Environmental Assessment Branch
Nova Scotia Department of  Environment & Labour

P.O. Box 697, 

Halifax, NS

B3J 2T8

March 6, 2008

RE: Comments on the EARD for Miller’s Creek Gypsum Mine Extension, Fundy Gypsum

We respectfully submit the following comments:

1. The EAC believes that there currently does not exist at the provincial level in Nova Scotia the process or mechanism by which to assess adequately the sustainability of the proposed surface mine known as Miller’s Creek Mine Extension Project. The provincial environmental assessment process has proven that it lacks the rigour to assess the environmental impacts of large and complex projects and decisions tend not to err on the side of precaution or the environment. It is true that the Government of Nova Scotia has launched a number of initiatives which if successful, would reorient Nova Scotia toward a more sustainable and economically sound future.  These welcome initiatives include the Water Resource Strategy, Coastal Framework, Natural Resource Consultations, and the Environmental Goals and Sustainable Prosperity Act. However, the first three of these initiatives are in the early stages of development, and the Act, while passed, is in the early days of its application. In light of this vacuum, the Government of Nova Scotia should defer any decision on the proposed surface mine until the capacity exists at the provincial level to assess the project.

2. That said it is clear that large scale surface mining has large-scale, significant impacts on the local ecosystem and surrounding communities. The proposed surface mine extension will further widen the already big hole in the middle of the Avon Peninsula. All those considering this project, be it concerned citizens or government officials, should ask the following questions with respect to the proposed surface mine:

a. Will it compromise the ecological integrity of the watershed including the coastal components?;

b. Will it compromise the ability of communities to maintain their water supply and water quality?;

c. Will it cut off options for ecologically sustainable economic activity now and in the future?;

d. Will it provide the maximum number of jobs and fully-processed products for the domestic market per tonne extracted?;

e. Will it stop if recycling and re-use of the material is not at full capacity in Nova Scotia?; and

f. Will it stop if  non-toxic synthetic alternatives are available?.

3. The proposal will, without a doubt, impact negatively on the local food economy.  Farms on the peninsula are dependent on water for production purposes – water that will be negatively impacted by the proposed expansion.  A number of farms have already been purchased by Fundy Gypsum.  In order to maintain farming infrastructure, we need to at least maintain the farms we have.  Also, now that the Province and its citizens are interested in promoting local food systems, buying locally-produced food, and developing local procurement policies, we definitely need to increase, not decrease, the number of farms located close to urban areas, on good land.

4. Members and staff of the Ecology Action Centre – those who live near the proposal site and throughout the province – have been through the proposal site.  They are distressed by the company’s current direct and indirect impacts on the Avon Peninsula.  Fortunately they were able to see the condition of the area proposed for strip mining before 2006 and have a full understanding of which impacts are a result of Fundy Gypsum’s land acquisition and preparations for the expansion.

5. Ecology Action Centre recommends that the interior of the Avon Peninsula be slated for ‘working land’ conservation (ecological forestry, farming, recreation) with certain areas identified for total conservation (those areas containing rare plant and animal species and plant communities).

6. EAC supports the efforts of the Avon Peninsula Watershed Preservation Society to create a more positive future for its community, a future which protects the ecological integrity of the Peninsula and measures ecological and economic well-being in terms of generations.

7. The EAC agrees with other commentators that two weeks is inadequate to review the EARD. In addition, we wonder why there is no federal involvement in this assessment to date despite the obvious impacts on fish habitat.

8. The Ecology Action Centre recommends that any decision about the surface mine be deferred until the mechanisms and processes exist in Nova Scotia to assess adequately and fully its sustainability. If deferment is not an option, the project should not be approved.

Sincerely,

Mark Butler,

Policy Director,

Ecology Action Centre

