. City staff recommend that the appropriateness
and effectiveness of the screening be considered in light of concerns raised by
adjacent residents and if additional screening opportunities can be explored.
4. The operation of the site is proposed to be phased to allow for progressive
rehabilitation of the site during the course of the operation. In reviewing the
Operational Plan, progressive rehabilitation of Area 1 is proposed to begin when
extraction in Area 2 begins, with progressive rehabilitation of Area 1 being
completed before extraction in Area 3 begins. City staff recommend that
rehabilitation of Area 1 be completed prior to initiating aggregate removal from Area
2, and that Area 2 be rehabilitated prior to initiating aggregate removal from Area 3.
5. City staff understand that the final rehabilitation of the aggregate pit is proposed to
restore the site to the same agricultural capability that exists pre-extraction. In
addition to the restoration of the agricultural use, City staff suggest that the applicant
also consider incorporating community benefits such as greenspace and access for
public use as part of the rehabilitation of the site.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Yours truly,

Lisa Prime
Chief Planner

From: Carmen Mattson <
Sent: June 27, 2022 12:24 PM
To: mcgarryk@cambridge.ca; wolfp@cambridge.ca; KKiefer@regionofwaterloo.ca; HJowett@regionofwaterloo.ca;
KRedman@regionofwaterloo.ca; Susan Foxton <sfoxton@northdumfries.ca>; Rodney Rolleman
<rrolleman@northdumfries.ca>; Derrick Ostner <dostner@northdumfries.ca>; Margaret McCreery
<mmccreery@northdumfries.ca>; Pam Gillespie <pgillespie@northdumfries.ca>; Andrew Mcneely
<amcneely@northdumfries.ca>; info@voteriddellpc.ca; mschreiner‐co@ola.org; bryan.may@parl.gc.ca;
doug.fordco@pc.ola.org; justin.trudeau@parl.gc.ca; greg.rickford@pc.ola.org; araapprovals@ontario.ca
Subject: STOP The Dance Pit expansion

Hello my representatives.

I am writing as a concerned citizen of the West Galt Neighborhood of Cambridge, Ontario.

Our neighborhood currently backs onto 29 hectares of agricultural space. On the other side of this farmland an
aggregate company is operating a gravel pit. In its current location, the pit while mildly disruptive and messy, is
tolerable.
This company, St. Mary/CBM who is owned by a Brazilian equity firm Votorantim Cimentos is proposing an expansion of
their current gravel pit operations. This will create a 100 foot buffer with the gravel pit commencing at 200 feet from
our residential property lines.

The noise, pollution, dust and health concerns that would result from this pit expansion being allowed would be
catastrophic to our community. There are over 200 homes that would be directly affected by this expansion are where
families with growing and developing children, seniors and individuals with health concerns live such as my home where
I am the caregiver to both of my parents and raising my 3 young children. Their health being in my top priority would be
negatively impacted by this expansion as it relates to health. To ensure my family has access to me at all times required
2

I work form my home and the noise presently is tolerable as mentioned, but I fear the expansion will make is difficult for
me to continue on which then will have a financial impact to my family as the top earner in my household.

This expansion of over 350 m would increase the affected zone to include a massive thriving residential area with many
more young families and would go as far as St. Andrews Terrace and Stirling Heights Long Term Care Facility – both
facilities for senior care.

We are hopeful that with the support of leaders, like you, we can fight this expansion and not allow this company to
come into our neighborhood and destroy what we hardworking Ontarians have worked for.

Sincerely,

Carmen Mattson
West Galt – Grand Ridge Drive resident
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No one wants to live near a gravel pit! Dust is known to cause health problems and with members of
our family coping with health concerns which include asthma we are alarmed that the proposed gravel
pit will be so close to our homes.
I am writing as a concerned citizen of the West Galt Neighbourhood of Cambridge, Ontario. Our
neighbourhood currently backs onto 29 hectares of agricultural space. On the other side of this
farmland an aggregate company is operating a gravel pit. In its current location, the pit while mildly
disruptive and messy, is tolerable. This company, St. Mary/CBM who is owned by a Brazilian equity firm
Votorantim Cimentos is proposing an expansion of their current gravel pit operations. This will create a
100 foot buffer with the gravel pit commencing at 200 feet from our residential property lines.

The noise, pollution, dust and health concerns that would result from this pit expansion being allowed
would be catastrophic to our community. The over 200 homes that would be directly affected by this
expansion are where families with growing and developing children, seniors and individuals with health
concerns live. Their health would be greatly and negatively impacted by this expansion. This expansion
of over 350 m would increase the affected zone to include a massive thriving residential area with many
more young families and would go as far as St. Andrews Terrace and Stirling Heights Long Term Care
Facility – both facilities for senior care.

We are hopeful that with the support of leaders, like you, we can fight this expansion and not allow this
company to come into our neighbourhood and destroy what we hardworking Ontarians have worked
for.
Thank you for your consideration.
Vaughan Family
Applewood Crescent, Cambridge, ON

