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Proposal Name Moratorium on Fracking in BC 

Recipient BC Conference 

Originating Body Faithful Public Witness Cluster, Comox-Nanaimo Presbytery 

Type of Proposal   Educational  (I want the court to be informed) 

  For Conversation  (I want the court to have a conversation) 

X  For Decision  (I want the court to make a decision or take an action) 

 
Proposed Action That BC Conference: 

1. endorse a moratorium on fracking in BC; 
2. write a letter to the Government of British Columbia communicating this 

decision/policy and asking the Government to implement a moratorium; 
3. create educational materials and worship resources for churches in BC on fracking. 

Background Hydraulic fracturing (fracking) involves the injection of water, sand and a cocktail of 
chemicals deep underground at high pressure to fracture rocks containing natural gas or 
oil to allow recovery of these unconventional fossil fuels. Most fracking operations in BC 
currently take place in Northeastern BC although other regions are being explored.  
According to reports by Public Health England and Friends of the Earth Europe, many of 
the chemicals used in fracking are toxic and /or carcinogenic. Ground water in parts of 
Wyoming have been found to contain toxic fracking fluids according to the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency.  Methane has been found in water wells near fracking 
operations and radium and other chemicals in waste water. There is therefore a 
significant risk to ground water and the health of citizens in the fracking zones. Air 
quality can also be affected. Emissions of various volatile chemicals downstream from 
fracking operations in the U.S. have been found to exceed health guidelines according to 
a report published in the journal Environmental Health. The practice of fracking also 
creates earthquakes which further threaten the integrity of Creation. First Nations 
leaders have likened the practice to “breaking Mother Nature’s bones”.  

Huge quantities of water are often required to maintain fracking operations, threatening 
fresh water supplies. In northeastern BC, 980,000 cubic metres of water were pumped 
underground at a single well pad. Thousands of new wells are currently planned.   

A May, 2014 report by the Council of Canadian Academies, an independent body asked 
by the federal Environment Minister to assess research on the impacts of shale gas, 
found many uncertainties remain concerning the dangers posed by fracking due to a lack 
of scientific data.  

The Council notes that “There is reason to believe that shale gas development poses a 
risk to water resources, but the extent of that risk, and whether substantial damage has 
already occurred, cannot be assessed because of a lack of scientific data and 
understanding.” The Council asserts that “The greatest threat to groundwater is gas 
leakage from wells for which even existing best practices cannot assure long-term 
prevention.” 

New Brunswick’s Chief Medical Officer, Doctor Eilish Cleary, has cautioned against 



proceeding with shale gas fracking until further study can be done on its health effects. 
She notes that in addition to the dangers posed by water and air contaminants, there are 
other important determinants of health that must also be considered. In particular she 
points to the negative social impacts of the “Boomtown Effect” involving “increases in 
crime, drug and alcohol abuse, sexually-transmitted infections (STIs), and domestic 
violence” in places where resource booms occur. 

The Canadian Association of Petroleum Producers says the economic benefits of natural 
gas production enabled by fracking are significant in terms of job creation, economic 
growth and generation of government revenues. However, a holistic assessment of 
benefits and costs that includes the environmental, health and social costs that are 
external to the industry’s calculations raises questions about the net benefits to society. 
In addition, current low gas prices and short gas-well life call into question the whole 
economics of fracking (without substantial government subsidies), according to reports 
by Ecologists in Action, Friends of Earth Europe, business writer David Olive ( Reuters) 
and others.   

The petroleum industry maintains that using natural gas as a substitute for coal reduces 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions at the point of combustion by approximately half per 
unit of energy produced.  However, there is evidence that shale gas extraction is more 
GHG intensive than coal or conventional natural gas due to the leakage of methane, a 
greenhouse gas that is 105 times more potent than carbon dioxide over a 20 year period. 
The availability of low-cost shale gas is also delaying investments into renewable energy 
sources such as wind and solar power. 

Many climate scientists question the wisdom of extracting unconventional fossil fuels 
like shale gas when the amount of carbon contained in known fossil fuel reserves 
exceeds the amount that can be safely burned. The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change estimates that existing fossil fuel reserves contain four to seven times as much 
carbon as the amount that can be emitted without causing global average temperatures 
to rise by more than two degrees Celsius above pre-industrial levels, a level deemed 
critical for the long-term survival of life on earth as we currently know it. 

A significant number of other jurisdictions, including Quebec, Newfoundland and 
Labrador, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, have instituted bans or moratoria on 
fracking. These indicate the importance citizens and governments attach to adhering to 
the precautionary principle, that is, the precept that an action should not be undertaken 
if its consequences are uncertain and potentially dangerous. 

The practice of hydraulic fracturing raises significant justice issues with respect to the 
rights of Indigenous peoples. Fracking projects have been initiated on the traditional 
territories of Indigenous peoples in British Columbia.  Indigenous peoples are asserting 
their right to be consulted and to grant or withhold free, prior and informed consent 
before fracking can take place on or near their lands as established by section 35 of the 
Constitution Act of 1982 and the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples.  
Both the Indigenous peoples’ teachings on how the Creator made us caretakers of 
Mother Earth and Christian theological principles call for careful discernment concerning 
our responsibility to care for Creation and avoid activities that imperil human and non-
human life. KAIROS member churches have called for a new covenant with Indigenous 
peoples to uphold their rights to self-determination and for a clean and sustainable 
energy strategy, based on conservation and renewable energy. 

Citizen mobilizations in many countries have demonstrated widespread concern for the 
ecological and other dangers posed by fracking. In November, 2014, a Commission of 
Inquiry set up by the Quebec government in response to citizens’ concerns concluded 
that the economic, social and environmental costs of proceeding with the exploitation of 



shale gas from the lower Saint Lawrence region exceeded the benefits, leading to an 
extension of a ban on fracking. 

As the United Church of Canada, we are called to care for Creation and all creatures in 
the One-earth Community, and to stand in solidarity with those most affected by 
resource extraction. There are alternatives to shale gas which show much more promise 
in terms of ecological health and long-term sustainability. 
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