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End Water Fluoridation

A The National Research Council review (NRC,
2006), nNnFluori de 1 n Dr |
1000 references.

AScrirenti fi ¢ Ameri can art

on Fluoride, o January,

AThe Professional s6 St at

to fluoridation worldwide, see
www.FluorideAlert.org - a copy Is in your
packet. Now signed by over 1280 professionals
from over 40 countries.
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Congratulations to

Durham region for

winning the PUBLIC
WORKS PROJECT OF THE
YEAR 2006

(Environmental category
2-10 million $)



Diverting 44% of waste
Jrfrom landfill in 2006, and
more In 2007 (some
communities up to 65%
diversion). Achieving this
SO cost effectively, and so
quickly , Is a major
achlievement



Congratulations to
Markham
4

A For reaching 70% diversion in two
years

A Markham 1s a world leader



Congratulations to Ward
1 Pickering

A For reaching 73% diversion In a pilot
project

A Pickering could be a world leader,
but é



But York -Durham -
Anderson region has shot
itself In the foot by
Including an Incinerator In
Its plan, which will cost
over 10 -100 times what
you are currently

spending on your
diversion program



A fraction of this money could
be spent ona residual
s@?eening and research facility
built in front of a interim

landfill and continue the move
towards sustainable waste
management (Zero Waste
2020) which you have so
splendidly started
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The Anderson option
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The Anderson option
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The Anderson option

Let 0s compar e:
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Forevery 3« -41ons-of trash you get-about ene

TURBING

EEI

CHUTE R
P\

ECONDARY STE

BOILER! <2000C

Ji

ton-of ash

WET SCRUBBER !

FABRIC
FILTER

I
DE-NOX,'

. SEMI-

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
J

DRY

\

SCRUBBHR

M

a(OH) 2 SUSPENSION

ACTIVATED
CHARCOAL

10%
e NG A$

AMMONIA
INJ ECTlgSN

I

/




)

> >

Ash management

n Germany & Switzerland fly ash put into nylon
pags and placed in salt mines

n Japan some incinerators vitrify the ash
n Denmar k é

They send all the ash to Norway

l n Ontari oe

they send the fly ash to Sarnia and the bottom ash
to regular landfills

So where iIs the landfill in Durham to receive the
bottom ash?




