
Dear Hydraulic Fracturing Review Panel, 

 

I'm writing today with my comments for your review panel.  Generally my comments revolve 

around the world my 2 year old son will grow up in.  I'm sure than many parents also share my 

concerns.  For the record, I am opposed to the further use of hydraulic fracturing in Nova Scotia.   

The first issue I have with hydraulic fracturing is that it will exacerbate climate change.  Many 

sources claim and hydraulic fracturing will allow Canadians to use natural gas as a bridge to 

moving toward low-carbon sources of energy.  Burning natural gas releases less carbon dioxide 

than other sources such as coal for the equivalent amount of energy.   

 

But contrary to these claims there is ample evidence that hydraulic fracturing operations may 

release an even more dangerous greenhouse gas in methane.  Without thorough and impartial 

study of these impacts, the climate change impacts of hydraulic fracturing operations makes 

them a non-starter.   

Ultimately I'm skeptical that we have any desire to abandon coal and other dirty forms of energy 

in favour of natural gas under a scenario where we embrace hydraulic fracturing.  Instead we are 

likely to just use hydraulic fracturing to bring online new sources of energy and lower prices for 

consumers of energy without phasing out other forms of energy.  This has been our culture's 

track record and will continue to be our economic imperative.  Even if we were to stop burning 

coal we would likely continue to ship it quietly to countries where they would be happy to burn it 

with the same climate change outcome. 

This winter's climate change-influenced 'polar vortex' and droughts and record temperatures 

around the world demonstrate the results of our energy gluttony.  I'm worried for my son and the 

world he will grow up in.  I'd rather we consumed less energy (an option we never consider) and 

drew what little power we needed from renewables.  Now that would be a world I would be 

happy to leave him. 

 

My other major concern is with the very real impacts on human health (let alone other 

animals).  Living in a rural area where hydraulic fracturing would take place, far from larger 

populations, I know that my health and the health of my family would be at stake.   

 

Many critics rightly focus on the water impacts of hydraulic fracturing and the leaking tailings 

ponds left behind by operations.  I am disgusted with the shortsighted thinking that allows these 

pits to exist and especially disgusted that after years many of these pits sit open near 

Windsor.  The toxic and radioactive components of these tailings ponds preclude their use and 

therefore hydraulic fracturing.   

But specifically as someone potentially living in the shadow of hydraulic fracturing (HF) I am 

concerned with the air pollution associated with HF operations.  Operations release a cocktail of 

volatile chemicals into the air.  Operators have no plan but for these to blow away and 

disperse.  In many cases they settle in valleys often where people and livestock live causing a 

range of health issues when inhaled.  I urge your review to speak with the renowned Dr. Theo 

Colborn who has studied many of these effects where people's brains and nervous systems have 

been damaged through exposure to these airborne toxins.    



An HF operation near my home would risk my son's growth and development and has the 

potential to put him at a disadvantage in life.  He is no different to any other child in this respect 

and I weep for any child whose future has been compromised by exposure to these airborne 

toxins.   

 

As I write this I fear I could go on for ever.  However I'll stick, much like in a high school essay, 

to three points against hydraulic fracturing.   

My final issue with HF involves mental health.  I'm not talking about the brain damage caused 

by many of the chemicals used in HF but rather the stress and strain on a community, on a family 

caused by worry.  HF has the potential to divide communities between those who support and 

oppose its use.  In rural areas where we rely on relationships to live together this can be 

poisonous.  

 

And if and when an operation sets up near to one's home the worry can be overwhelming.  And 

then imagine you lose your well, your lifeblood.  What about your property values?  What if you 

take legal action and watch the bills pile up?  What if you and your spouse disagree on moving 

away?  How closely and obsessively will you watch your children for any sign of an 

impact?  What if you are unable to work due to stress or exposure to chemicals?  These mental 

health impacts at the community and family level are real and should be included in your 

review.   

 

Please confirm that you received this email and if you have any further questions I am at your 

disposal.  Thank you for your important work on this review in the public interest.  I'm confident 

you will conduct a thorough review.   

 

Sincerely, 

Thom Oommen 

2152 East Skye Glen Road 

RR#2 Whycocomagh, NS 

B0E3M0 

(902) 945-2108 

 


