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Statement of Evidence for Marilyn & Gary Robinson 
 
We are opposed to the construction of the proposed/preferred site for the expansion of the Bear 
Mountain Substation.  It would mar the natural beauty of our land, displace wildlife and destroy our 
peace and enjoyment of life.  It would in fact destroy our way of life.  We also believe it would pose a 
health risk being so close to our home.   
  
In addition it would be unsightly, unnatural and noisy.  The existing substation is in plain view from 
our home.  It is already a blight on the landscape only partially screened by existing brush.  It has 
security lights which are on every night.  In some instances additional extremely bright lights have 
been turned on and left on for days.  They light up the entire field and shine in through our bedroom 
windows.  Twice we have had to ask BC Hydro land agents to get someone to turn them off.  Each 
time it took them quite a while to figure out exactly who to call and days for the lights to go off.  A 
larger, closer version of this substation is not acceptable.  In addition to the other detrimental 
effects for our family it would obviously significantly decrease our property value for our heirs. 
  
We are senior citizens.  I celebrated my 78th birthday in February, while Gary reached 83 years in 
April of this year. We have built this property from the ground up.  Gary bought this land in the early 
1950's and kept it all these years as our retirement haven.  We moved virtually every two years 
throughout our young lives.  The one constant was this land.  In 1982 we returned here to retire.  We 
started with bare land and over 30 years have built a home, gardens, fields, and wildlife areas which 
bring us peace and enjoyment.   Just over 10 years ago we bought a brand new mobile home.  It 
was our first and only brand new home and we love it.  Gary farms the small field as a hobby, 
planting various mixtures, driving his tractors for tilling, clearing and planting.  He often just walks out 
into the fields and forests to enjoy the sights and sounds of nature.  It keeps him active.  It gives him 
enjoyment in life.  The proposed expansion would eat up a good portion of his fields.  He would no 
longer be out in the fields with nature but instead with a monstrosity of steel, wires and chain link 
fence looming over him.  From the house I would look out into the fields and see not nature but the 
same dismal sight.  We do not want to sell out and move either.  This is the lifestyle we chose for our 
golden years.  We had planned to live out our lives here, on this property we came home to retire 
to.  Our daughter sold her own home a few years ago and came to live with us here in order to 
facilitate that. 
  
Our fields are organic.  We have never used farming chemicals on them.  Moose, deer, bear, 
coyotes and a wide variety of birds call our property home. There is a Fischer living in the logged off 
area to the south. We also see squirrels, chipmunks and the occasional rabbit.  There is no way 
to replace the peace and enjoyment this gives us.  To look out the window and see wildlife in your 
fields, to sit in your yard listening to and watching birds and squirrels going about their lives is 
a special blessing in our lives and one of the main reasons we choose to live in the rural area.  It 
gives us pleasure in life to be giving wildlife at least one small, safe place here with a natural food 
chain.   Having the substation expanded further onto our property will irrevocably change all that.  It 
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will render a good portion of the currently natural environment unusable for wildlife and quite 
possibly chase them away completely. That would be a devastating loss for us.   
  
Expansion of the substation onto our land would also render the property unusable for future 
development of any natural, organic type, destroying the natural beauty and significantly reducing 
the property value for anything other than industry.  In addition, a substation of this magnitude has 
long term effects and consequences on both people and wildlife which are not fully understood or 
researched.   
 
  
HISTORY OF THE EXISTING SUBSTATION 
 
In early 2008, we were approached by the Bear Mountain Wind Project (BMWP) personnel.  They 
wanted an easement on our property to run power from the proposed new wind farm down to the 
highway. We agreed to this because we believed it was an environmentally friendly alternative 
power source. It was, at the time, locally owned and operated and the premise was that the power 
generated would be used for the local area.  We were told BMWP would construct and operate a 
small switching station at the highway. 
 
By April 21, 2008, all the papers were signed for the easement. At some point after that the BMWP 
people indicated that BC Hydro would now be constructing the switching station. We were not 
prepared for this as we had no idea BC Hydro would be involved at any point. Then it was revealed 
that rather than a very small switching station owned by BMWP, we were looking at a significant BC 
Hydro owned substation.  We said we did not want that on our property.  The BC Hydro land agent 
(Pat Beaven) indicated that Hydro could put it on the neighbor's land immediately to the East.  We 
said that would be a good idea. Instead of leaving it at that, the land agent continued to pursue 
putting it on our property.  He just kept coming back.  Finally he said that if it went on the neighboring 
property we would still have the same detrimental effects but would have no input into the process 
and receive no compensation. He stressed that it was a small facility and said that he did not believe 
we would even be able to see it from our home.  This convinced us and after more weeks of 
negotiations we finally signed over the land BC Hydro wanted. At no point were we told there was 
even the possibility of expansion of the facility in the future. In fact was always stressed that this was 
just a small substation.  Also at no point was there any mention of the upcoming DCAT project.  
  
The deal closed in February 2009 and we believed that was the end of our dealings with BC Hydro 
regarding the substation. May 17, 2010 we received a letter from BC Hydro with a general outline of 
the DCAT project. This was just one year and 3 months after the deal closed for the existing 
substation. Over the years in various forms of advertising, BC Hydro has stated that they plan years 
into the future.  This begs the question of how could they not have known about at least the 
possibility of the DCAT project when they were dealing with us on the existing substation?  How 
could they not have thought it was important to let us know that there was even the possibility of 
expansion onto our lands in the future?  None of this was ever mentioned.  In fact it was 
always portrayed as 'just a small substation for the wind power'.  We found out later that BC Hydro 
had industrial customers they were hooking up to the existing substation.  Had we been told those 
important facts we would never have agreed to the existing substation.  We can only surmise it 
would then have gone on the quarter to the East and we would not now be in this untenable position. 
  
HISTORY SINCE DCAT 
 
July 21, 2010 we received a letter from BC Hydro specifically requesting permissions to enter.  In 
this letter they stated that they might be taking additional land for the expansion of the existing 
substation. August 2010, Pat Beaven contacted us with a contract requiring an additional 80 feet of 
land starting at the western boundary of the existing substation and coming west toward our house. I 



was vehemently opposed to any expansion. We said they should expand onto the neighboring 
quarter to the East. He said that was another option they were considering. Gary was not totally 
averse to an 80 foot expansion at that time and wanted to consider it. This caused extreme stress 
on our relationship. There was such tension in the household that a close friend commented on it 
after visiting.  He was very concerned for our health and the state of our relationship.  He wanted 
to help and so came up with an idea. His plan was to have Hydro build a large berm at the 
westernmost boundary of the additional 80 feet. The hole left by the dirt taken for the berm would 
become a large dugout, the berm would be planted with mature trees and the Robinsons would then 
look down their field at the natural beauty of field, trees and water.  We both thought it could work 
and sent the plan to Pat Beaven for consideration in October 2010.  He acknowledged receipt of it 
and said it 'could be looked at'.  We did not hear anything back from BC Hydro for months.  Then a 
new land agent, Len Bartfai, appeared on the scene well into 2011.  He stated that Hydro did not in 
fact need 80 feet more land, they needed 25 ACRES. How do you make that kind of 
miscalculation?  At this point we both adamantly stated that we did not want the expansion on our 
land.   
  
BC Hydro land agent Len Bartfai has contacted us many times during the whole procedure.  Phone 
calls in the middle of the day, impromptu visits, set meetings, emails. The process has been very 
long, complex, and arduous.  Each time we told him that we did not want the expansion on our land. 
We asked why he wasn't approaching the neighbor to the East.  If that was not possible we asked if 
they could expand to the south partly on our property and partly on the neighbors.  He said many 
options were in play.  We asked him to not bother us again unless all other options were 
out.  However, he kept calling just to check in, just to let us know Hydro was in the area, just to 
discuss this or that. 
  
After a few more months it became obvious that our property was BC Hydro's preferred option. We 
now believe this is because the original substation was built with expansion to the West in 
mind. Our daughter brought this up several times to the BC Hydro land agents but they refused to 
discuss it.  Then after several months of refusing to discuss it they suddenly started saying it was 
because of 'safety and reliability' concerns.  We began to fear that BC Hydro was not going to 
pursue any of the other options.   
  
On three separate occasions the land agent suggested that people in our position often asked Hydro 
to buy them out completely. He said Hydro was usually reluctant to do that but in some 
circumstances it was the best option.  We now felt we had a choice between the lesser of two 
evils, sell a portion of our land and destroy our way of life, or sell the entire property and move.  We 
still hoped that they might go East or South since he had never said those two things were out of the 
question.  After the third time he mentioned selling out he suggested an appraisal of the entire 
property.  We declined.  He simply came back a week or so later brought it up again and said it was 
'just to have information for everyone'.  We declined again. He came back a week or so later, same 
request, said it couldn't hurt.   We were simply worn down, made to feel we were being 
unreasonable.  We finally agreed to the appraisal.  A local firm did a ’theoretical appraisal’ (that's 
what the appraiser titled it, on every page) and a copy was given to us.  Shortly thereafter, the land 
agent presented an offer by phone for our entire property.  Now it all hit home - we were very scared 
that this was going to result in us having to sell. We declined the offer.  
  
The land agent called again about 2 weeks later with what he called a new offer, but which in fact 
was the exact same offer only in writing.  He suggested we take it to a lawyer which we did.  Since 
then we have been dealing with BC Hydro through our lawyer. 
 
 
 
 



PHOTO EVIDENCE 
 
We are attaching four photos taken May 10

th
 and 11

th
, 2012; 

a) Wildlife trail through the woods, just meters from proposed expanded substation. 
b) Pond in the field used by all kinds of wildlife which will be obliterated by proposed expansion 

of substation. 
c) Current view down the field from the house. Existing substation is top left and quite 

noticeable in actuality. 
d) Bear up a tree in the yard. 

 
 
 
May 11, 2012 
 
Marilyn & Gary Robinson 
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Photo B 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
Photo C 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Photo D 

 




