Dear Ministers

 

I believe the Grand River Watershed is sitting on Ground 0 for what could be a major water crisis and the MNR are the weakest link.

 
Fish are changing sex in the Grand River due to our effluent and endocrine disputers, atrazine etc. Erie is being ruined by salt loadings, pollution, and development over recharge and there is a vested interest by a handful of agencies to simply render it lifeless so oil and gas can be exploited. If there are no fish there are fewer constraints to deal with. This logic could very well apply to what is happening in the Gulf of Mexico as well.

 

The Dawn Hub is a major pipeline from the Gulf of Mexico that connects with the tar sands and Atlantic oil deposits in a hub located in Ontario.  If they run a pipe in Erie, there are less right of way issues. 

 

http://www.mindfully.org/Energy/Lake-Erie-Gas-Pipeline.htm
 

The Council of Canadians has a petition right now to stop proposed bulk water exports from Manitoba to Texas. If they get the right of way for the water pipes, it makes it easier to get right of way for oil/gas lines too. 

 

Check out the proposed pipelines on page 13 of this following report and take note of Ontario MNR minister Donna Cansfield's praises for the fossil fuel industry. As a taxpayer currently paying for fossil fuel reduction strategies it is upsetting to see her promoting the ministry's alliance with the gas/oil sector in this publication.

 

http://www.ogsrlibrary.com/downloads/OPI-OIL-AND-GAS-MAGAZINE-2008.pdf

The MNR skipped over the Greenbelt and now wants to exploit the mineral aggregates and fossil fuels in our moraine but they can't do that without ruining our groundwater. That's why I suspect they didn't help with the Waterloo Moraine Act or the Galt Paris Moraine Act. They've got a mandate to protect and promote the use of crown land resources. 

The Mineral Management Service (MMS) in the US has been criticized for enforcing protection laws while promoting the use of lands for mineral extraction. President Obama said the two must become separate departments. Info on that is here:
http://www.miamiherald.com/2010/05/23/1644034/feds-regulation-of-big-oil-a-history.html

This same problem exists with the Ontario MNR. Their strategic direction for management of crown lands document shows the conflict of interest. 
 

http://www.mnr.gov.on.ca/stdprodconsume/groups/lr/@mnr/@crownland/documents/document/mnr_e000072.pdf
 

In my view this document places more worth to land under water more than on water itself. They state the value of Crown Lands in Ontario is worth 22 billion but if they take the time to factor in the value of water itself on and under crown lands. It would be worth FAR more money than this. How much MUNICIPAL water is gathered on Crown Land? How much is that water worth? How much is the aggregates that gather and transfer municipal water supplies worth? Until we value the worth of water and the aggregate resources that provides these resources we're planning in the dark and compromising the very source of our nation's food and water supplies.

 

The Grand River Conservation Authority stated in a prior report that the Grand River supports the same gross national revenue as the province of Nova Scotia. How much are Ontario's watersheds worth? Why isn’t this information linked to aggregate cost analysis?

 

The State of the Aggregate Resource Ontario Study was to assess the worth of aggregates in Ontario. They completely negated the roll of aggregates in providing water resources. The MOE should have been involved with this study but they were not. The MNR report ignored the serious water issues associated with the industry. To see the SAROS report visit here:  

 

http://www.mnr.gov.on.ca/en/Business/Aggregates/2ColumnSubPage/286708.html
 
The 6 supporting papers were not released to the public but I’ve secured their release by way of FOI because it appears they were produced by pro-aggregate agencies. The MNR's response was that they would post the data on line before August 1st 2010. 

 

Aggregates are considered a provincial jurisdiction but fisheries are federal because fish are cross jurisdictional. Water is a cross jurisdictional resources that must be linked to aggregates but provinces like Alberta simply don't want that to happen. There's lots of provincial money at stake. If we protect water, we must make aggregates a federally protected resources too. This is why it's so difficult to facilitate meaningful water source protection at the provincial level. 

 

For decades there have been some municipal and provincial officials pushing for a mega city vision for Waterloo Region, crafting big city growth without regard to the fact that Lake Erie begins in aquifers such as the Waterloo Moraine.  If it's a subdivision or a quarry, environmental assessment agencies use the same "tricks" to downplay water risks. They profit from crafting problems because it makes money in remediation and in the environmental degradation if surrounding areas. It's the nature of business. 
Poor test times and methods must be abolished and replaced with mandatory test times and methods as mandated by Provincial and Federal Governance and we need to secure meaningful enforcement if the conditions are not met
 

Currently the Region of Waterloo is conducting studies to determine the feasibility of a water pipeline to Lake Erie but in my view, I believe the possibility exists that this data may in fact be a means to secure funding and information to explore the possibility for an OIL or Gas pipeline to Lake Erie, with or without the water playing a roll. 

 

· Manitoba is sending it's hydro to the US. The announcement happened this week. If this energy went to Ontario we could run Ontario on 100% carbon free energy. Ontario has lots of natural gas/oil along Erie and I think that's what certain agencies may be planning on to provide Ontario's energy needs with. This vision fails to have regard to the need to reduce dependency on fossil fuels.

· The US bans drilling for fossil fuels along the Great Lakes but Canada doesn't. This should change in order to protect the integrity of the Great Lakes systems from harmful spills. We must protect this fresh water supply for the long term.

· Searches for "Ancient Aquifers" for our future water supply and searches for nuclear storage area around Erie have already taken place but this data may have been a creative way to fund the hunt for fossil fuels. Bore hole data can be used many ways and the MNR's mandate to promote mineral extraction on Crown lands becomes much easier with this data.

· The intake for the water pipeline, proposed to go from Lake Erie to Waterloo is at the Nanticoke pumping station, a facility that was originally built to provide water for a large city that was never built. How did that happen? 

· Imperial Oil has an oil refinery in Nanticoke. 
· A pipeline to the 401 is a handy thing for oil companies to have. 

· The 426 highway might be another pipeline/oil route in the works leading to deposits in Erie.

· I find it highly unlikely that a water pipeline to Erie is a reasonable economic investment to make. There has been no reasonable study to prove the projected demands will pay for the system. 

· Erie is degrading due to human mismanagement related to road salt, effluents, toxic blue green alga, pollution, lack of fisheries enforcement, invasive species, development and aggregate extractions, water diversions, etc. It's to the advantage of fossil fuel companies if Erie is degraded because it means fewer constraints. It can be deemed an advantage to those who want short term profits from crown lands.  In light of the risks associated with the fossil fuel companies in Erie, is this a viable long term water supply option for the Region of Waterloo?

· If the water in the moraine goes bad, there's short term money in aggregates, fossil fuels etc. but enormous economic and environmental losses for the gross national revenue of our nation related to loss of municipal water supplies, illness costs, loss of fisheries etc. I tried to secure the Moraine Act to assess these issues but the MOE's review failed to do it. It was not their jurisdiction to assess the costs. 
· We don't know how much water remains in our area aquifers. The Federal/Provincial governments and Region of Waterloo lack this data currently. Many of the studies forming our base knowledge are based on the work of experts hired by developers that show pro development biased by way of poor test times and methodologies. We must standardize and audit testing protocols.

· Why does the Region of Waterloo have such a strong desire to secure expensive water pipeline studies to provide water in 2035 yet they are disregarding the protection of known primary recharge areas currently in their approvals of development and aggregate proposals in our Region?  The West Side Lands and the Owens property in Waterloo are perfect examples of how the City and Region blatantly disregards water resources. Why put so much money and so much focus on future water supplies when our current supply is already at immediate risk by current planning processes over top primary recharge?
· The MNR DECLINED to support a Waterloo Moraine and Galt Paris Moraine Act yet on their own website they actually SUPPORTED the formation of a protected park in the Galt Paris Moraine system in order to secure long term mineral needs. It was since removed but I found the data in the cashe file here: http://webcache.googleusercontent.com/search?q=cache:i27zOIQAxV0J:nhic.mnr.gov.on.ca/MNR/nhic/areas/areas_report.cfm%3Fareaid%3D4266+bp+ministry+of+natural+resources&cd=1&hl=en&ct=clnk&gl=ca
· The Greenbelt restricts aggregate extraction but I don't know if this applies to oil/gas prohibitions. To make up for the lack of aggregate extractions in the Greenbelt they are planning to exploit the moraine aggregates in the Waterloo and Galt/Paris. This places our agricultural food belt at risk.

· If the Region wants to secure our long term water supply, why did they NOT support our request for review for a Waterloo Moraine Protection Act in order to gather data to help determine if a pipeline is actually needed?

· The proposed Lake Erie "intake pipe" is in the area of large oil deposits under Erie. The intake is in a zone that would pose a risk to small fry in the Lake. This could seriously harm area fish populations.

· To date the dimensions of the proposed pipe itself has never been noted in any of the reports. There is no data regarding the water transfer costs or treatment costs that could help to indicate the pipe size or projected volumes being transferred. They have not accounted for all the costs related to upgrade the Nanticoke pumping station. Perhaps it's because they don't actually intend to use the pipe to transport WATER.  
The MNR and fossil fuel industries can utilize "water" studies to gather key data for the MNR's mineral and fossil fuel ambitions. Bore hole data can be used many ways. 

 

In my view our government is too heavily reliant upon investments with fossil fuel and aggregate agencies.  The burning of fossil fuels, oil or natural gas, is still damaging to our environment.

The Ontario Ministry of Transportation is the largest consumer of Ontario Aggregates so it is reasonable to state a conflict exists at the provincial level as being regulator, promoter and largest purchaser of aggregate resources. 
Once an aggregate permit is issued, it is in place in perpetuity. Do we really wish to deplete our crown lands like this? We must secure a reasonable way to remediate and reclaim these areas with permits that expire. 
 

If we were to implement bio fuel recovery from both food and farm production and allocate it into a project similar to what is happening currently in Renton Washington, we could actually provide a renewable source of localized electricity without emissions. The system takes bio fuels and transfers the energy into a fuel cell battery without any burning.  To view this technology as shown on a video produced by MSNBC, please visit here: 

 http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/5335635/ 
  

To view the official site of the fuel cell manufacturer who built Renton’s system, visit here:  http://www.fuelcellenergy.com/wastewater-treatment.php 

 
By locking our federal monies in to mega projects, we’re loosing of the flexibility to invest in smaller scale localized power solutions which are often more cost effective and less damaging to the environment.  By locking into a shared long term infrastructure commitment with fossil fuel industries and the US, it hampers our ability as a nation to switch to other projects and options that may serve our nation better. 

It’s too close for comfort to have two nations on one power/oil/water supply. There is nothing to stop other nations from attacking us to get to the US. 

Carbon sequestering and fracking are part of the oil and gas industries in Ontario and both pose serious risks to aquifers for the cross contamination it can create. To learn about Fracking risks visit here:  http://www.democracynow.org/2009/9/3/fracking_and_the_environment_natural_gas
Issues related to fracking in vicinity of municipal water supplies either in Ontario or elsewhere must be reasonably assessed before we consider exploiting these resources in proximity to municipal areas or aquifers. 

 

Canada and its provinces currently rely heavily upon studies bought and paid for by developers and industries. Science can be woefully biased if test times and methodologies are not reasonably applied and planners for the most part have little expertise to assure that the data has been gathered in a reasonable manner. There is too much rubber stamping and not enough scrutiny and this practice must end. Just because a person is an engineer does not make them above the law or above scrutiny.
 

The Ontario MNR should have never been allowed to withhold the six supporting documents that formulated the SAROS report. We need this information made public right from the start so citizens can have a say on the fate of our province's future.

 

Canada as a nation may appear to be richest kid in the playground today, but when the resources deplete and infrastructure ages, we will be woefully lagging behind many nations which have already progressed into sustainable localized cheaper energy technologies and as infrastructure ages, so to with the debt load as we either update or abandon these expensive pipelines. 
Russia was brought down not by war but by the price of oil. They were paying more for the same thing the US was getting for cheap. It destroyed their economy.

 

In order to reasonably secure long term fiscal responsibility, national food security, public health, municipal water supplies and national security, we must make the commitment to depart from the poorly crafted plans of the past and separate from fossil fuel interests. Now is the time to plan beyond the use of both oil and natural gas. Here's how:

 

· We must create mandatory test times and methodologies in order to establish reasonable data bases in order to effectively assess and mitigate risks. 

· We must separate regulatory agencies such as the Ontario MNR from having the duty to both regulate and promote natural resource use. 

· We must value aggregates and their roll to water tables and relieve the provinces of their jurisdiction over aggregates and place it in federal hands because water is a cross jurisdictional issue and aggregates = water.

· By removing aggregates and fossil fuel management from the provinces, it can redistribute wealth to benefit Canadians from coast to coast and secure the much needed funding to shift away from fossil fuel technologies. This must be done to secure economic resilience in the days ahead. 

· Take monies allocated towards national oil/gas investments and carbon sequestering and redirect it to create new jobs and infrastructure to develop wind power, solar power, biofuel recovery, geothermal, hydro, etc.

· We can save billions in energy costs by creating regulations to implement water conservation strategies such as grey water recovery, distillation for use in industry to reclaim chemicals and water resources and we can create new standards for housing, appliances, cars to reduce consumption, C02 etc. These technologies exist. Develop and promote the use of transit, rail and electric cars. 
· The more fuel independent we are, the better we can maintain our own sovereignty as a nation. 
When a tree is dying, the first thing it does is make new shoots at the base.  It's high time we branch away from massive fossil fuel schemes of the past and start true economic growth for the future right from the roots of what made our nation great: Water, agriculture, localized energy, and creative community efforts.
 

Aggregates are non renewable resources but they are being squandered to facilitate mega city visions and pipeline dreams as if the supply of oil, gas, water and aggregates are infinite. They are not. We must prioritize water and aggregates now before municipal and agricultural water supplies in SW Ontario are placed in a crisis state. 

 

Self reliance of communities for water and energy is a far better plan than putting everyone on the same grid. The grid vision is highly vulnerable to cross contamination, shortages, leaks, natural disasters, terrorism, national security etc. It's simply not worth the risk. Don’t let our nation act like paws to oil interests. Our sovereignty is too valuable to sell out. 

The key to achieving these objectives is based on sound reasonable science and end the domination of fossil fuel interests in Canadian governance.

Louisette Lanteigne

700 Star Flower Ave.

Waterloo Ontario
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