
A new technical report, released by Compliance Coal
Corporation on October 14, has revealed that the quality of
the coal that can be extracted from the proposed Raven
mine near Fanny Bay is not as good as was originally
estimated, the quantity less, and the amount of mine
waste increased. 

Three years ago, Compliance estimated that the
company could extract about 30 million tones of high-
grade metallurgical coal from the Comox Joint Venture
site over a period of about 20 years. The new figures are 13
million tones of metallurgical coal over 16 years, resulting
in larger percentages of lower grade thermal coal, and
potentially toxic waste. The amount of saleable coal, both
metallurgical and thermal, is now only 44% of the total
mined.

Energy critic Arthur Caldicott points out that the new
figures represent a significant downgrade from the 2007
estimates of possible production from the proposed Raven
mine. According to Caldicott, ‘The mine life is going to be
shorter, the amount of material coming out of the mine is
reduced and the amount of marketable product will be
much less.’

Since the publication of the latest technical report, two
well-known geologists have made a submission to the
Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency that is
highly critical of Compliance’s figures. 

David Hughes, in his 32 years with the Geological
Survey of Canada as a scientist and research manager,
developed the National Coal Inventory to determine the
availability and environmental constraints associated with
Canada’s coal resources. 

He is one of the authors of a set of standards known as
National Instrument 43-101, used by securities regulators
across Canada to assess mining properties. This is the
standard used by Compliance’s consultants to evaluate the
potential of the Raven mine, but Hughes has criticized that

evaluation, saying, ‘13.2 million tonnes of saleable coal
calculated in the latest Compliance pre-feasibility report,
even though it is a drastic reduction from its earlier
estimates, is still an overestimate due to ... the inclusion of
resources in seams between 1 and 1.5 metres thick in
tonnage calculations in contravention of National
Instrument 43-101 in its mine plan.’

Hughes goes on to write that four factors—structural
complexity of the deposit, mining method, higher waste
volumes and the mine proponents’ lack of corporate
experience with coal—‘combine to question the
recoverable resources on which the mining proposal is
based and the potential viability of the mine over its
proposed life.’

Herbert Sullivan, who wrote his PhD on the chemistry
and petrography of coals, has made a separate submission
to CEAA which also raises questions about the feasibility
of the mine.

‘The coals of the Raven area have a high sulphur and
ash content ... by industry standards it is a dirty coal,’
wrote Sullivan, ‘The volume of non-coaly sediment
extracted from the mine and dumped at the surface will
greatly exceed the predictions contained in the reports
submitted by Compliance Coal Corporation,’ he continued.

‘The surface accumulations will be high in sulphur and
acid-producing minerals and have the potential to create
the dual risk of spontaneous combustion and a run-off of
toxic compounds infiltrating the soils and watercourses of
the area.

‘The contaminated waters laden with heavy metals will
eventually drain into Baynes Sound and pose a lethal
threat to the shellfish aquaculture that currently thrives in
the bay.’

Similar questions have been raised by CoalWatch
Comox Valley president John Snyder. Local residents have
also questioned the effect of the mine on groundwater and
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have called for comprehensive aquifer mapping as part of
a more detailed feasibility study. 

Compliance have indicated that their planned shipping
method is by truck to Port Alberni and by bulk carrier to
Asia. Port Alberni residents have questioned the effects of
trucking, coal dust resulting from ship loading, and the
effects of the harbour dredging anticipated by Compliance.
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