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ATTENTION:



Environmental Assessment Branch

RE:




Surface Gypsum Mine at Miller's Creek, Hants County


Dear Assessment Staff:

As a frustrated resident and disappointed tourist of Nova Scotia, here are my comments.  

I am AGAINST any MINE EXPANSION WEST OF FERRY ROAD @ MILLER CREEK, for the following reason.  

The PROPOSED SURFACE MINE IS WITHIN THE WATER SUPPLY of many communities.  

The proposal should be rejected.  Short-term economic gain (30-50 years of Gypsum mining) should not take precedence over Long-term Peninsular Sustainability (air quality, water quality, water quantity, water temperatures, air temperature regimes, wildlife habitat).  The mine will strip away the Peninsula’s water filtering and water storage capacity.  The peninsula is surrounded by salt water.  Therefore the availability of fresh water is limited, this proposal will have grave consequences to the health and economics of the residents.  The destruction of this natural area’s ability to filter water will require $$$ to either, supply residents with bottled water or to create a water treatment facility.

CONCERNS:

LOCATION of MINE:



Avon Peninsula – Surrounded on 3 sides by salt-water and on 1 side by Industry (a quarry).

Footprint will be in the highest point on the Avon Peninsula 

Footprint will remove 43% of the forest cover west of Ferry Road

Mine will turn highest point west of Ferry Road into the lowest point west of Ferry Road

Mine will capture and alter most of the available fresh water west of Ferry Road

Karst Topography – Very soluble, contact with water dissolves rock creating caverns and tunnels.  Complex underground drainage diverts fresh water.

SCOPE of PROPOSAL:

- Surface gypsum mine 

- Removal of vegetation and overburden – detrimental to water quality (filtering capacity) 

- Removal of vegetation and overburden – detrimental to water quantity (storage capacity)

- Removal of vegetation and overburden – leads to loss of flora and fauna


- Noise and light pollution – leads to loss of fauna


- Air pollution – lead to loss flora and fauna (particulates cover flora, reducing reproduction)

- 486 ha of land will be directly altered


- Agricultural Land - Food production over-ruled by resource extraction 

- Approx. 33% of land west of Ferry Road – too much to sacrifice

- 30 ha as Conservation Area - 6% of total area being destroyed – What will that support?
- 1.5 – 2 million ton / year – Has anyone looked at recycling gypsum / wallboard? Extending landfill life!

-  50 - 70 metres in depth – dewatering constantly at old site (detrimental to fresh water)

- Life expectancy (30-50 years) – Sacrificing rural communities (farms and homes) FOREVER!!

CONCERNS continued…:


EA PROPOSAL - CGC Inc. – Fundy Gypsum Plant / Conestoga-Rovers & Associates:


EXPLORATION:

- Core Drilling – Holes will allow water percolation and infiltration (solution processes create underground tunnels and channels), displace freshwater.


STRIPPING:



- Removal of (0-30m) of overburden – Decreases filtering capacity for freshwater 

- Removal of vegetative cover – Decreases air and water quality, increases water temperatures 

- Compaction of surrounding soil by heavy equipment - Decreases filtering and storage capacity of soil



- Stockpiling overburden – Using valuable topsoil as a berm


DRILLING and BLASTING:



- Site intermixed with other seams – Need to excavate larger amounts of land for resource

BASELINE STUDIES:

Very narrow approach – Short time line Maximum of 3 years of data, 5 days of wetland studies spread out over 16 wetlands (lets get serious, we are dealing with people’s health and livelihoods (air, water, agriculture).  

RARE PLANT SURVEYS:


- How often were they in field and what dates? 


- Were plants in bloom and visible?

GROUNDWATER STUDY:


- 15 Catchments – Karst surface topography can be misleading when determining drainage

- 10 wells at 5 locations – Not a vary representative sample


- They suggest 15 catchments – Why aren’t there 15 wells?  


- They suggest Catchment 1 to be most affected, yet no monitoring well! Why not?

SURFACE WATER STUDY:


- 15 Catchments – Karst surface topography can be misleading when determining drainage

FISH HABITAT SURVEY:


- Karst surface topography can be misleading when determining drainage


- Why weren’t other waterways examined?


- What about outflow areas at Avon, Kennetcook and St. Croix Rivers?

Yours sincerely,

Giovanni “John” Abati

26 Gristmill Court (#104) 

HALIFAX, NS.

B3M 0B9

(902) 478-3422

watershedwatcher@hotmail.com

