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 Allwest Reporting Ltd. 

NELSON, B.C. 

September 26th, 2017 

 (PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED AT 6:01 P.M.) 

THE CHAIRPERSON:    Good evening.  Thank you for joining 

us as we proceed through our two and a half week 

series of community input sessions around the 

province.  So far we've heard presentations in 

Vancouver, Kamloops, and Kelowna.  And I must say 

we're extremely pleased, both by the level of public 

interest and the effort that went into many of the 

presentations we heard.  

  My name is David Morton, and I'm the Panel 

Chair for the Site C Inquiry.  I'm also the Chair of 

the British Columbia Utilities Commission.  With me 

today are my fellow Site C Inquiry Panel members.  On 

my left is Dennis Cote; on my right is Karen Keilty.  

And on her right is Richard Mason.   

  This community input session is part of the 

second important phase of the Site C Inquiry.  As you 

know, we've spent the last -- sorry, the first six 

weeks of this inquiry collecting data and analysis 

from many parties that are interested and affected by 

Site C's -- BC Hydro's Site C project.  The quality of 

these submissions was commendable.  Many people 

committed a great deal to producing a quality 

submission within the short time-frame we've provided.  
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 Allwest Reporting Ltd. 

This affirms what we already know; that there are 

experts and affected parties who can bring us insight 

into the many complexities of evaluating the economic 

impact of the Site C project.   

  We now have the task of making findings in 

this inquiry, and we recognize that our findings are 

better with your input.   

  The Order in Council that directed us to 

inquire into this project specifically requires us to 

consider the cost implications on BC Hydro ratepayers 

of three scenarios.  One is continuing the project; 

the second is suspending the project and re-starting 

it again in 2024; and the third is terminating the 

project.   

  My Panel members and I recognize that there 

are many other implications of the project beyond cost 

implications.  However, those implications are not 

within our scope to inquire into.  Considering this, 

we ask that in the interests of all parties in the 

room, please try to keep your submissions within the 

scope of our inquiry into Site C, which is, as I said, 

the cost implications for BC Hydro ratepayers.  And, 

by implication, that includes Fortis ratepayers and 

even Nelson Hydro ratepayers, as they are all 

ultimately customers of BC Hydro.   

  Submissions made here today, as well as 
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those made in writing, that are outside the scope of 

the BCUC's review won't be considered in our final 

report to government on November 1st.   

  There is copies of the executive summary of 

our preliminary report at the entrance table, and the 

full report is available on our website or by making a 

request through our office if you are unable to access 

our website.   

  I'd also like to address a number of 

housekeeping items for today's session.  I'd like to 

introduce you to Mr. Bemister, who you've seen as 

you've checked in, and he's given you a briefing on 

the fire exits and washrooms and so on.  Mr. 

Bemister's going to help us to organize speakers and 

other logistics, and his team is recording and 

transcribing the sessions.  The live audio will be 

streamed from our website, SiteCinquiry.com, and 

following these sessions, all the presentations will 

be transcribed and posted, along with all of the rest 

of the inquiry documents on our website.   

  There is some coffee and tea, as you saw, 

just outside the entrance door.  Please help yourself 

throughout the session.  As you need to, please enter 

and exit the room quietly so as not to disrupt the 

session.  We won't be having any scheduled breaks, so 

please feel free to go back and forth and get tea and 
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coffee as you need.   

  There is a list of speakers on the screen 

in front of you.  When you see your name appearing 

within the next three to five speakers, please come up 

and identify yourself, and there's three seats at the 

side that you can sit and wait until the previous 

speaker is finished.   

  Mr. Bemister will confirm your name on the 

list and then he'll help you get to the podium, and 

he'll make sure that the speaker presentations are 

organized in that way.   

  And if you aren't in the room when your 

name comes up, we'll get back to you at the end, and 

add you to the end of the list of speakers.   

  When you're speaking, other than stating 

your name, please refrain from including any personal 

or confidential information, because it will become a 

public record through the transcript, and so you 

should please avoid any mention of anything other than 

your name.   

  Please also refrain from using profane or 

offensive language in your presentation, and any other 

disruptive behaviour, because we may have to close the 

session if that occurs.   

  We ask that you keep your remarks to a 

maximum of five minutes.  We have a timer for you.  
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Hopefully you will be able to see that from the 

speakers' podium.  As it counts down to around 30 

seconds, if it's possible, I will try to politely 

interrupt and remind you that you should get to your 

wrap-up and your closing remarks as soon as you can.   

  And also if you've heard the sentiments 

from prior speakers that are consistent with yours, 

you may wish to not repeat them.  You could just 

acknowledge that they've already been said, and that 

way you can save your time to say something new that 

other speakers haven't said.   

  And before beginning your presentation, 

please state your first name and spell your last name.  

And that's so that the people that are transcribing 

can make sure that there's an accurate record of who 

you are in the transcript.   

  So with that, we're ready to open the 

session in Nelson, B.C., on September 26th, 2017.  And 

our first speaker is Donald Scarlett.  If you could 

please, Mr. Scarlet, stand up and state and spell your 

name, and please go ahead.   

  Thank you.   

Proceeding Time 6:16 p.m. T02 

SUBMISSIONS BY MR. SCARLETT (#0081):  

MR. SCARLETT:   Donald Scarlett, S-C-A-R-L-E-T-T.  Shall I 

begin?   
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THE CHAIRPERSON:   Yes, please.   

MR. SCARLETT:   Welcome to the West Kootenay region.  Our 

communities have experienced the impact of 

hydroelectric reservoirs built hastily and with 

insufficient attention to social, environmental, and 

economic impacts.  The Columbia River treaty dams also 

ran over budget, to the point that other provincial 

government obligations were cash-starved for years.  

These are lessons that we must never forget.  

  I'm a professional engineer and electrical 

contractor, having lived in Kaslo for 45 years.  I 

participated on the BC Hydro 1991 to '94 conservation 

potential review collaborative committee; in 1995, BC 

Hydro integrated electricity plan consultative 

committee, and was an external review panellist for 

the 2007 BC Hydro conservation potential review.   

  The overriding question before all British 

Columbians is whether the Site C dam should be built 

at all.  The project was initiated without review by 

the BCUC for political reasons, and billions have been 

spent on it, largely based on assumptions about 

markets for liquefied natural gas and pipelines that 

have evaporated.  So whether the project is on time 

and within budget is only a measure of how efficiently 

the money has been wasted, if Site C cannot be 

justified under today's circumstances.   
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  Today's circumstances are in fact changing 

very quickly.  British Columbians will want to know if 

BC Hydro's borrowing expense forecasting is realistic 

in light of the fact that interest rates are now 

starting to move upward after several years of being 

unusually low and stable.  Mega-projects of Site C's 

scale are highly vulnerable to increases in borrowing 

costs because of their magnitude and the long 

construction time.  Technologies for electricity 

conservation are improving faster than could have been 

anticipated during the BC Hydro conservation potential 

reviews.  For example, LED lights are quickly 

dominating the market, and Appendix A of your 

preliminary report notes their potential for reducing 

provincial electricity demand.   

  BC Hydro appears to have fallen off the 

energy conservation wagon over the past 20 years.  

British Columbians will benefit if the Crown 

corporation's resources are redirected from Site C so 

that it can reclaim the energy conservation leadership 

role that it held in the 1990s.   

  The ratepayer cost of operating 

environmentally destructive energy projects is 

increasing rapidly.  It is now accepted that BC Hydro 

will pay for increasingly strict mitigation measures.  

An example is the December, 2007 Duncan Dam project 
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water use plan mandated by the B.C. controller of 

water rights.  Requirements now include water level 

management, erosion protection, cultural site 

protection, boat ramp infrastructure, nutrient 

loading, side channel fish stranding and fish 

migration.  The BC Hydro fish and wildlife 

conservation program is another example.   

  If the Mikisew Cree and other First Nations 

court cases concerning Site C operation are 

successful, BC Hydro will incur further financial 

obligations.  These costs will only increase with time 

and British Columbians will want to know that they are 

fully accounted for in determining the long-term costs 

of Site C.   

  Alternative energy sourced through 

photovoltaic, wind, micro-hydro and possibly wave and 

tidal sources, if scaled appropriately, will be free 

of such mitigation costs.  Moreover, distributed 

energy generation provides a more balanced grid with 

lower line losses than mega-projects like Site C, 

located far from its primary loads.  Net metering has 

a great potential for facilitating this approach, 

allowing BC Hydro to access a growing energy source 

with negligible capital expense to the utility.   

  California offers an example of the 

magnitude of the energy resource that can be made 
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available in this way.  The California Public 

Utilities Commission reported that in 2008 43,000 

residential and commercial net metering customers 

produced 570 gigawatt hours, with a negligible impact 

on electricity rates.   

  British Columbians need to know that the 

potential of small distributed alternative energy will 

be taken into account in determining whether Site C 

will ever be needed.   

  To quote the BCUC's 1983 Site C decision: 

"An energy project certificate for Site C 

should not be issued until an acceptable 

forecast demonstrates that construction must 

begin immediately in order to avoid supply 

deficiencies, and a comparison of 

alternative feasible system plans 

demonstrates from a social benefit cost 

point of view that Site C is the best 

project to meet the anticipated supply 

deficiency." 

  When a mistake of this magnitude is made, 

the only appropriate energy strategy is to acknowledge 

it and promptly cut the losses.  There is abundant 

evidence that Site C will burden BC Hydro and the 

province with unnecessary costs far into the future.  

Terminating the project will be the least costly 
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remedy.  Should that be the B.C. government's 

decision, BC Hydro should be held accountable to 

Section 2(b) of the Clean Energy Act, that directs the 

utility to reduce its expected increase in demand for 

electricity by two-thirds by the year 2020, through 

demand-side measures and energy conservation.   

  Thank you.   

THE CHAIRPERSON:   Thank you, sir.  Thank you.   

Proceeding Time 6:22 p.m. T03 

  Ms. Bramson.  Please go ahead.  Thank you.   

SUBMISSIONS BY MS. BRAMSON (#0082):  

MS. BRAMSON:   Yeah, my name is Lisa Bramson, B-R-A-M-S-O-

N.  I'm a Nelson Hydro ratepayer, and I want to thank 

the Utility Commission for holding a public 

consultation.   

  And the sources I am referring to are 

mostly the Del Watt LLP review requested by the 

Commission and also energy issue expert Robert 

McCullough.   

  And I have a few comments about demand but 

I'm mainly focusing on cost.  But alternatives, demand 

and costs are all inter-related.  And they have 

significantly changed since Site C was first proposed.  

And I just think that's an important overview.   

  So about demand, over the past 20 years BC 

Hydro's forecasts have over-estimated demand by over 
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30 percent, on average.  Most of the LNG terminals 

currently under consideration in B.C. probably won't 

come about, and therefore BC Hydro's expected increase 

in consumption to electrify LNG facilities will not 

materialize.  

   Despite BC Hydro's inflated forecasts, B.C. 

energy's demand is flat, and will remain so for some 

time.  And as Robert McCullough said, BC Hydro 

forecasts are dangerously vintage.  I like that.   

  If Site C were completed, BC Hydro will 

lose money on exports to the U.S.  Quebec and 

Newfoundland are competing to sell energy to New 

England at a loss.  And that's something that should 

be looked at in B.C.   

  And demand growth is effectively zero, as 

new energy saving technology such as LED lighting 

emerge, and also as more conservation efforts are 

initiated.   

  Looking at costs, the effort to develop 

Site C on the Peace River has been underway for almost 

30 years, and interestingly, the project failed to 

pass elementary economic tests back in the 1980s.  

Here we are, much later.   

  Related to costs, renewables have to be 

mentioned, primarily wind and thermal, and these have 

declined in price dramatically.  74 percent reduction 
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for solar, 65 percent for wind, since 2010 when the 

B.C. government announced it wished to pursue approval 

and development of Site C.  

  Terminating Site C and building a renewable 

portfolio of wind and geothermal would save B.C. 

ratepayers between 0.7 to 1.6 billion dollars.   

  Another factor related to costs; Site C 

seems to be hurtling toward significant delay and cost 

overruns.  In his report, Del Wall concluded that BC 

Hydro is at considerable risk of failing to meet the 

2019 deadline for diverting river water into tunnels 

while the dam is built, due to contractor problems and 

geotechnical issues.  And in the event that the start 

of river diversion milestone is not met in 2019, the 

impact on the project would be approximately a year of 

delay, and cost increases above the FID budget in the 

range of 10 to 20 percent.  And there are also cost 

risks associated with major contracts that have not 

been awarded yet.   

  He also noted that BC Hydro is currently 

projecting to use 1 billion of cost contingency by the 

end of the project, and that's a 26 percent increase 

over the 794 million planned cost contingency, and 84 

percent of the total available contingency of 1.195 

billion.  Del Watt understands that this increase in 

the forecast cost contingency is explained by 
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additional indirect and management costs, higher 

contract costs, and estimated additional unexpected 

scope, and observes that such an increase within only 

the second year of an eight-year contract calls into 

question the accuracy of the project's initial 

estimates.   

THE CHAIRPERSON:   Ma'am, I just want to remind you that 

you're getting to the end.  If you could --  

MS. BRAMSON:   Wow, okay.  Well, yeah.   

  Well, I would recommend termination of the 

project for the many cost savings to ratepayers.  Much 

less than suspension, and certainly continuing.  And I 

think it's significant that your Panel already 

reported it's not yet in a position to determine 

whether the project will remain on schedule for 

completion by November of 2024.  And I look forward to 

all the information that you requested from BC Hydro, 

and I assume that that will be in the final report?  

Okay.   

THE CHAIRPERSON:   Okay.  If we get it, it will be, 

indeed.  Thank you.   

MS. BRAMSON:   Very good.  Thank you.   

Proceeding Time 6:27 p.m. T04 

THE CHAIRPERSON:   Thank you.  John Alton. 

  If your name is appearing within the next 

two or three, please come up and sit with Mr. 
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Bemister.   

  Is John Alton here?  No?  Okay.  Please go 

ahead.   

MR. CARVER:   Shall I start?   

THE CHAIRPERSON:   Yes, please go ahead.  

SUBMISSIONS BY MR. CARVER (#0083):   

MR. CARVER:   Thank you very much for the opportunity to 

speak with you today.  My name is Martin Carver, C-A-

R-V-E-R.  I live in Nelson, B.C.   

  I have -- I'm a hydrologist with a Ph.D. 

from UBC, 25 years working with water resources, ten 

years working in the Peace/Athabasca delta, looking at 

that land form.  I wear two hats as I come here and 

speak with you today.  On the one hand, I'm a subject 

matter expert on the Peace/Athabasca delta, and on 

environmental impact assessment processes in Canada, 

and on the other hand I'm a ratepayer who has lived in 

this province decades, and intends to live here for 

decades to come.   

  My interest in speaking with you today is 

about the downstream impacts of Site C, in particular.  

I'm concerned about hidden downstream impacts that 

aren't being accounted for in your costing.  The 

Peace/Athabasca delta has immense social and 

environmental values.  In 1983, it was established, 

inscribed on the world heritage list because of its 
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outstanding universal value; that is the expression 

that UNESCO uses.   

  Canada applied, and it's signed up -- it's 

a Canadian request.  It also has massive indigenous 

values.  Indigenous peoples live there and they rely 

on this area that has great value to them.   

  So first of all I wanted to say something 

about the environmental review process.  It's deeply 

flawed in Canada, as I'm sure you're aware of, and it 

enables projects to proceed with hidden costs being 

not recognized during the review process.  That's 

another subject, but I just want to flag that.   

  So there's two things about the environment 

assessment of the Site C that I'd like to raise to 

your attention.  Perhaps you know about these, but I'd 

like to bring them up.  The first is the terms of 

reference.  There was no cumulative effects assessment 

required for the Peace/Athabasca delta, which I'll 

just say is the delta.  And BC Hydro was promoting a 

lack of this assessment, and it was supported by 

government in the end, so we didn't get a cumulative 

effects assessment.   So that information wasn't made 

available. 

  Second thing I'd like to talk to you about 

is just a bit more detail about the joint review panel 

and what happened there.  I was an expert hired to 
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give technical information at the hearing, and I have 

first-hand knowledge of what happened there.  And in 

general, the JRP did not have technical capacity to 

really consider much of the evidence that was given.  

That was -- it was presumably under-funded.  And so 

there is some important evidence that wasn't 

sufficiently considered, in my opinion.   

  BC Hydro gave some late evidence concerning 

the impacts -- the lack of impacts, in their view, of 

the project on the delta.  And there were flaws in 

that evidence which were rebutted by myself, and I can 

provide you that report if you haven't already come 

across it.  But there was never a response to those -- 

to the identification of those flaws.  And so it's 

still outstanding.  The panel did not -- they were 

silent on it.  They simply sided with BC Hydro that -- 

of the lack of downstream impacts.  No explanation, no 

justification that I could find.   

  Now, the other thing I want to mention is 

the World Heritage Committee had a reactive mission 

that went to the delta in 2016, and produced a report 

that was very critical of Canada and the management of 

the delta.  And it rebuked the JRP's finding as 

simplistic treatment of impacts downstream.  

Recommendation 4 was to conduct an environmental and 

social impact assessment of Site C on the delta before 
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it would proceed.  So, that's outstanding.  The costs 

of that are outstanding.  The implications of the 

costs of that are outstanding.   

  Now, that's what I'd like to turn to 

finally in closing is the costs of all of this.  These 

are hidden costs, and there are direct hidden costs 

and indirect hidden costs.   

  The direct hidden costs would involve 

settlements -- court settlements and the litigation 

costs of court settlements.  Perhaps you're aware that 

in 1998 the Indian Claims Commission agreed that the 

ACFN, the Athabasca Chipewyan First Nation, which 

relies on the delta, should be able to seek costs for 

lost economic livelihood, direct damages to an Indian 

reserve, and rights infringement.  These are all costs 

that, to my knowledge, aren't being considered by you 

yet.   

  And then there are indirect costs of the 

lost livelihoods, and then the inevitable government 

support on damage reconciliation processes that would 

ensue.   

  So I want to put my other hat on now as a 

ratepayer.  I am asked to pay for all of this, these 

hidden costs, which are not being factored into Site 

C.  And as an expert witness and a subject-matter 

expert with first-hand knowledge of flaws in the 
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system, and the costs not included in the standard 

assessments, I object to that not being considered, 

and I would ask you to really look into those costs.   

  Because in fact the escalating construction 

costs will be mirrored by escalating costs of damages 

and operations, certainly in the tens and hundreds of 

millions, but I would argue potentially in the 

billions of dollars, as the years and decades roll 

out.  And I would ask us to let's not let the project 

become another entry in the catalogue of our dark 

legacy of impacts to the delta and to indigenous 

peoples.  Instead, let's generate some goodwill.  And 

this might actually lessen damages from even other 

claims associated with dams on the Peace River that 

are in litigation now.   

  So thanks very much.   

THE CHAIRPERSON:   Thank you.  Mr. Carver, if -- go ahead.   

  If you do have a report that you feel would 

be helpful to us, to assess the costs you speak of, 

please feel free to submit it on our website.  There 

is -- if you go on our website, you'll see a button to 

make submissions, and you can upload your report 

there.   

MR. CARVER:   It's highly technical, so -- I don't want to 

overwhelm you with that.  But I will be happy to do 

that.   
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THE CHAIRPERSON:   Okay.  I'll find someone to explain it 

to me, then.  Thank you.  Thank you, sir.   

MR. CARVER:   Thanks very much.   

THE CHAIRPERSON:   Yes.   

Proceeding Time 6:35 p.m. T5ß 

  Mr. Elsworth?   Oh, sorry.   

MR. LOGTENBERG:     I just got skipped when I went to get 

some water. 

THE CHAIRPERSON:     Ah, okay. 

SUBMISSIONS BY MR. LOGTENBERG (#0084):  

MR. LOGTENBERG:    First of all, thanks for giving us the 

opportunity to speak here today.   My name is Rik 

Logtenberg, and it’s L-O-G-T-E-N-B-E-R-G. 

THE CHAIRPERSON:     Thank you.    

MR. LOGTENBERG:    I’m a software engineer based here in 

Nelson and I have a particular interest as a ratepayer 

in – and as a B.C. citizen – in seeing a thriving and 

growing alternative energy here in B.C.   And for us 

as a country to meet our Paris Treaty obligations and 

to do our part to reduce our development of oil and 

gas in B.C.   

  Now, I understand that the BCUC is not 

charged with offering political advice to the 

Minister, but I want to express my concern that this 

will, in large part, be a political report at least 

insofar as the Minister may use your recommendation or 
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at least how you present it to justify a political 

decision.    

  So I want to start by humbly asking you to 

be careful as possible in how you present your 

recommendations so as to resist it being misused. 

  Now, one particular example of how this 

report can be misused is how the unit energy cost of 

Site C is calculate versus the alternatives.   And 

this is something I think you’ve noted in your 

preliminary report.  Now, my concern is that the 

public, or the political case for keeping Site C will 

count the cost of termination twice, in the way that 

the BC Hydro has already done in its calculations of 

unit energy cost.  

  First, in comparing the UEC of Site C and 

its alternatives, and then again in a separate 

discussion of the costs of termination and 

remediation.  

  Now, counting the cost twice, even if only 

in separate sections of your report, I fear that will 

greatly inflate the perceived cost of alternative 

energy versus terminating Site C. 

  Now, as you’ve noted in your preliminary 

report, the UEC comparison must not subtract the sunk 

costs from Site C and then add the termination costs 

onto the alternatives.  Now, some costs in termination 
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costs need to be treated as completely separate 

matters from the expected cost of the power to 

ratepayers.  Calculating the cost to ratepayers in the 

way that BC Hydro has done will distort the public 

perception of how much large projects like Site C 

actually cost and will distort the public perception 

of the cost of alternative energy in general. 

  Now, on top of that calculating UEC in the 

way that BC Hydro has done creates the potential for a 

moral hazard since it will reward BC Hydro for 

obscuring the comparative cost of started or existing 

projects for as long as possible.  In other words, the 

longer a project continues, and the higher the sunk 

and termination costs, the more the unit energy cost 

will favour the status quo and will punish the 

alternatives.  So in other words, the longer the 

project is going, the more the alternatives will be 

punished.  

  Now, this will always make the status quo 

more appealing and BC Hydro and the alternatives will 

always appear more expensive.  As you pointed out in 

your preliminary report, BC Hydro has set up an 

applies to oranges comparison here, and I hope you 

continue to aggressively push back on it in your final 

report. 

  Now, while I have a few more moments, I 
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want to speak to one other issue, and I think some 

other speakers tonight will talk about the future 

demand for power, and already have.  

  Now, if my reading is correct, you’ve asked 

BC Hydro to provide multiple forecasts of energy 

demand given a strong LNG industry, and another one in 

which the LNG industry is much smaller.  Now, given 

the world’s commitment to the Paris agreement and the 

growing enthusiasm for leaving our oil and gas assets 

in the ground, I think it’s important to include in 

any forecast model a probability in which the industry 

power demands are a fraction of what they are today. 

  Now, I’d like to mention something new that 

I didn’t see in the preliminary report.  And that’s 

the current forecast show a 25 percent increase in 

internal by 2036 to 74 megawatt hours.  I’d like to 

ask the Panel to consider the question of whether the 

BC Hydro’s market model considers the global trend 

toward mobile technology and that impact on energy 

consumption. 

  Now, 15 years the primary computing device 

was a desktop computer, which consumed about 56 

kilowatt hours a year.  Ten years ago laptops reduced 

that, and then today the primary computing device is a 

mobile phone, which consumes one-fiftieth of the power 

of a desktop computer.  Now, that technology is being 
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shared across the consumer technology in general.  So 

with that consideration -- or to question BC Hydro on 

the market model and look at how mobile technology in 

particular, and its incentive to increase convenience 

is driving energy consumption downward.   

  Thank you. 

THE CHAIRPERSON:     Thank you very much.  Thank you. 

Proceeding Time 6:40 p.m. T06 

SUBMISSIONS BY MS. CHARLESWORTH (#0085):  

MS. CHARLESWORTH:     Hi.  My name is Kim Charlesworth, C-

H-A-R-L-E-S-W-O-R-T-H.   My remarks will be addressing 

the cost to ratepayers of terminating the Site C 

project in comparison to the broad package of 

alternative energy projects that could provide some 

more benefits.   

  There are many aspects of the Site C 

project that will contribute to the costs to 

ratepayers.  Others here can speak far better than I 

on the very well-researched bleak prospects that Site 

C has of ever operating at a profit and the resulting 

impacts to ratepayers, but the costs include more than 

the increase in electricity rates.  They include a 

huge economic impact that will be felt through the 

province, so I want to speak first to the impact on 

jobs which forms the very basis of economic 

resiliency, and thus costs to ratepayers, which is all 
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of us.  

  Reports done, the Greenjobs B.C. 2015, one 

recently by the Pembina Institute, Clean Energy Canada 

2015, and Clean Energy B.C. 2016 have all shown that 

the alternative energy field is poised to deliver more 

jobs, permanent jobs, jobs that are better paying and 

closer to the communities workers live in than any 

large megaproject.  Site C is directly responsible for 

several alternative energy companies and projects 

closing down and leaving B.C.  This affects both our 

efforts to transition to green energy, and to create 

long-term green employment that pays livable wages.   

  Stopping Site C firmly and permanently will 

allow the green energy sector to rebound and thrive 

throughout B.C.  Of course, it is necessary to provide 

retraining and support to displaced workers, but the 

costs of doing that are minute, compared to the costs 

to ratepayers, society, taxpayers, the business sector 

and government of not transitioning. 

  To enable this shift in energy production 

to occur in a way that benefits employers, workers and 

ratepayers as well as satisfies the need to decrease 

greenhouse gas emissions quickly and substantially in 

both the short and the long term, we must permanently 

stop the construction of Site C dam, revise the 

mandate of BC Hydro to include research, testing and 
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developing renewable energy generation projects and 

develop a long-term renewable energy plan that places 

solar, wind, biomass, biofuel and geothermal at its 

centre. 

  The other sector where the Site C project 

is negatively effecting stable economic activity and 

jobs is in our food system and its infrastructure.  

Again, these costs to ratepayers will occur over and 

above any raise in electricity rates. 

  The approximately 5500 hectares that the 

Site C dam will flood is the largest area of prime 

agricultural land in B.C. outside of the Lower 

Mainland which continues to face overwhelming 

development pressures.  It has been estimated that 

this land can effectively feed 1 million people, 

either in B.C. or elsewhere.  That means jobs.  The 

food industry employs more people than any other 

industry in Canada according to the Canadian Agri-Food 

Policy Institute.  Food processing is one of the 

country’s largest manufacturing sectors and an 

essential channel for Canadian agricultural products.   

In a time when climate change, both the slow increase 

of average temperature and the resulting severe 

weather events is causing havoc to food producers 

around the globe, it makes sense to pay closer 

attention to food resiliency here at home and where 
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our food is coming from.  We need to be considering 

the costs of not protecting our farmland. 

  Currently B.C. produces approximately 55 

percent of what it consumes according to provincial 

health services authority.  The only reason the Peace 

is currently not a major producer is because when Site 

C was first being considered the zoning was put in 

place to ensure that possible future expropriation 

would be less expensive.  No new buildings of any kind 

would be compensated for.  

  We can provide a major boost to economic 

resiliency in the north, as well as significantly 

improve access to fresh locally produced food 

throughout the province by stopping the Site C dam 

permanently and encouraging sustainable farming 

through changes to zoning and regulation.    

  If the area is encouraged to adopt 

sustainable farming methods, we will win on every 

front.  Increasing economic resilience and jobs, 

increasing food system resiliency, and reducing 

greenhouse gas emissions, all for the long term.   

When you compare the costs of not terminating the Site 

C project with costs of supporting the package of 

possible alternative energy projects that could 

replace it, it is clear that B.C. ratepayers, 

taxpayers, business, everyone will suffer, should it 
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go ahead. 

  Thank you.   

THE CHAIRPERSON:     Thank you.   

Proceeding Time 6:45 p.m. T07 

  Please go ahead, sir.  

SUBMISSIONS BY MR. WILEY (#0086):   

MR. WILEY:   Hello.  Okay.  My name is Keith Wiley, W-I-L-

E-Y.  I live here in Nelson.  And thank you very much 

for the opportunity to present today.   

  I also am very concerned about the Site C 

dam, about its environmental impact on the fertile 

Peace River, and far downstream on the delta and Wood 

Buffalo National Park, as Martin Carver mentioned.   

  But what might affect me more directly, and 

is the main topic of your inquiry, is what the cost is 

going to do for our electricity rates.  It's a huge 

outlay, 8 billion, 10 billon, maybe more.  It's going 

to be a dramatic impact.  And that might be okay if BC 

Hydro had places to sell the electricity.  But near as 

I can tell, that market is not there.  All the reports 

suggest that it's not there.   

  So there is quite a number of difficult 

questions facing you as the Utilities Commission.  

There's lots of numbers to crunch before you get us a 

good report in short time, and we really need that 

detailed analysis to judge it.  
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  For example, in 2014 the Clean Energy 

Association of B.C. gave BC Hydro a proposal to 

replace the Site C project with a range of renewable 

energy systems that would come in far cheaper.  Where 

are those numbers now?  Renewable costs have been 

dropping, and I don't believe BC Hydro really looked 

at that option.  But now the Utilities Commission 

really has to consider it.  Our electricity rate of 

use in the province has been falling, not rising, and 

that's even after the former Liberal government 

cancelled energy conservation programs in the 

province.   

  What if we did have good incentives for 

consumers to reduce electricity?  What would that do 

to the future of electricity demand in the province?   

  Saved energy is always the best deal in 

energy.  The Commission has to consider that.   

  And what about electric vehicles?  Some 

outlying experts suggest that electric vehicles will 

completely dominate the market in just five years.  We 

could be on the cusp of, as a friend said, an iPhone 

style revolution in vehicles.   

  What I've heard is, people can save a lot 

of money running an electric vehicle.  So what's that 

going to mean for electricity demand as well?  The 

Commission needs to know.   
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  We've already spent 2 billion and it could 

cost another billion to shut it down and cancel, but 

if it goes ahead, it will be many billions more.  

Who's going to pay for the investment?  I don't 

believe the B.C. government, or BC Hydro, ever put a 

dollar value on the loss of the agricultural 

resources, the Peace River valley, that Kim 

Charlesworth was just talking about.  They say it 

could feed a million people.  But more than the cost 

of the land, there's definitely a lost opportunity 

cost of the value of future food production that Kim 

enunciated so well.   

  So there's a lot of number crunching, and 

it's complicated, and I don't envy you your task.  And 

we're depending on you to do it for us.  But there's 

some simple math I could do in my head.  There's been 

a lot of talk about how many jobs the Site C dam will 

create.  So, it's supposed to cost $10 billion, and 

suppose 5,000 people work on it for five years, 25,000 

person-years of jobs.  And if you divide that into $10 

billion, that's nearly half a million dollars per job 

per year, to build a dam.  Those are very expensive 

jobs.  You know.  

  So one really wonders what that money could 

do in creating jobs all over the province in local 

economies, by renovating buildings, installing new 
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local renewable energy systems.   

  Thanks very much.   

THE CHAIRPERSON:   Thank you, sir.   

Proceeding Time 6:50 p.m. T08 

  Ms. MacKay.  Hi.  

SUBMISSIONS BY MS. MacKAY (#0087):   

MS. MacKAY:   Hi.  I'm Madelyn MacKay, M-A-C, capital K-A-

Y.  And I'm a local organizer for Kootenay Society for 

Lifelong Learning, and an instructor with Selkirk 

College.   

  And recently organized a three-part series 

of forums on creating -- investing in the new energy 

economy.  And we filled the Chamber of Commerce, and 

had a wide variety of people and other sponsors 

looking just at all the different ways we can make 

that kind of investment into the renewable energy 

economy.  Divesting from fossil fuels.   

  My uncle Pete gave my dad a lot of 

financial advice.  Invest in this, invest in that.  

And my dad's advice to me was, "Never throw good money 

after bad."  I think that's quite to the point in the 

decision that we have to make here.  And from the 

fires that we've had this summer, we realize how 

critical timing is.  We don't want to wait until it's 

too late to make the changes into the new energy 

economy that we need to make to prevent harm to our 
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economy, to our environment, to the indigenous people 

and their rights, and to each others' future.   

  When I walked out the door this morning, I 

was really surprised to see, right by my front 

sidewalk, a dinosaur.  Now, I'm a grandmother, so 

somebody might have assumed that it was my grandson's.  

But there it was, and right beside my sunflowers.  And 

I just thought, "Oh, my goodness, isn't that apt for 

the decision we're making today."   

  And so I do hope that we consider who the 

markets are for this electricity.  And the markets we 

just don't know about, but I'm suspicious that it is 

for some of this kind of energy, the tar sands LNG 

projects that we know have stranded assets for a lot 

of companies, and a lot of individual investors.  And 

I think as B.C. ratepayers and taxpayers, we certainly 

want to put good money into good projects, not throw 

our good money into this kind of project.   

  So, and also the big question that I have 

living here is, we have flooded the environment here.  

We've flooded communities, we've flooded sacred First 

Nations sites.  We have flooded farmland and critical 

assets that Keith just referred to as well.  And we 

have dams waiting to have turbines and generators.   

  There isn't a demand to use our dams here 

for electricity yet.  But if there is a demand, if 
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people submitting to you can demonstrate that there is 

a demand, it would make sense to me that we not lose 

the energy in transmission, because such a high 

proportion of electricity is lost in the transmission 

lines from some place as far away as the Peace River.  

And get the transmission right from the Kootenays, 

from the southern Interior instead.   

  So we've had plenty of wake-up calls 

lately.  We know that there are many, many exciting 

possibilities just waiting for our investment, waiting 

for us to decide that we'll lead the way in British 

Columbia to make these transitions to the new energy 

economy.  So I thank you for communicating the 

recommendations to terminate the Site C project, and 

let's move on to sun power energy.   

THE CHAIRPERSON:   Thank you, Ms. MacKay.   

Proceeding Time 6:53 p.m. T09 

  Ms. Hartline. 

SUBMISSIONS BY MS. HARTLINE (#0088):  

MS. HARTLINE:    My name is Sandra Hartline and last name 

is spelt H-A-R-T-L-I-N-E.  I am a member of the 

Council of Canadians, Nelson Chapter and a local 

representative for CHAROS, which is an inter-church 

organization that works on justice issues in Canada 

and throughout the world.   

  First of all, I’d like to thank the B.C. 
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Utilities Commission for undertaking this review of 

the Site C dam.  My arguments are as follows:   Number 

1, we don’t need the energy that the dam would 

generate.  Number 2, there’s no real market for this 

energy.  And Number 3, there are viable economic 

alternatives to Site C that would benefit the whole of 

British Columbia.   

  My comments are based on research primarily 

for the Dalrod LLP review of BC Hydro’s plans to build 

Site C, McCullough Research on Energy Issues, such as 

this one, the Pacific Electricity Ratepayers 

Association, and my own heart and mind. 

  So, first of all, we don’t need the energy 

that might be generated by the Site C dam.  Over the 

past 29 years or so, as others have pointed out, BC 

Hydro’s forecasts have over-estimated demand by about 

30 percent, and BC Hydro continues to forecast rapid 

growth even though demand has been flat for years.  

  Also I’ve noticed that the BCUC inquiry 

itself has as many, so far, unanswered questions of BC 

Hydro. 

  Second, there’s no real market for the 

energy that Site C dam might produce.  If Site C were 

completed, BC Hydro would lose money on exports to the 

United States.  Presently B.C. has to sell power for 

less than it costs to produce.   Cancelling, the dam 
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would cost about 1.2 billion as opposed to the at 

least 8.8 million it would cost to build it, and it 

would cheaper to cancel the project than to suspend 

it.  They have a cost of about 1.4 billion if we 

waited until 2025.  

  It’s also the question of the needed river 

diversion, construction schedule and budget delay.   

  Borrowing 10 billion dollars for Site C 

means we don’t have the opportunity to borrow for the 

projects that we really need, like affordable housing, 

education, hospitals, daycare centres.  These kinds of 

projects would provide fair wage construction jobs 

throughout British Columbia, thus easily replacing the 

so-called lost jobs from Site C. 

  Thirdly, viable economic alternatives would 

cost a whole lot less.  Terminating the project and 

building a renewable portfolio of wind and geothermal 

would save B.C. ratepayers way over a billion dollars.   

They are more cost-effective, more easily built and 

more flexible resources available.   

  I quote on page 7 of your own inquiry 

report: 

”The present cost of a windfarm that comes 

on line in ten years will be different from 

the cost today of the identical resource 

that comes on line because of the possibly 
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declining costs of the technology.” 

  I notice that the inquiry also mentions 

solar biomass and battery storage for alternative 

generation.  B.C. is not food secure due to the 

flooding necessitated by the dam.  Over 31,000 acres 

of farmland would be destroyed.  Yet this land is 

capable of producing a sustainable supply of fresh 

food for over a million people.    

  It’s a footnote, if I may, knowing that 

this is outside the parameters of what the inquiry 

will consider, I’d like to point out that going ahead 

with Site C contravenes the United Nations declaration 

of the rights of indigenous peoples.   First Nations 

and the area were never asked to consent to the 

significant deal to their territory.  Those who said 

no were essentially ignored.   

  Ron Willson, Chief of the West Moberly 

First Nations said flood linked to Site C would affect 

fishing, hunting, trapping and sacred sites that are 

thousands of years old.  Chief Lynette Tsakoza of the 

Prophet River First Nation said Canada can’t continue 

to put indigenous rights last.  It’s not too late to 

change course, Chief Tsakoza says.  The damage to the 

Peace River is not irreversible.  Stopping Site C is 

the perfect opportunity to demonstrate to all 

Canadians that this government takes reconciliation 
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seriously.    

  Thank you for your attention to my 

submission.  

THE CHAIRPERSON:     Thank you very much, ma’am.    

Proceeding Time 6:58 p.m. T10 

  Good evening.  

SUBMISSIONS BY MS. LAMB-YORSKI (#0089):   

MS. LAMB-YORSKI:   Good evening.  My name is Anna Lamb-

Yorski.  That's spelled L-A-M-B, hyphen, capital Y-O-

R-S-K-I.   

  I am a resident of Nelson and a citizen of 

British Columbia and Canada.  I'm not an engineer, an 

economist, or an energy analyst.  But what I am is a 

concerned citizen with mostly a lot of questions and 

concerns about the decisions we collectively make, and 

how these determine whether we will leave a legacy for 

or a burden on the future inhabitants of this 

province.   

  Where are our energy policies taking us - 

into the future, or into the past?  How can a project 

that was deemed a bad idea in the 1950s, in 1982, and 

in 1989, suddenly become a good idea?  How much energy 

do we really need?  Is it better to increase supply at 

a tremendous cost, instead of investing in tangible 

energy saving solutions such as rapid transportation, 

net zero infrastructure, and alternative energy 
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projects?   

  Wouldn't the economic costs be comparable 

and free of the environmental risks and social 

controversy that comes with the construction and 

operation of the Site C dam?  Why wouldn't we choose 

this option?  Why wouldn't we choose to be competitive 

and train our tradesmen and women to be skilled 

pioneers in this new industry?  Isn't this in 

everyone's best long-term economic interest?   

  How much electricity are we currently 

wasting due to unrealistic subsidies and extremely 

inefficient infrastructure, and why aren't homeowners 

and businesses being offered significantly greater 

financial incentives to make their homes and buildings 

more energy-efficient?   

  The extraction of and reliance on fossil 

fuels is still an integral part of this province's 

economy.  However, this doesn't mean we should be 

supplying energy for future needs of this industry 

when we are preparing to transition away from it, or 

at least that's what I think we're doing.   

  Yes, hydroelectricity generation is one of 

the cleanest forms of energy production on this 

planet.  But if you remove a significant carbon sink 

and create a whole ton of greenhouse gases, about 

150,000 tonnes in the process, the result should be 
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questionable.  And I think that in 2024 Google Earth 

will agree with me that green minus green does not 

equal green.   

  What do we value?  Do we value land, 

forests, animals?  What about property rights, 

petitions, taxpayer dollars?  Should our children 

share our values?  Do we really care about First 

Nations, and their burial grounds, heritage sites and 

treaty rights?  And I could be wrong, but isn't this 

week Reconciliation Week?   

  How does this project reflect on us and 

what message are we sending to the rest of the world?  

If we have $8 billion and counting to throw around, 

then we also have the luxury of being able to afford 

to lead by example.   

  So finally, if Site C was your online 

dating profile, what would it show?  Would it portray 

a fiscally-minded, socially-conscious, 

environmentally-friendly visionary?  Or a self-

centred, power-hungry, broke traditionalist who is 

hated by all of his neighbours?   

  Thank you.   

THE CHAIRPERSON:   Thank you very much.   

Proceeding Time 7:02 p.m. T11 

  Garth Georgetti.   Garth, are you here?   

Mark Miller?  Are you Garth or Mark? 
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MR. MILLER:    Mark. 

THE CHAIRPERSON:     Please.  Thank you.   Please go 

ahead, sir. 

SUBMISSIONS BY MR. MILLER (#0090):  

MR. MILLER:   Evening.  My name is Mark Miller, last name 

spelt M-I-L-L-E-R.   I’m the business agent for 

Construction and Maintenance and Allied Workers Local 

2300, the Kootenays Carpentry and Construction Union. 

  CMAW is a member of the Allied Hydro 

Council, a group of unions specializing in 

hydroelectric construction and representing the best 

dam builders in Western Canada.   

  I’m going to speak to you in favour of Site 

C tonight, not only as a representative of the workers 

that are likely to build the dam, but as an 

environmentalist, a ratepayer and a pragmatist that 

sees the current need for a switch to carbon-free 

sources of power.  I’m also a democratic socialist 

that sees value in retaining public ownership of our 

resources.    

  Currently my understanding is 94 percent of 

B.C.’s electricity comes from renewable resources.  

That’s a very nice statistic.  The problem is, only 16 

percent of B.C.’s energy currently comes from 

electricity and only 17 percent of that energy comes 

from renewables.  Therefore, 83 percent of B.C.’s 
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current energy supply is carbon based.  Clearly, if we 

are going to fix this problem and meet our carbon 

rejection targets, we are going to need to find 

massive sources of carbon neutral energy quickly.   

  Some say we can fix this problem by 

supplying the grid with power from wind turbines, 

solar and geothermal production.  I do not disagree 

with this assertion.  However, I am not convinced that 

those alone will be enough or that their combined 

social, environmental or financial impact will 

ultimately be lesser than that of hydroelectric power.    

  There are many statistics circulating about 

the room tonight and I will leave it to the experts to 

confirm or deny their integrity.  However, one 

statistic that has hit home for me is that the act of 

converting all of B.C.’s vehicles to electricity would 

require a power supply equivalent to the capacity of 

15 Site C projects.  To convert all of our homes, 

buildings and industry to electricity would require 

the further capacity of another 15 Site C projects.  

  If you consider that it would take 

approximately 600 wind turbines, or 5500 hundred acres 

of solar panels to provide the equivalent power 

production of one Site C, you can see very quickly how 

we need to pursue all alternative sources of 

electricity with as much vigour as we can. 



BCH Site C Nelson V4 
 Community Proceedings - September 26, 2017  Page:    323 
 
 

 1 

 2 

 3 

 4 

 5 

 6 

 7 

 8 

 9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

 
 Allwest Reporting Ltd. 

  To bring it all into perspective and to 

give this some local relevance, Nelson’s new solar 

garden produces approximately 60 kilowatts of 

electricity.  In order to equal the power output of 

Site C, we would need approximately 18,333 of these 

projects.    

  With regards to the cost issue.  There are 

a couple of factors I would like the panel to 

consider.   

  Number 1, we hear a lot about cost 

overruns.  No options for new electricity production 

are cheap and none are immune to cost overruns.   

While many large construction projects do go over 

budget, there are no statistics to support the 

assertion that hydro projects are any more or less 

likely to go over budget than geothermal, solar, or 

wind projects.    

  In fact, many recent hydroelectric 

projects, including our own Arrow Lakes generating 

station and Waneta expansion projects, have come in 

ahead of schedule and under budget.    

  Number two, the lifespan for hydroelectric 

generators is between 50 and 75 years.   The lifespan 

for a photovoltaic panel and a wind generator – sorry, 

the lifespan for photovoltaic panels, wind generators 

and geothermal heat pumps is 20 to 25 years, therefore 
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when considering costs per megawatt for alternatives, 

you need to budget double or triple the cost of 

initial installation in order to replace them as they 

wear out.  You are not replacing Site C with 600 wind 

turbines, but actually 1800. 

  Finally, I would like to speak to the fact 

that BC Hydro is a publically-owned utility.  There 

have been no reassurances that in the absence of Site 

C the replacement electrical generation will be owned 

by the public.  This is a great concern to me as I 

believe we have already given enough of our streams, 

creeks and rivers away to private interests for run-

of-river projects.  

  So, in conclusion Site C is not a perfect 

project, however none are.  And this is a publicly-

owned, carbon-free way to produce a massive amount of 

electricity quickly.  If we are going to meet any of 

our stated climate change targets, we are going to 

need each and every imperfect project that comes our 

way, and the sooner the better.  

  Thank you very much for the opportunity to 

speak on this very important subject. 

THE CHAIRPERSON:     Thank you, sir.  Thank you.  

 Proceeding Time 7:07 p.m. T12 

  Is Roland Hilger here, please?  Roland 

Hilger?  Gary Ockenden?   
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MR. OCKENDEN:   Very good.   

THE CHAIRPERSON:   Thank you.  

SUBMISSIONS BY MR. OCKENDEN (#0091):  

MR. OCKENDEN:   Thank you for coming to Nelson.  I'm Gary 

Ockenden, that's O-C-K-E-N-D-E-N.   

  I live in Nelson and I'm making my points 

as a citizen and also as the vice-president of the 

board of Amnesty International in Canada.  My 

statement may seem beyond your scope initially, but 

bear with me and you'll see the connection.   

  So the Site C dam has been condemned as a 

violation of the rights of indigenous peoples by the 

Assembly of First Nations, Amnesty International 

worldwide, and the United Nations committee on the 

elimination of racial discrimination.  Concerns over 

the violation of indigenous rights are relevant to the 

BCUC, because when the federal and provincial 

governments designed a process to review the 

environmental impacts of Site C, they purposefully 

excluded any consideration of whether or not the 

project would violate Canada's legal obligations under 

Treaty 8.  Both BC Hydro and the federal government 

have openly stated in court that no treaty 

infringement test was ever done.   

  In all the court cases that have gone 

forward, BC Hydro and the federal government have 
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successfully resisted efforts by First Nations to 

resolve this issue through the expedient legal means 

available, the judicial review.  This doesn't rule out 

the possibility of a future legal action. 

  As a result, a significant potential 

liability hangs over this project that is not 

acknowledged in the BCUC's preliminary report.  At any 

time, First Nations could launch a credible legal case 

for compensation for violation of their treaty rights, 

leading to significant legal expense for the province, 

and with a very high chance of being awarded 

significant compensation.  This is a financial 

liability that can be avoided by cancelling this 

project.   

  As someone concerned about justice and 

reconciliation with First Nations, I strongly believe 

that potential harm to the rights of First Nations 

must be addressed before a project is approved and 

construction begins.  Once the damage is done, it's 

already too late for true justice.   

  There is also a financial case for 

respecting indigenous rights.  International financial 

institutions like the International Monetary Fund and 

a growing number of the world's largest corporations 

have adopted free, prior, and informed consent 

policies because it's financially more prudent to 
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proceed in collaboration with indigenous peoples 

rather than plunge ahead over their opposition.  BC 

Hydro did not demonstrate such prudence.   

  So in closing, while any determination of 

violation of the rights of indigenous peoples appears 

to fall outside the mandate of this review, I hope you 

will seek input on the potential liability that's been 

created by the fact that approval of the project fell 

below corporate best practices for respective 

indigenous rights, and may have violated the legal 

obligations of the provincial government, creating 

significant future liabilities for BC Hydro and we 

ratepayers.  Thank you.   

THE CHAIRPERSON:   Thank you, sir.   

Proceeding Time 7:10 p.m. T13 

  Mr. Craig? 

MR. CRAIG:    Yes, Paul Craig. 

THE CHAIRPERSON:     Please go ahead. 

SUBMISSIONS BY MR. CRAIG (#0092):  

MR. CRAIG:    C-R-A-I-G.    

THE CHAIRPERSON:     Yes, thank you. 

MR. CRAIG:   Do you want to set the timer? 

THE CHAIRPERSON:   I’m asleep at the switch. 

MR. CRAIG:  I won’t need the five minutes but – 

THE CHAIRPERSON:     All right.  Well, we’ll set it 

anyways, sir.  
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MR. CRAIG:    Last summer I had the opportunity to go and 

paddle on the Peace in my canoe and it was very 

beautiful country.  I had the opportunity to meet many 

people up there and some of the stories I’ve heard and 

some of the people I met, I’ll relay those.  It has 

economic input. 

  One was an equipment operator.  He worked 

up there for 25, 30 years, lived there.  He was making 

$10 an hour less now than he did ten years ago because 

of the influx of more workers up there and cheaper 

rates.  

  Another was, while I was paddling down the 

river I met up with a grandfather and his two 

grandsons.  There were of indigenous -- anyway they 

were native to the area, partially native.  He was a 

farmer, a fisherman and a hunter.  He had lived there 

all his life, was born there, and he wanted to protect 

the Peace to help his grandchildren out.  

  Another couple I met were ranchers on one 

of the other Bennett reservoirs further up the Peace 

and they had been ranchers there before the reservoir 

and were still ranching there, and their concern was 

that they couldn’t – the land wasn’t the same after 

the reservoir came in.  They couldn’t fish anymore and 

the wildlife wasn't the same around the river. 

  And then this summer I had the opportunity 
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to travel across Canada and two places that are 

relevant are Ontario and Newfoundland.  And 

Newfoundland, they’ve just built one of this big 

boondoggle dams, and the people are facing double the 

rates in the next five years.  Whether that will 

actually materialize -- 

  So people are looking at having to move 

away from their homes because they can’t afford their 

hydro rates any more.  There was lots of good jobs 

there and there was lots of boys with lots of toys and 

big houses and bigger mortgages.  And you know, once 

the jobs are gone, they are probably just going to be 

all bankrupt.  So that’s what’s happening in 

Newfoundland and it could happen here in B.C. 

  Another place is Ontario and they’ve had a 

run amok with their hydro company as well, and they’re 

planning on mortgaging their future generations to 

help pay for the mistakes they’ve made.  There’s a lot 

of very upset ratepayers in Ontario. 

  A little closer to home, another story of 

another family is a friend of mine used to work for BC 

Hydro.  He was an engineer in their renewable energy 

section and they gave him a pink slip.  They fired 

him.  And now he’s moved to the Northwest Territories 

to work.  We’ve lost a good-paying job out of this 

community and a family that brought lots of money 
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here.  

  So I think it’s only pertinent that you 

cancel this project and perhaps we could put a 

monument to the liberal government there or something 

instead.  Thank you. 

THE CHAIRPERSON:     Thank you, sir.   

Proceeding Time 7:15 p.m. T14 

SUBMISSIONS BY MR. BROUGHTON (#0093):  

MR. BROUGHTON:    Hi, I’m Don Broughton, B-R-O-U-G-H-T-O-

N.  Unfortunately I’ve never spoke at one of these 

things, so if I’m a big off base here, please forgive 

me.  But I want to tell you, like fifty, sixty, 

seventy years ago, when the rivers of BC heard of 

Hydro’s future plans, they said, “We’ll be dammed, and 

dammed and dammed.”  

  And I’ve worked on a couple of these.  

That’s why I wanted to speak.  When I was on the 7-

Mile dam, anybody who was familiar with the Pend 

d’Oreille River, there was beautiful rock formations 

and stuff up there behind the dam.  It was a wonderful 

place to drive through or go look around.  I can’t 

take any of my grandkids, I couldn’t – well, one of my 

kids saw it, but she was only a year and a half old.  

I can’t show any of my other kids or grandkids any of 

that.   

  I looked at that one, and I thought, okay, 
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well, we probably need the power so, you know, trade-

off, it’s a shame to lose the beauty.    

  When I worked on the Revelstoke dam, which 

was the third one I worked on, I stood on top of that 

dam looking back as they filled up that lake and I 

witnessed two great big slides.  Well, the first one I 

thought was big until I saw the second one in just a 

little farther up the river, and realized how much of 

those mountains are falling apart when we build 

something as big as the Revelstoke dam, as high.  I 

know every dam is different.  The Peace we’re not 

going to be so high but we’re going to wipe out a lot 

more fertile land.   

  That’s when I realized that we really blew 

it.  When you look at these dams -- I’ve never heard 

through all the climate change and worry about all 

that, I’ve never heard any of these scientists stand 

up and say, hey, all over the world we have stopped 

rivers from flowing.  Cold water doesn’t evaporate a 

lot.  Put that in a pond and see how much more 

evaporation.  I’m not a scientist at all.  I remember 

a couple of things from school, but I didn’t graduate.  

But this is one thing that just makes sense.  So, when 

you’ve got that much evaporation, the climate is going 

to change. 

  That’s not quite a scary as my biggest 
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point.  I believe it’s a square foot of water weighs 

ten pounds.  How many billions of square feet of water 

are we going to back up if we build Site C?  How many 

millions, billions, whatever, cubic feet of water have 

we got here in the Kootenays.  Think of all that 

weight.  I’d like for you folks at one of your 

meetings to take one of those big old globes that 

stood on a stand and you could sit there and spin it 

around and around.  It goes so nice and smooth.  While 

you’re having your meeting, have somebody stand there 

with wads of gum slapping them on just whenever.  That 

things going to start to wobble a bit.  After a while 

you’re all going to jump from your seats when all that 

goes crashing to the ground because it can’t take all 

this stupidity going on all over the world.   

  I really think we need to take the 

leadership role and say, hey, look, we’ve got to do 

something way different.   

  And I don’t really like wind power.  I’ve 

heard of a lot of bird dying and stuff.  There’s 

problems with everything.  

  I think the biggest solution is, we need 

most of this -- or people that say we need the power, 

most of it is to fuel the technology that we seem to 

so badly crave.  You know what?  We don't need that 

technology.  In a dictionary when they say 
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"modernization" the definition should be "whole bunch 

of guys not coming to work Monday morning".  Because 

computers have taken over your job.   

  These people that think, hey, I'm really 

smart, I'm going to go and build computers.  Guess 

what?  You'll build the computer that puts you out of 

a job because it's going to build the next ones.  

Instead of looking to where can we sell all this extra 

energy we want to build, let's figure out how we 

cannot use it.   

  I spent a whole summer sitting out under my 

chestnut tree instead of watching the TV.  Saved a 

whole bunch of energy, enjoyed the view.  If you saw 

my view in Silverton, you'd really understand.  But 

why do you need five or six or ten technical devices?   

  We get all this, "Oh, yeah, well, we need 

to be able to tweet everybody right now.  Everybody 

needs to know what I'm doing right this second."  

Well, only you folks know what I'm doing right this 

second.  I don't have a computer, I don't have a cell 

phone.  I am fine with that.  Whenever somebody offers 

me one, I say, "Are you going to pay the cell bill?"  

"Well, no."  "Well, then I don't want it."  Because 

for what little I'd use it -- I actually had a guy say 

to me, "Well, how do you find out things?"  Hey, I 

watch the news.  I can read a newspaper, and if I 
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really need and it's only on the computer, I'll call 

my kids or my grandkids because they'll find it so 

damn fast that why would I pay for -- to be educated 

on all this? 

  I see I'm going overtime so here I'm just 

going to -- very last thing.  Well, I pretty much said 

it.  We only want the technology -- or we don't need 

the more power.  We only want it to run the technology 

that is killing our jobs and our lifestyle.  

  Now, when we finally build one dam too many 

and -- and I'm not a doomsday kind of person, but when 

the world quits spinning and we're all flying off, I 

want you listen carefully.  Because I'm going to be 

screaming, "I told you so."   

  Thank you very much for your time and I 

appreciate all of it.   

THE CHAIRPERSON:     Thank you, sir.  

Proceeding Time 7:21 p.m. T15 

  There's a couple of people that didn't -- 

weren't here when called.  I just want to make sure 

that they're not here.  John Alton?  Garth Georgetti?  

And Roland Hiller?   Okay.  They are not here, no.  

  So I'd like to thank everyone for coming 

and I'd especially like to thank the speakers for 

their thoughtful and sometimes humourous submissions 

and comments.  It's been a very informative evening 
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for all of us up here.   

  Yes? 

MR. DE KRUIF:    Excuse me.  On the website it said that 

if you ran out of speakers then you'd open the floor 

for other people to speak. 

THE CHAIRPERSON:     Yes.  Is there anyone else?  Is there 

anyone who would -- 

MS. DONALD:    I would like to.  

THE CHAIRPERSON:     Okay. 

SUBMISSIONS BY MS. DONALD (#0094):  

MS. DONALD:     Hi.  My name is Mary Donald and I live on 

the east shore of Kootenay Lake, which is across an 

hour and a half or so from Nelson across the Lake, but 

this is my business centre. 

THE CHAIRPERSON:     Okay. 

MS. DONALD:   So there's just a few things that came up 

for me listening.  Oh, D-O-N-A-L-D.  Donald, Mary 

Donald.   

  So one of the things that really strikes me 

is in considering whether we terminate Site C or not, 

is what kind of jobs would be available to people to 

dismantle the Site C dam.  I mean, that could be huge 

tradesmen's work, I would think.  I don't know enough 

about it, but I would like that to be seriously 

considered. 

  I'm leaning towards cancelling it for all 
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the reasons that have been said tonight, and in 

response as well to -- I forget who it was that spoke, 

the man that spoke about working on the dams, I'd 

really like to see the facts that compare the cost of 

green tech versus -- the cost of green jobs compared 

to the cost of working with the trades jobs.   

  Like you suggested that if we don't use the 

tradesmen -- I've got to get this straight here.   

Yeah.  To compare.  Could we still -- no, I'd like to 

know what is the higher electric output.  Could they 

compare wind, geothermal, solar.  Like we need facts 

to see really that they can support, those alternative 

energy sources could support electricity need.  We 

need to have that in view, I think. 

  And the other thing is, as well, if we 

cancel the Site C dam and open it up to the 

agricultural world where Ken Charlesworth mentioned 

the agricultural sector is the highest number of jobs 

in Canada, those are ongoing jobs, whereas the Site C 

dam building of it is a one-time event.  Maybe five 

years, but it's a one-time event and then it's done.  

There will be a few ongoing jobs running it.  But the 

agricultural sector would be longer long-term jobs and 

as well would not infringe on indigenous rights as 

well. 

  And with the drought in California, who 
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provides a lot of food for North America, we could 

certainly benefit from growing food in B.C.  It could 

be a huge income boost for our province so. 

  Thank you very much.  

THE CHAIRPERSON:     Thank you very much.   

 Proceeding Time 7:25 p.m. T16 

  Thank you. 

SUBMISSIONS BY MR. DeKRUIF (#0095):  

MR. DeKRUIF:   You're going to have fun with my name.  

it's Theo, T-H-E-O; De Kruif, D-e-K-R-U-I-F.  

Incidentally I'm with the IBEW, the International 

Brotherhood of Electrical Workers.  I need to change 

my glasses. 

  So, it seems that the best option for Site 

C would be cancelation, considering the lack of demand 

for new power which could result in electricity rates 

doubling or more for all future ratepayers in B.C.  

However, if Site C is cancelled, workers in the 

construction trades desperately need the provincial 

government to rapidly mobilize, create public works 

and infrastructure projects to compensate for the loss 

of jobs this decision would cause.  It would be best 

if such projects were equitably divided around our 

province and could be such things as retrofitting 

public buildings for energy efficiency, adding 

generating capacity to existing hydroelectric 
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installations, which is very green, by the way.  

Developing green power technologies and creating value 

added industry, especially wood products which could 

dramatically reduce the number of raw logs B.C. 

exports. 

  This could also be an opportunity to 

reverse the centralization of services by reinvesting 

in local hospitals so people wouldn’t have to travel 

great distances for treatments and tests as they are 

being forced to now.  It would be great to see this 

government reopening schools that have been sacrificed 

in the name of fiscal efficiency.  When schools are 

closed and services are reduced in local hospitals, 

communities are essentially gutted. 

  Let's take the billions of dollars about to 

be spent on a questionable megaproject and revitalize 

all areas of British Columbia instead.  This all needs 

to happen quickly though, people in the building 

trades are already hurting and the last thing they 

need is a net loss of work. 

  Thank you. 

THE CHAIRPERSON:   Thank you, sir. 

Proceeding Time 7:25 p.m. T17 

SUBMISSIONS BY MR. SWITZER (#0096):  

MR. SWITZER:     Thank you, ladies and gentlemen, for the 

opportunity to speak.  I wasn't registered but the 
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opportunity is here.  

THE CHAIRPERSON:     Yes, that's fine.  Please spell your 

name. 

MR. SWITZER: Oh, I'm sorry.  I'm Richard John Switzer, 

S-W-I-T-Z-E-R.  I'm from Castlegar, and I'm retired.  

My first comment is BC Hydro has an atrocious history 

on dealing with land claims for everybody, not just 

tribal Indians.  But if they look at their own record 

on the Upper and Lower Arrow Lakes, especially the 

Lower Arrow Lakes starting from Nakusp on down towards 

Castlegar, the way they treated the people in Nakusp, 

Needles, Arrow Park, Renata, Deer Park, Syringa Park, 

they were forced off their lands by expropriation 

brought on, partly by the Americans, and by BC Hydro 

and the federal government of that day.  I forget who 

it was.  I think it was Conservative.  People were 

given ten cents on the dollar or maybe twenty cents on 

the dollar for the value of their lands that were 

expropriate to make way for the flooding of their 

orchards and their town sites.   

  And my in-laws were one of them.  There is 

a lot of bitter hatred in this area for BC Hydro for 

the way they mistreated these people who were forced 

off their lands.  These lands were there long before 

Hydro came along.  These lands were not Indian tribe 

lands, they were white man lands because they bought 
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them with their own hard work and sweat and labour.   

  And the other one is, on Lake Wilson behind 

the W.A.C. Bennett dam up north, past Chetwyn there, 

there is a mercury poisoning going on in the lake.  BC 

Hydro and the Ministry of Health have advised the 

people, Indians and everybody else, not to eat more 

than one fish per month because of mercury loading in 

the fish.  They've advised the parents not to let 

their children eat fish at all that is caught in those 

waters because of mercury poisoning. 

  And the other one is, in California they 

are moving more towards more deserts coming.  It's 

moving northwards from Mexico.  And so now, the 

growing season is growing longer in the north because 

of the climate change.  So the growing season is 

moving more from California into Oregon and Washington 

and British Columbia. 

  Well, the Peace River Valley has a 

beautiful climate right now for growing and the good 

soil.  Why put that under water and flood it?  We need 

that food more than we need the power.  And if 

California can't produce more food because they going 

more towards deserts and a lack of water, those people 

are going to move their farms northward.  

  And right now, it's the historical fact, 

the wineries in California are moving to Oregon and 
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Washington because they can't grow grapes to make wine 

because there is no water.  So we need that food.   

  And as for more electricity, we could do 

more with less.  And we've had many people here speak 

of doing more with what we have, instead of producing 

more of what we don't need.  

  So that's all I can.  Anyways, thank you 

very much for this opportunity to speak.  And have a 

good night.  

THE CHAIRPERSON:     Thank you, sir.    

 Proceeding Time 7:30 p.m. T18 

  Thank you. 

MS. GRAOVAC:   Good evening. 

THE CHAIRPERSON:   Good evening. 

SUBMISSIONS BY MS. GRAOVAC (#0097):  

MS. GRAOVAC:   Thank you very much for hosting this public 

inquiry.  My name is Gwen, G-W-E-N; Graovac, G-R-A-O-

V-A-C.  And I want to thank all the speakers who have 

voiced their concerns tonight and I echo all of them 

in cancellation towards the Site C dam. 

  I was born in 1986 and if this project has 

a 50-year lifespan, I will see the end result of what 

happens when a dam has lived its life span.  And I 

don’t -- I cannot conceive that the power usage and 

needs – which have been voiced as unnecessary tonight, 

which I agree with – could possibly be better than the 
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agricultural usage and the native land that this dam 

would flood. 

  So I just want my name to be on the record 

that I am absolutely for cancelling this project so 

the future generations can reap the benefit of the 

sustenance that this wild land can provide. 

  Thank you. 

THE CHAIRPERSON:   Thank you very much. 

  Gentleman at the back?  Or, sorry, lady?  

Gentleman at the back, yes? 

SUBMISSIONS BY MR. RICHER (#0098):  

MR. RICHER:   Hi, thanks for letting me speak.  My name is 

Fred Richer, that's R-I-C-H-E-R.  And I live here in 

Nelson   And I didn't really prepare anything to say, 

I didn't think I would get a chance to speak, but I am 

in favour of stopping Site C dam for all the various 

excellent reasons why we should do that, economical, 

agricultural, native rights, et cetera, et cetera, it 

goes on forever why not to do it. 

  But really what clinches it for me is that 

the former executives at BC Hydro who are truly 

experts in their field -- now I'm thinking Mr. 

Eliesen, is that the correct pronunciation? 

THE CHAIRPERSON:   Correct.  Yeah, yeah. 

MR. RICHER:   And the other fella, I'm sorry, I forgot his 

name, who's also an executive in BC Hydro.  Now, they 
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say for economic reasons that we should scrap the 

plan.  Well, for me that just clinches the whole thing 

right there.  So that's really all I have to say, so 

thank you very much. 

THE CHAIRPERSON:   Thank you, sir. 

SUBMISSIONS BY MR. CARVER (#0083) (Continued):  

MR. CARVER:   Thank you.  It's Martin Carver, C-A-R-V-E-R, 

again, with a supplemental comment about downstream 

impacts and in particular the hidden ones.  There is a 

complication around putting a major dam like Site C in 

there when presumably it's just a matter of time 

before BC Hydro is asked to mitigate for its effects 

on lost recharge in the Peace/Athabasca Delta, and 

that will mean it will have to change its operations 

of its existing dams, which is a complex thing to do 

and it costs millions of dollars per effort.  And if 

there's another dam in the sequence it will make that 

effort much more complicated and more costly every 

time it has to be done.  So there's another escalating 

hidden cost associated with mitigations of impacts to 

the Delta that I did mention before. 

  Thank you very much. 

THE CHAIRPERSON:   Thank you, sir.  Thank you.  There's 

another? 

Proceeding Time 7:34 p.m. T19 

SUBMISSIONS BY MS. THOMPSON (#0099):  
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MS. THOMPSON:    Thank you for coming to Nelson this 

evening.   

THE CHAIRPERSON:     Thank you. 

MS. THOMPSON:    My name is Erin Thompson, T-H-O-M-P-S-O-

N.   I would like to acknowledge that we are standing 

here on unceded indigenous territory and to note that 

the Site C is actually not on unceded territory.  It 

is part of Treaty 8. 

  I would like for these Commission, as well 

as this government, to consider that if we want 

reconciliation and decolonization to be more than just 

buzz words in our community, then we need to consider 

that we, as a settler society, need to abide by the 

laws that we have created.  This land is not our land 

to take and to use and to expropriate from these 

peoples.  We have already done a great injustice to 

the indigenous peoples that live on this land.  Do we 

wish to carry on in this fashion?  Do we wish, as a 

society, to have the continued legacy of pushing these 

peoples further and further and further away every 

time we want to use that land for something else, 

every time we find value in something that we have 

given them, because we thought we gave them the worst 

parts.  We thought we pushed them further and further 

away and now we've decided that there's something 

that's valuable there. 
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  We have already done this in the north.  As 

a northern resident I have seen over and over again as 

our communities of settlers disrespect their laws and 

their right to have the right to say no.  They have 

said no to this project.  

  Now, I believe in public consultation and 

democracy, but I also believe in nation-to-nation 

relationships and government-to-government 

relationships.  And at this point, I think it's 

necessary to say that this is enough.  We have heard 

enough.  If they say no to this project, if we see 

that it will continue to negatively impact their 

population and continue to reproduce the 

intergeneration trauma that we have already impacted, 

then we should say no to this project and cancel it 

immediately. 

THE CHAIRPERSON:     Thank you very much.   

  Okay, anyone else?   Well, again I'd like 

to thank everyone for coming and especially thank the 

speakers for their thoughtful comments.  And as I said 

at the outset, we find all of your comments very 

helpful to us as we continue our report writing and 

again, we thank you very much for that.  I hope you 

all have a great evening.  Thanks.   

 (PROCEEDINGS CONCLUDED AT 7:37 P.M.) 
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