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Section 5 Transmission Inquiry,  
Wilderness Committee Comments on Staff Discussion Paper on Scope 

 
 
Please accept our comments on Exhibit A-12 
 
In general, the Wilderness Committee believes that the proposed scope of this inquiry as 
outlined in the discussion paper is far too narrow to allow for an integrated assessment of the 
environmental, social or economic impacts of different courses of action over the next 30 
years.  
 
Some of our specific concerns include: 
 
1) Restricting the scope of ‘areas inappropriate for development’ to generation only would 
result in an inadequate analysis. The impacts of generation, general transmission path and 
serving potential major new load areas cannot be separated, and should be analyzed in an 
integrated way. For example, any analysis of the proposed Highway 37 corridor would be 
meaningless without some analysis of the environmental impacts of the transmissions lines 
and mines integral to the project. 
 
In addition, the ecological values and traditional use values of areas that would be impacted 
should be assessed independently of considerations such as a potential for “prolonged review 
by permitting agencies.” While some impacts would be covered by this screen, others would 
not.  
 
It should also be noted that this process is operating on a much larger geographic scope than 
other review processes, such as environmental assessments, and therefore has the potential to 
provide very important insights into cumulative effects. For instance, potential impacts on 
endangered species should also be considered and in scope independent of the potential for 
delay by reviewing agencies at present. While BC does not presently have stand-alone 
endangered species legislation, this is a very important issue and such legislation is expected 
to be enacted well before the end of the 30 year period being considered. 
 
2) As discussed above, new power lines have the potential to stimulate new electricity 
demand such as new mines. The full impacts of such potential developments, including all 
environmental impacts, specifically greenhouse gas emissions, inside and outside BC, should 
be considered in scope. The financial impacts of such new demand should also be 
considered. 
 
3) The terms of reference quoted in the staff report indicate that “it is desirable to maximize 
the net benefit from trade in electric power with neighbouring jurisdictions."  
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Increased reliance on renewable electricity generation will likely make the storage capacity 
provided by present BC Hydro dams a crucial asset. The consideration of any power 
generation areas and technologies should include an assessment of impact on this finite and 
valuable storage capacity over at least 30 years. 
 
The consideration of potential imports of low-cost low-carbon electricity, future Alberta 
wind power for example, should be explicitly included in scope. (The re-export of same at 
higher value times is obviously already in scope.) The scale of imports and exports must also 
be seriously considered and in scope; it should not be assumed that more is better. Limited 
imports and exports may in fact result in the maximum net benefit in financial and non-
financial terms. 
 
4) The issues of cost allocation and financial responsibility are key, and should be in scope. 
If, for example, the Commission concludes more transmission should be developed to 
accommodate potential export sales, but those sales don’t materialize, who should bear the 
incremental costs that entails? Similarly, while the Wilderness Committee does not advocate 
for new resource extraction, cost allocation of financial responsibility for any transmission to 
facilitate new resource extraction should be in scope. 
  
5) The scope of electricity demand scenarios should include the possibility of future 
government policies less focused on economic growth, both within and outside of BC. Such 
policies may well be essential for meeting legislated greenhouse gas reduction targets. For 
example, the UK Sustainable Development Commission report Prosperity without Growth? 
should inform a deliberate no-growth demand scenario (available at www.sd-
commission.org.uk/pages/redefining-prosperity.html) 
 
6) Powerline design, construction and maintenance including pesticide use and habitat 
mitigation should also be in scope. It is not only the general route and size of power lines that 
determines their environmental, economic and social impacts. 
 
7) The issue of increased electricity being used to substitute for other forms of energy to 
reduce GHG emissions is properly included in scope. However, the issue of mechanisms for 
verification and enforcement of alleged or forecast reductions in GHG emissions must also 
be in scope. 

 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Joe Foy 
Wilderness Committee National Campaign Director 
June 11, 2009 
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