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Please accept our comments on Exhibit A‐12 
1.  Exhibit A‐12 page 3 Developing technologies and their impacts on the economics of generation may be considered, especially as this may 

affect renewable generation from wind, solar, wood waste or tidal resources.  

We welcome the overt inclusion of this emerging marine energy, but would like to ensure that there is no later issue arising as 
a result of the tidal terminology which we interpret as the common reference to marine energy. A more inclusive term might be 
marine hydrokinetic or wave, tidal and riverine resources. 
 

2.  Exhibit A‐12 page 3 Ocean (wave and/or tidal current) power or carbon sequestration from coal generation becomes cost‐competitive  

We might suggest again a slight broadening of the term Ocean to Ocean (wave, tidal and in-stream current). 
 
3. We wonder whether the inclusion of ocean with carbon-sequestered coal as emerging cost competitive energy resources 
might lead to unintended discussions. Early ocean energy demonstrations are occurring in Canada, Europe and Asia. These 
are already establishing energy costs that are competitive with solar. The first call for larger scale power projects in Scotland 
will show progress in cost reduction and a second generation of technology can be expected within five years. UK Carbon 
Trust and general concensus is that marine energy costs will be at least a competitive renewable after 2020. Power densities 
higher than other renewables may mean that, despite potentially higher marine construction and operating costs, ocean 
energy costs might be expected to emerge in a highly competitive position. OREG expects that Atlantic utilities and their 
System operator may soon undertake analyses to value intrinsic attributes of predictability, forecastability and persistence that 
they believe adds to marine energy's competitive position.  
 
4. Climate change impact mitigation has not been addressed in the discussion paper. British Columbia may best be served by 
decreasing reliance on the precipitation-resource based generation. Tidal is based on harvesting gravitational energy which 
will be only indirectly impacted if at all. Wave energy is the delivery to the coast of wind energy collected over large areas of 
ocean and over multiple wind events; as such it can be expected to be less impacted by any increases in variability or 
distribution of wind resources. 
 
5. The general discussion reflects a genuine effort to include the emerging trends in consumption, markets and resource mix 
needed to conceive an electricity network appropriate to BC's electricity future. 
____. 
Chris M Campbell Ph. D 
Executive Director, 
Ocean Renewable Energy Group 
121 Bird Sanctuary Dr, 
Nanaimo, BC V9R 6H1 
 
250 754 0040 
ChrisCampbell@telus.net 
www.OREG.ca 
http://www.oreg.ca/docs/flash/index.htm 
 
 
 
 
 

C4-2

markhuds
Section Five




