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Suite 1100, Four Bentall Centre
1055 Dunsmuir Street
PO Box 49260
Vancouver, BC
V7X 1V5

January 24, 2007

Dear Property Owner:
Re: Interior to Lower Mainland Electrical Transmission System
We are writing to let you know about some studies being done to address the increased demand for
electricity on the Interior to Lower Mainland transmission system. There are several alternatives being
explored to meet this increased demand. One of these alternatives involves the existing right-of-way that
crosses your property.
BC is growing and so is our need for electricity. Over the next 20 years the population of the Lower Mainland
is expected to grow from 2.5 million to almost 3.4 million*. Over that same time the demand for electricity in
BC is expected to grow by as much as 45% – the majority of it in the Lower Mainland.
The transmission system bringing power from where it is generated in the BC Interior to the Lower Mainland
is one of the most critical paths on the transmission grid. The amount of electricity transported on this system
continues to be high and with potential increases in generation from sites located in the north and southern
Interior, the capacity on this vital path under peak demand conditions will soon be exceeded.
To ensure that we can continue to meet the electricity needs of growing BC communities, British Columbia
Transmission Corporation (BCTC) is studying alternatives to reinforce the transmission capacity between the
Interior and the Lower Mainland by 2014.
BCTC will not decide on a recommended transmission solution before May 2007, after community, public
and First Nations consultation, an environmental overview, and additional engineering and costing analyses.
To date, some of the alternatives being studied include:
1. An additional 500 kV transmission line proposed between the Nicola Substation near Merritt and the
Meridian Substation in Coquitlam, within the existing right-of-way that crosses your property. When
transmission lines were installed in this right-of-way in the early 1970s, BC Hydro generally acquired
sufficient right-of-way in anticipation of future growth and the possible need for an additional line.
2. A package of upgrades to existing transmission lines and station facilities located at various sites
between the Interior and the Lower Mainland. These upgrades would include replacing some overhead
lines, adding some new towers, selectively raising some existing towers, and replacing and upgrading
equipment at several substations.
A map of the alternatives is enclosed.

British Columbia Transmission Corporation is the Crown corporation responsible for
the planning, operation and maintenance of the Province’s publicly-owned electrical transmission system.
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Due to the long lead time associated with permitting and constructing a new transmission line, BCTC has
asked the BC Environmental Assessment Office (BCEAO) to designate the new transmission line alternative
as a reviewable project under the BC Environmental Assessment Act. If BCTC ultimately determines that
another alternative is a better solution, BCTC will withdraw the new transmission line alternative from the
BCEAO process.
The Project Description for the new transmission line alternative is posted in the Project Information Centre
on the BCEAO website: (http://www.eao.gov.bc) and also on the BCTC website: (http://www.bctc) – look
for “Interior to Lower Mainland Transmission Reinforcement Project”. A copy of the Executive Summary from
the Project Description is enclosed.
The BCEAO is responsible for determining how the assessment will be conducted, including the scope of the
assessment and the procedures and methods to be used. BCTC is required to prepare draft Terms of
Reference which the BCEAO will make available for review and comment by interested First Nations, the
public and government agencies. The Terms of Reference, once approved by the BCEAO, will guide BCTC
in preparing the Environmental Assessment Application. We will keep you informed about this process and
how you can provide your comments on the draft Terms of Reference.
Community, First Nations and public input is an important component of the study phase. Over the coming
months we will continue to talk with municipal and regional district officials and staff, First Nations, property
owners, environmental and recreational groups and other interested parties. We will also be holding
community open houses in February to provide information about the need to reinforce the system and the
alternatives being studied. Even more importantly, we want to obtain input on the options for maintaining
and improving the Interior to Lower Mainland transmission system.
If you would like more information or would like to arrange to have someone meet with you in person please
contact:
Donna McGeachie
Manager, Community Relations
Phone: 604-699-7458 Toll free: 1-866-647-3334
Email: donna.mcgeachie@bctc.com
Yours truly,

Donna McGeachie
Manager, Community Relations

*Source: Urban Futures Institute
British Columbia Transmission Corporation is the Crown corporation responsible for
the planning, operation and maintenance of the Province’s publicly-owned electrical transmission system.
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Lesley Wood
Community Relations Specialist
lesley.wood@bctc.com

January 30, 2007

Dear

:
Re: Interior to Lower Mainland (ILM) Electrical Transmission System

This letter is to let you know about some studies being undertaken to address increased
demand for electricity on the Interior to Lower Mainland transmission system. We would
also like to make you aware of opportunities for your organization to provide input.
The transmission system bringing power from where it is generated in the BC Interior to
the Lower Mainland is one of the most critical paths on the transmission grid. The
amount of electricity transported on this system continues to be high and, with growing
demand, the capacity on this vital path will soon be exceeded under peak demand
conditions.
To ensure that we continue to meet the electricity needs of BC’s growing communities,
the British Columbia Transmission Corporation (BCTC – the Crown corporation
responsible for planning, operating and maintaining BC’s publicly owned electrical
transmission system) is studying alternatives to reinforce the transmission system
between the BC Interior and the Lower Mainland by 2014.
BCTC will not decide on a recommended transmission solution before May 2007 and
only after community and public consultation, First Nations consultation, an
environmental overview, and additional engineering and costing studies.
The alternatives being studied include:
1. An additional 500 kV transmission line proposed between the Nicola Substation near
Merritt and the Meridian Substation in Coquitlam, mainly along an existing right-ofway. When transmission lines were installed in this right-of-way in the early 1970s,
sufficient right-of-way was acquired in anticipation of future growth and the possible
need for an additional line.
2. A package of upgrades to existing transmission lines and station facilities located
between the Interior and the Lower Mainland. This would include replacing some
overhead lines, adding some new towers, selectively raising some existing towers,
and replacing and upgrading equipment at several substations.
I’ve enclosed a basic map showing the alternatives.

British Columbia Transmission Corporation
11th Floor, 1055 Dunsmuir St.
Vancouver V7X 1V5
www.bctc.com
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Due to the long lead time associated with permitting and constructing a new
transmission line, BCTC approached the Environmental Assessment Office with the
project and it was determined that it is a reviewable project under the BC Environmental
Assessment Act. If BCTC ultimately determines that another alternative is a better
solution, BCTC will withdraw the new transmission line alternative from the BCEAO
process.
The Project Description for the new transmission line alternative is posted in the Project
Information Centre on the BCEAO website: (http://www.eao.gov.bc) and also on the
BCTC website: (http://www.bctc) – look for “Interior to Lower Mainland Transmission
Reinforcement Project” link on the home page.
The BCEAO is responsible for determining how the assessment will be conducted,
including the scope of the assessment, and the procedures and methods to be used.
BCTC is required to prepare draft Terms of Reference, which the BCEAO will make
available for review and comment by interested First Nations, the public, stakeholders
and government agencies. The Terms of Reference, once approved by the
BCEAO, will guide BCTC in preparing the Environmental Assessment Application.
Over the coming months, BCTC staff will continue to talk with municipal and regional
district officials and staff, First Nations, property owners, environmental and recreational
groups, and other interested parties. We will also be holding community open houses to
provide information and obtain feedback about the need to reinforce the system and the
alternatives being studied.
We would welcome the opportunity to meet with your organization. In particular, should a
new transmission line be the recommended solution, there will be opportunities for you
to comment on the draft Terms of Reference developed for the environmental
assessment, and to suggest studies that may be of interest to your group and that you
feel should be undertaken as part of the environmental assessment process.
If you would like to arrange a meeting, please contact me at (604) 699-7551 or send me
an email: lesley.wood@bctc.com.
Sincerely,

Lesley A. Wood
Community Relations Specialist

It’s time. . .
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to talk about meeting the
growing need for electricity
in the Lower Mainland.

Your views are important to help BC Transmission
Corporation plan the expansion of the province’s
publicly owned electrical transmission system.
One of the most critical paths on the electrical transmission grid is
the system bringing power from where it is generated to the Lower
Mainland.
To ensure we can continue to meet the electricity needs of growing
BC communities, BCTC is studying alternatives to reinforce the
capacity of the transmission system between the Interior and the
Lower Mainland by 2014.
Some of the alternatives currently being studied include:
•

•

An additional 500 kV transmission line proposed mostly along an
existing right-of-way between Nicola Substation near Merritt and
Meridian Substation in Coquitlam.
A package of upgrades to existing transmission lines and station
facilities located between the Interior and the Lower Mainland.

Over the next few months BCTC will be completing additional studies
and providing opportunities for public input before a decision on a
preferred alternative is made in May 2007.

We invite you to learn more and
share your thoughts with us.
Please drop by any of the following open
houses between 4:30 p.m. and 8:30 p.m.

Merritt: Tuesday, February 20, 2007
Merritt Convention and Civic Centre
1950 Mamette Avenue
Coquitlam: Wednesday, February 21, 2007
Douglas College, David Lam Campus, Atrium
1250 Pinetree Way
Hope: Thursday, February 22, 2007
Eagles Hall
386 Fort Street
Kent: Tuesday, February 27, 2007
Kent Elementary School, gymnasium
7285 McCullough Road, Agassiz
Maple Ridge: Wednesday, February 28, 2007
Thomas Haney Centre, Rotunda
23000 - 116th Avenue
Mission: Thursday, March 1, 2007
Mission City Lodge Best Western,
Fraser Room
32281 Lougheed Highway

If you are unable to attend our open houses
please visit www.bctc.com to learn more
about the project and to share your
comments, or contact:
BCTC Community Relations
604.699.7300
1.866.647.3334 (toll-free)
community.relations@bctc.com

We want to obtain public input to help us identify the best solution.

British Columbia Transmission Corporation is the
Crown corporation responsible for the planning,
operation and maintenance of the province’s publicly
owned electrical transmission system.
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Project Update
Interior to Lower Mainland
Transmission Reinforcement Project
To ensure we can continue to meet the
electricity needs of growing BC
communities, BCTC is studying
alternatives to reinforce the capacity
of the transmission system between
the Interior and the Lower Mainland
by 2014. Some of the alternatives
currently being studied include:
•

A package of upgrades to existing
transmission lines and station
facilities located between the
Interior and the Lower Mainland.

•

A new transmission line mostly
along an existing right-of-way
between Nicola Substation near
Merritt and Meridian Substation
in Coquitlam.

BCTC wants to understand public
perspectives before recommending
a preferred alternative.
BCTC is committed to developing
mutually beneficial relationships with
First Nations, stakeholders and the
communities in which we operate.
We invite you to learn more and share
your thoughts with us:
• Visit our website at www.bctc.com
• Contact BCTC Community Relations
• 604.699.7300
• 1.866.647.3334 (toll-free)
• community.relations@bctc.com
Mailing Address:
Suite 1100, Four Bentall Centre
1055 Dunsmuir Street, P.O. Box 49260
Vancouver, BC V7X 1V5
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Six Open Houses Held

Next Steps

Between February 20 and March 1, 2007
over 130 people attended community open
houses held in Merritt, Coquitlam, Hope,
Kent, Maple Ridge and Mission. Topics of
interest included:
• where the electricity comes from
• latest research on electric and
magnetic fields
• undergrounding transmission lines
• transmission rights-of-way on private
properties
• environmental protection
• non-transmission solutions such as
higher energy conservation targets
• transmission facility upgrades and
electricity rates
• alternatives analysis and the
decision-making process
• regulatory review process

In the coming weeks BCTC will be
completing further studies and
gathering additional input from First
Nations and the public. All comments
received and issues identified will be
considered when BCTC makes a
decision on a preferred alternative in
May 2007.
Whatever alternative is selected, it will
require the approval of the British
Columbia Utilities Commission (BCUC).
Before filing an application with the
BCUC, BCTC will be seeking further
public and First Nations input.

British Columbia Transmission Corporation is
the Crown corporation responsible for the
planning, operation and maintenance of the
province’s publicly owned electrical
transmission system.
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Project Update
Interior to Lower Mainland
(ILM) Transmission Project
To ensure we can continue to meet the
electricity needs of growing B.C. communities,
British Columbia Transmission Corporation
(BCTC) has decided that it will seek the
necessary approvals to construct a new
500-kilovolt (kV) alternating current (AC)
transmission line, mostly along the existing
right-of-way from the Nicola Substation near
Merritt to the Meridian Substation in
Coquitlam – the largest expansion to B.C.’s
transmission system in 30 years.
After careful consideration of the alternatives, BCTC
believes that it has selected the alternative that is
the most effective and energy-efficient solution to
increase the province’s transmission capacity.
BCTC will be required to present its assessment of
alternatives in its application for approval of the
project to the British Columbia Utilities Commission
(BCUC). Ultimately the BCUC has the final
decision-making authority on whether to approve
BCTC’s recommended solution and may choose an
alternative solution or combination of solutions.

Proposed Interior to Lower Mainland Transmission Project
Draft Terms of Reference Open For Comment
The B.C. Environmental Assessment Office (EAO) invites the public to comment
on the draft Terms of Reference (TOR) for the Interior to Lower Mainland
Transmission Project (Project).
The British Columbia Transmission Corporation (Proponent) proposes to
construct a new 500-kilovolt (kV) alternating current (AC) transmission line,
mostly along the existing right-of-way, from the Nicola Substation near Merritt to
the Meridian Substation in Coquitlam.
The proposed Project is subject to review under British Columbia’s Environmental
Assessment Act, S.B.C. 2002, c.43. The purpose of the draft TOR is to identify the
information that the Proponent must include in the Application for an
Environmental Assessment Certificate.
The 30-day public comment period will begin on June 11 and end on July 11, 2007.
Form letters, petitions or other submissions that only state a position for or
against a given project cannot be considered.
After taking public comments into consideration, the EAO will finalize the TOR
and issue them to the Proponent.
Please send your comments to: Brian Murphy, Project Assessment Director
Environmental Assessment Office
PO Box 9426 Stn Prov Govt
Victoria, B.C. V8W 9V1
Fax: 250- 356-6448
Comments by e-mail are encouraged and may be directed to: eaoinfo@gov.bc.ca.
An electronic copy of the TOR, as well as information regarding the environmental
assessment process, is available at www.eao.gov.bc.ca.
Copies of the draft Terms of Reference are also available at the following libraries:
Merritt
1691 Garcia Street
Yale
65050 Albert Street
Agassiz
7140 Cheam Avenue

Mission
33247 Second Avenue
4105 Gordon Drive
Pitt Meadows
12047 Harris Road

Maple Ridge
130-22470 Dewdney Trunk Road
Coquitlam
575 Poirier Street
3001 Burlington Drive

NOTE: All submissions received by the EAO regarding this
Project are considered public and will be posted to the
EAO website in their original form. If you do not want to
have your address and/or e-mail address and telephone
number posted to the EAO website, please indicate this
with your comments.

BCTC will be hosting open houses to provide
information on the Project and the draft
Terms of Reference for the environmental
assessment review. Please drop by any of the
following open houses to learn more and
share your thoughts with us.
Merritt
Tuesday, June 12, 2007 • 2:30 – 6:30 p.m.
Merritt Civic Centre
1950 Mamette Avenue
Kent
Wednesday, June 13, 2007 • 4:30 – 8:30 p.m.
Seabird Island Band Administration Gymnasium
2895 Chowat Road, Agassiz
Coquitlam
Thursday, June 14, 2007 • 4:30 – 8:30 p.m.
Hampton Park Elementary School, Gymnasium
1760 Paddock Drive
Spuzzum
Tuesday, June 19, 2007 • 3:30 – 7:30 p.m.
Spuzzum First Nation Office
36500 Main Road, Spuzzum First Nation Community
Mission
Wednesday, June 20, 2007 • 4:30 – 8:30 p.m.
Best Western Mission City Lodge, Ballroom
32281 Lougheed Highway
If you are unable to attend our open houses please
visit www.bctc.com to learn more about the ILM
Project and to share your comments, or contact:
BCTC Community Relations
604-699-7300
1-866-647-3334 (toll free)
community.relations@bctc.com

British Columbia Transmission Corporation is the Crown
corporation responsible for the planning, operation and
maintenance of the province’s publicly owned electrical
transmission system.
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Interior to Lower Mainland (ILM)
Transmission Project
Since our last Project Update in June 2007, the
ILM Project Team has focused on:

To ensure we can continue to meet the

hosting open houses in communities
along the proposed route

electricity needs of growing BC communities,
BC Transmission Corporation (BCTC) has announced that it will

continuing environmental studies
preparing our application to the BC Utilities Commission

seek the necessary approvals to construct a new 500 kilovolt (kV)
transmission line, mostly along the existing right-of-way from the

meeting with interested parties

Nicola Substation near Merritt to the Meridian Substation in Coquitlam

responding to questions and comments about the Project

— the largest expansion to BC’s transmission system in 30 years.

BC’s new Energy Plan

The BC Energy Plan (www.energyplan.gov.bc.ca)
identifies a number of objectives for BCTC including
grid expansion, energy conservation, innovation and
enhanced reliability to benefit British Columbians.
When completed, the ILM Project will reinforce the
capacity of the ILM transmission system providing
clean, renewable energy from BC’s heritage hydro
generation resources and independent power producers
in the North and Southern Interior. By ensuring the
most efficient transfer of electricity, the ILM Project
will retain energy that otherwise would be lost —
enough energy to supply 30,000 to 50,000 homes per
year. This directly supports the Energy Plan’s goal of
self-sufficiency. The project also ensures continued
access to electricity trade revenues used to keep the
cost of energy competitive for all British Columbians.

Interior to Lower Mainland Transmission Project
FROM THE PEACE RIVER
GENERATING SYSTEM
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Environmental Review

As part of the pre-application phase of the
environmental review, on June 1, 2007, BCTC submitted
the draft Terms of Reference to the BC Environmental
Assessment Office (BCEAO).
The draft Terms of Reference provide the framework for
the content of the Environmental Assessment Certificate
Application. Information includes the scope of technical
studies and consultation processes with the public and
First Nations throughout the environmental assessment
process.
After a review by BCEAO and the ILM Project Technical
Working Group, a 30-day public comment period
was held from June 10 to July 11, 2007 to provide an
opportunity for the public to review and comment on the
scope of the project studies.

EXISTING 500 KV CIRCUITS
PROPOSED NEW ROUTE ALIGNMENT

What is the ILM Project Technical Working Group?
As with all projects reviewed under the Environmental Assessment Act, the
BC Environmental Assessment Office establishes a technical working group
made up of representatives from federal and provincial agencies, local
governments and First Nations, to help review the project. The technical
working group participates in the pre-application and application review
phases of the environmental assessment process.

M
DA
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PROJECT UPDATE AUGUST 2007

Interior to Lower Mainland (ILM) Transmission Project

Next Steps

It is anticipated that the BCEAO will
issue the approved Terms of Reference
in Fall 2007.
The environmental studies are underway
to determine the potential effects and the
residual effects of the ILM Project on:

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

fisheries and aquatic habitat
terrestrial wildlife and vegetation
geotechnical and natural hazards
surface water hydrology
and groundwater
navigation
urban land use
agriculture land and resource use
forestry land use
land and resource use
visual quality
contaminated sites
socioeconomics
air quality
noise and radio interference
electric and magnetic fields
archaeological resources
First Nations interests
public health

These studies — and other project
information — will be part of our
application for an Environmental
Assessment Certificate from the BCEAO.
We anticipate filing the application in Fall
2008. Upon acceptance of the application,
the BCEAO will initiate another formal
public comment period.
The ILM Project team will respond to any
issues identified following these review
periods.
For more information on the environmental
assessment process, please visit our
website at www.bctc.com, or the
BCEAO Project Information Centre
at www.eao.gov.bc.ca.

Regulatory Review

BCTC is regulated by the BC Utilities
Commission (BCUC). As an independent
agency of the provincial government, the
BCUC ensures that the rates charged for
energy are fair, just and reasonable and
that utilities provide safe, adequate and
secure service to their customers.
We are currently preparing our application
for a Certificate of Public Convenience and
Necessity to the BCUC, for submission in
September 2007.
In determining if the Project is
in the best interest of the public,
the BCUC will examine:
• the alternatives studied
• the need and justification for
the preferred alternative
• capital and operating costs
• a broad range of socio-economic
and non-financial factors

The public is encouraged to participate
in the Project review process. For more
information on how to get involved, visit the
BCUC website at www.bcuc.com.

Where is Meridian Substation?
Meridian Substation is located at the
northern end of Eagle Mountain Drive in
the Westwood Plateau area of Coquitlam.
Built in 1975, this substation receives
three 500 kilovolt transmission circuits
and transforms them into five 230 kilovolt
circuits that are then routed to various
substations in the Lower Mainland.
The Meridian Substation is a key part
of the ILM transmission system, one of
the most critical paths on the electrical
transmission system.

Public Consultation: Five Open Houses Held
Between June 12 and June 20, 2007, 95 people attended community open
houses held in Merritt, Kent, Coquitlam, Spuzzum and Mission.
Conversations with the Project team, completed comment forms
and ongoing dialogue with our community relations staff have
identified areas of community interest. These included:

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

community forests and the right-of-way
environmental protection
visibility of the transmission line on the
landscape and in the Fraser Canyon
cultural and spiritual resources
water resources
interest in jobs and training
opportunities for local residents
vegetation management in rights-of-way
geotechnical effects
interest in future opportunities for public input
latest research on electric and magnetic fields
recreation resources along the route

Our thanks to everyone who dropped by the open houses to find out more about
the Project and share their thoughts with us. Local knowledge provides important
information that is taken into account as the Project proceeds.

Find out more and share your thoughts with us
BCTC Community Relations
604-699-7456
1-866-647-3334 (toll-free)
community.relations@bctc.com

www.bctc.com

BC Transmission Corporation is the Crown corporation that
plans, operates and maintains the province’s publicy owned
electrical transmission system.
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ILM Project - Log of Meetings with Municipal, Regional and Provincial Government
Representatives and Staff – July 2006 to September 2007

1

Date
6 July 2006

2

26 July 2006

3

17 Aug 2006

4

19 Sept 2006

5

19 Sept 2006

6

29 Sept 2006

7

29 Sept 2006

8

29 Sept 2006

9

29 Sept 2006

10

5 Oct 2006

11

5 Oct 2006

12

19 Oct 2006

13

23 Oct 2006

14

25 Oct 2006

15

31 Oct 2006

Meeting/Presentation Audience
Hon. John Van Dongen, MLA, Abbotsford-Clayburn
Constituency Assistants:
Cathy Gibbs & Kam Kaila (MLA Mary Polak, Langley)
Assistant to Hon. Rich Coleman (MLA Fort Langley-Aldergrove)
Greater Vancouver Regional District
Hugh Kellas, Policy & Planning Manager
Christina DeMarco, Divisional Manager, Regional Development
Fraser Valley Regional District
Terry Raymond, Vice Chair
Thompson Nicola Regional District
Andrew Swetlishoff, Director of Development Services
Bob Finlay, Planning Director
City of Merritt
Shawn Boven, Public Works Manager
Tom Reynolds, Deputy Administrator
District of Kent
Anthony Lewis, CAO
Larry Burke, Planning Director
Village of Harrison Hot Springs
Gerry VanderWolf, CAO
Fraser Valley Regional District
Hugh Sloan, Planning Director
Dawn Smith, Planning Technician
Yale: Fraser Valley Regional District Area Director
Arne Zabell, Electoral Area B
City of Coquitlam
Jim McIntyre, General Manager Planning & Development
Rob Innes, Manager Community Planning
District of Maple Ridge
Jane Pickering, Director of Planning
Charles Goddard, Manager Development & Environmental Services
Diana Hall, Planner
District of Pitt Meadows
Ron Boyes, Area Planner
Ike de Boer, Engineering
City of Coquitlam
Jim McIntyre, General Manager Planning and Development,
Rob Innes, Manager Community Planning
additional staff from Planning, Parks and Environmental departments
Thompson-Nicola Regional District
Area Directors: Herb Graham and Joe Post
District of Mission
Dennis Clark, Director of Corporate Administration
Brent Dwyer, Director of Planning
Rick Bomhof, Director of Engineering and Public Works
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16

Date
10 Nov 2006

17

20 Dec 2006

18

20 Dec 2006

19

19 Jan 2007

20

22 Jan 2007

21

22 Jan 2007

22

22 Jan 2007

23

23 Jan 2007

24

25 Jan 2007

25

31 Jan 2007

26

5 Feb 2007

27

6 Feb 2007

28

12 Feb 2007

29

19 Feb 2007

30

26 Feb 2007

31

23 August
2007
17 September
2007

32

Meeting/Presentation Audience
Greater Vancouver Regional District - Land Use and Transportation Committee
Chair, Mayor Derek Corrigan, Burnaby
Mayor Kurt Alberts, Langley Township
Mayor Peter Fassbender, Langley City
Mayor Don MacLean, Pitt Meadows
Mayor Darrell Mussatto, City of North Vancouver
Councillor Harold Steeves, Richmond
Mayor Maxine Wilson, Coquitlam
Mayor Judy Forster, White Rock
Hugh Kellas, GVRD Manager, Policy and Planning
City of Chilliwack
Peter Monteith, CAO
Lisa Thompson, Manager, Technical Services
City of Abbotsford
Grant Acheson, Director of Development Services
Peter Andzans, Manager Community Sustainability
City of Surrey
Planning staff
City of Abbotsford
Mayor & Council
City of Chilliwack
Mayor & Council
Village of Harrison Hot Springs
Mayor & Council
Fraser Valley Regional District
Directors Meeting - Chilliwack
Thompson-Nicola Regional District
Directors - Kamloops
Squamish-Lillooet Regional District
Steven Olmstead, Director of Planning
Allison Macdonald, Manager of Administrative Services
District of Maple Ridge
Mayor Gordon Robson & Council
District of Pitt Meadows
Mayor Don MacLean & Council
District of Kent
Mayor Lorne Fisher & Council
City of Coquitlam
Mayor Maxine Wilson & Council
District of Mission
Mayor James Atebe & Council
City of Coquitlam
Geoff Mallory, Supervisor Turf and Park Maintenance
Metro Vancouver
Barry Potvin, Regional Parks Planner
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ILM Project - Log of Meetings with Property Owners, Intervenor Groups and Other
Stakeholders – December 2006 to September 2007
Date

Meetings/Presentation Audience

1

21 December 2006

UBC Research Forest in Maple Ridge Operations Staff

2

25 January 2007

Vice President, Nicola Stockbreeders Association

3

16 February 2007

Westwood Plateau Golf & Country Club Operations staff

4

19 February 2007

UBC Research Forest - Community Advisory Board

5

7 March 2007

Nicola Stockbreeders Association

6

16 May 2007

Golden Eagle Group

7

9 July 2007

Westwood Plateau Golf and Country Club Staff

8

23 August 2007

Westwood Plateau Golf and Country Club Staff

9

23 August 2007

City of Coquitlam Parks Maintenance Staff

10

5 September 2007

Joint Industry Electricity Steering Committee (JIESC)

11

7 September 2007

Commercial Energy Consumers (CEC)

12

18 September 2007

British Columbia Old Age Pensioners Organization (BCOAPO)

It’s time
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Interior to Lower Mainland
Transmission Reinforcement
Project

Welcome
Welcome to BC Transmission Corporation’s Community
Open House for the Interior to Lower Mainland Transmission
Reinforcement Project.

The purpose of this open house is to:
provide you with information about the project
answer your questions
hear your perspectives and points of view

Representatives from BCTC are here to answer your questions.
Before you leave, please take a few minutes to fill out our feedback
form and share your comments with us.

It’s time
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Interior to Lower Mainland
Transmission Reinforcement
Project

About BCTC
BRITISH COLUMBIA TRANSMISSION CORPORATION
BCTC is the Crown corporation responsible for planning,
operating and maintaining the Province’s publicly owned electrical
transmission system.
With a focus on building and maintaining a safe, reliable and costeffective power grid, our responsibilities include:
operating the transmission grid
managing and maintaining the transmission system assets
providing interconnection services for transmission customers
planning new investments in the transmission system

BCTC reports to the Minister of Energy, Mines & Petroleum
Resources and is regulated by the British Columbia Utilities
Commission (BCUC).
More than 375 employees work for BCTC throughout the Province.

It’s time
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Interior to Lower Mainland
Transmission Reinforcement
Project

The Transmission Grid
Electricity is moved throughout the Province using an
interconnected grid of:
approximately 18,200 kilometres of transmission lines
95,000 towers and poles
264 substations
5 control centres
The transmission grid in BC operates at voltages from
69 kilovolts (kV) to 500 kV and stretches over 75,000 hectares.
Between 70% - 80% of the Province’s
electricity is consumed in the Lower
Mainland and on Vancouver Island.
However, almost 85% of the Province’s
electricity supply is produced at remote
generating facilities located in the North and
the South Interior.

It’s time
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Interior to Lower Mainland
Transmission Reinforcement
Project

Transmission
Rights-of-Way
What is a right-of-way?
Transmission rights-of-way are essential to the safe, efficient and
reliable delivery of power from generating stations to customers.
Transmission lines are built to the requirements of the Canadian
Electrical Code, which sets standards for electrical clearances,
right-of-way width and right-of-way land use.
Since electrical clearance requirements change with changing land
use, BCTC continuously monitors rights-of-way to ensure public
safety, as well as the operating condition of the lines.

Compatible Uses
BC’s electrical transmission rights-of-way can contribute to
communities through the development of greenways, recreational
corridors, agricultural and other uses approved by BCTC.
Transmission lines run through “corridors,” which is land managed
according to specific property rights of its owners. These are
known as “statutory rights-of-way.” BC Hydro owns the statutory
rights-of-way. BCTC and BC Hydro work together to manage uses
on rights-of-way.
Our goal is to work with landowners, First Nations, local
governments, and other interest groups to utilize rights-of-way for
the benefit of all parties.

It’s time
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Maintaining
Rights-of-Way
Did you know that trees contacting power lines
account for up to half of all power outages
in North America?
That’s why vegetation management
is so essential.
BCTC is committed to managing vegetation on rights-of-way in an
environmentally, socially and financially sustainable way, while
keeping the transmission system safe and reliable.

It’s time
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Electric &
Magnetic Fields
Safety is one of BCTC’s key operating considerations.
We are committed to achieving the highest standards of health and
safety for employees, contractors and the public.
Electricity is an essential part of our lives. We depend on it and use
it every day for our livelihood and to make our lives safer, easier
and more enjoyable. Power frequency (60 Hz) electric and magnetic
fields (EMF) are produced by sources such as electrical appliances,
household and building wiring, and electrical transmission and
distribution facilities. However, some have questioned whether
exposure to power frequency EMF — in particular, power frequency
magnetic fields — might cause adverse health effects, principally
childhood leukemia.
The issue of whether adverse human health effects are caused
by magnetic fields has been the subject of hundreds of scientific
studies over the last few decades. To date, despite rigorous study,
no causal relationship has been established between power
frequency magnetic fields and childhood leukemia or other
diseases.
In response to public concerns, exposure guidelines have
been endorsed by health authorities such as the World Health
Organization. At BCTC, we ensure that magnetic field levels on all
transmission projects fall well within these guidelines.

It’s time
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The need
Expanding the capacity of the transmission system is
essential to ensure continued safe and reliable electricity for
BC’s growing communities.
BC’s communities are growing and changing – and so is our need for
electricity.
BC Hydro’s load forecast indicates that BC’s electricity requirements
will grow by between 25% and 45% over the next 20 years.
Electricity is critical to our economy and the quality of life we enjoy.

How much has your electricity consumption
increased over the past few years?
Big screen TVs, clothes dryers, freezers, dishwashers, microwaves,
computers, electronic games – and many more electrical appliances
and electronic devices are adding to the growing demand for
electricity.

It’s time
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Planning for the Future
BCTC’s Ten-Year Capital Plan
Each year BCTC files its ten-year Capital Plan with the BC Utilities
Commission. The Capital Plan for 2007/08 – 2016/17 was filed in
December 2006.
The Plan outlines investments of $3.2 billion in BC’s transmission
assets that are needed over the next ten years including:
Growth – meet demand and customer requests for
service: $1.9 billion
Sustain – maintain the performance, safety and reliability of
the system: $1.1 billion
BCTC – requirements for control centres and business
processes: $0.2 billion

It’s time
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The Interior to
Lower Mainland
Transmission System
One of the most important paths on the transmission grid
is the system bringing power from where it is generated in
the BC Interior to the Lower Mainland and Vancouver Island.
With significant demand growth in the Lower Mainland and
Vancouver Island and development of new generation in the
North and the Southern Interior, the capacity on this vital path
will soon be fully utilized.

It’s time

Appendix S-7

Interior to Lower Mainland
Transmission Reinforcement
Project

Transmission
alternatives
BCTC is exploring alternatives to identify the best solution to
reinforce the capacity of the transmission system from the Interior
to the Lower Mainland by 2014.
Alternatives currently being studied include:
A package of upgrades to existing transmission lines,
substations and other facilities located between the Interior
and the Lower Mainland
A new transmission line between Nicola Substation near
Merritt and Meridian Substation in Coquitlam, mostly along
an existing right-of-way

It’s time

Appendix S-7

Interior to Lower Mainland
Transmission Reinforcement
Project

What about other
alternatives?
There are some potential “non-wires” solutions that could temporarily
delay the need for additional transmission capacity on the Interior to
Lower Mainland system:
Potential new generation resources located
near the Lower Mainland
Higher energy conservation targets
Additional energy imports from the United States

“Non-wires” options are generally the responsibility of BC Hydro to
implement. These options are part of BC Hydro’s power supply plans
currently being examined by the BC Utilities Commission.
BCTC is proceeding with studies and consultation for transmission
alternatives now because of the long lead time required to develop
transmission projects.

It’s time
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Potential benefits
Expanding the capacity of the transmission system between
the Interior and the Lower Mainland will:
ensure a continued safe and reliable source of
electricity for BC’s growing communities
reduce costs and enhance flexibility for
transmission line maintenance
reduce the risk of disruptions and outages to the
system Province-wide

It’s time
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Project cost
The preliminary cost of the Project is estimated to be up to
$400 million. The cost may vary depending on which alternative
is selected.

How is the project funded?

The costs of new transmission facilities or upgrades to existing
facilities are shared by all users of the system through their electricity
bills.
The BC Utilities Commission ensures that rates charged for energy
are fair, reasonable and just.
The amount the ILM Project will add to electricity customers’ bills will
be influenced by a number of factors such as:
the alternative selected
the life expectancy of the assets
While the final costs cannot be determined in more detail until
a decision on the preferred alternative is made, preliminary
calculations indicate that the ILM Project could add as much as:
50 cents a month on the bill of a residential
customer currently paying about $33 a month
$2 a month on the bill of a residential customer
currently paying about $133 a month
Increases would not take effect until the Project goes into service.

It’s time
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The new transmission
line alternative
The proposed new transmission line would involve:
a 240 kilometre, single-circuit transmission
		line on steel towers
new circuit terminations and related
equipment within the existing substation
boundaries at Nicola and Meridian
a new capacitor station near the mid-point of
the transmission line
The majority of the route would be constructed on an existing
right-of-way.
Approximately 30km of new right-of-way would be required —
all of it on Crown land.
There are several sections along the existing route, mostly on
Crown land, that would require widening of approximately
36 metres to accommodate an additional line.

It’s time
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The new
transmission line
alternative
Technology options
Different technology options are being considered for the new
transmission line alternative:
a new 500 kV Alternating Current (AC) line, or
		
a new High Voltage Direct Current (HVDC) line
and two converter stations.
For an HVDC line, two large new converter stations, to convert
the HVDC power back to AC power, would need to be constructed
at each end of the line.
Whatever the technology option, the route would be the same.
The new transmission line and stations would be operated and
maintained by BCTC and owned by BC Hydro.

It’s time
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Can transmission
lines be underground?
Putting transmission lines underground presents a number of
challenges:
In urban areas there is often other existing
		infrastructure such as water mains, sewers,
gas lines, etc. that limit our ability to put lines
underground
Rugged terrain along coastlines and over
		mountains can make undergrounding lines
impossible
For higher voltages such as 500 kV, there are
		technical limitations on the length of line that
can be put underground
The cost to underground transmission lines
		can be 8 to 10 times more expensive than
overhead lines. This additional cost is unlikely
to be supported by ratepayers or the BC
Utilities Commission

It’s time
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The new
transmission line
alternative
Environmental review
The new transmission line alternative will undergo a rigorous
review by the Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency (CEAA)
and the British Columbia Environmental Assessment Office
(BCEAO).
The review process will be harmonized with Federal and Provincial
agencies co-operating to consider the potential effects of the new
line including such things as:
aquatic species and habitat
terrestrial ecosystems, vegetation and wildlife
land use and socio-economic/socio-community conditions
forestry
visual landscape and recreational resources
First Nations traditional use
heritage and archaeological resources
public health and safety

It’s time
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Upgrades to existing
circuits alternative
Upgrades to four existing transmission circuits, substations
and other facilities would allow more electricity to travel to
the Lower Mainland.
All upgrade work would be take place within existing rightsof-way and boundaries of existing substation properties.
Upgrades could include:
Replacing and upgrading some equipment at several
		substations
It takes approximately
one day to complete a
tower raising.

Replacing some existing overhead lines
		
Selectively raising some existing towers (3 to 8 metres)
		
Selectively adding some new towers
		
Recontouring land under the lines in some locations
		(reducing by half a metre to a metre)

It’s time
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Deciding on a
preferred alternative
Capacity:

the amount of electricity
that can transfer from
one point to another
at any given time

Losses:

Over the next few months BCTC will be completing additional
studies and gathering input from First Nations and the public
before a decision on a preferred alternative is made in May 2007.
In determining a preferred transmission solution, BCTC will
consider the following factors:
Capacity
Reliability
Cost

the amount of power lost as
the electricity flows through
the wires; the higher the
losses, the more generation
must run to compensate

Losses

Reliability:

Transmission customer benefits

ensuring that electricity is
delivered when customers
need it

First Nations input
Public input
Social and environmental effects

The outcome of the BC Utilities Commission
review of BC Hydro’s 2006 power supply plans

It’s time
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Preliminary
project schedule
Commence First Nations engagement and public consultation
Initiate environmental assessment process for new transmission line
alternative
Commence environmental assessment field studies for new transmission
line alternative

Summer 2006
December 2006
March 2007

BCTC decision on a preferred alternative

May 2007

Commence government consultation, First Nations engagement and public
consultation on a preferred alternative

June 2007

If preferred alternative is upgrades to existing transmission lines and station facilities:
File Project application with BC Utilities Commission (BCUC)

Fall 2007

Target BCUC Approval

Fall 2008

Construction Period
Target In-Service Date

Fall 2008 - 2014
Fall 2014

If preferred alternative is a new transmission line:
File Project application with BCUC

Fall 2007

Target BCUC Approval

Fall 2008

File Application with BC Environmental Assessment Office and Canadian
Environmental Assessment Agency

Fall 2008

Target Environmental Approvals

Fall 2009

Construction Period
Target In-Service Date

Fall 2009 - 2014
Fall 2014

It’s time

Appendix S-7

Interior to Lower Mainland
Transmission Reinforcement
Project

BCUC review
and approval
The Project will require approval from the BC Utilities
Commission (BCUC).
The BCUC is an independent regulatory agency of the
Provincial government. It is responsible for:
the regulation of energy utilities under its jurisdiction
ensuring that the rates charged for energy are fair,
just and reasonable
ensuring that utilities provide safe, adequate and
secure service to their customers
In determining if the Project is in the best interest of the
public, the BCUC will examine:
the alternatives examined
the need and justification for the preferred alternative
capital and operating costs
a broad range of socio-economic and non-financial
factors
The public is encouraged to participate in the Project
review process.

It’s time
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Public information
and consultation
BCTC is committed to developing mutually beneficial
relationships with First Nations, stakeholders and the
communities in which we operate.
The goal of our public consultation activities is to provide information and obtain input on
projects and plans for maintaining and improving the transmission system.
For the Interior to Lower Mainland Project we are:
discussing the Project at our regional planning meetings and
at our annual Provincial Planning Forum
consulting with local governments along the proposed new
transmission line route and in areas where upgrades to
existing circuits have been proposed
actively engaging in discussions with First Nations
consulting through public open houses and small meetings
with interest groups
providing regular project updates to inform interested parties
about ongoing developments
providing additional opportunities for feedback through
the project website (www.bctc.com), or by contacting BCTC
Community Relations by mail, fax or phone
Input received will assist BCTC in deciding on a recommended
alternative.

It’s time
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Have your say. . .
Feel free to share your comments with everyone.

It’s time
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Thank you for coming
The information gathered this evening will be taken into
consideration as the project unfolds.
Based on the input received and the results of its
studies, BCTC will decide on a preferred alternative in
May 2007.
A summary of open house sessions will be available on
our project website in March 2007 (www.bctc.com).
If you haven’t done so already, please take a moment to
fill out a comment form and drop it in the box provided.
Be sure to include your contact information if you
would like us to send you updates on the Project.
You can also provide feedback via the Project website
at www.bctc.com or by contacting our Community
Relations Department:
Phone:			
Toll-Free:
Fax:				
e-mail: 		
Mail:			
					
					

604.699.7300
1.866.647.3334
604.699.7540
community.relations@bctc.com
Suite 1100, Four Bentall Centre
1055 Dunsmuir Street, PO Box 49260
Vancouver, BC V7X 1V5

General Public
Consultation Log of Comments Received by General Public as of 30 September 2007
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ILM Project - General Public – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Date & Type of Contact

Category

Discussion, Maple Ridge open
house, Feb 28/07

Construction

Comment sheet, Coquitlam Open
House, Feb 21/07
Telephone call, Feb 28/07

EMF

Discussion, Kent open house,
Feb 27/07

General Public Comments

BCTC Response

Would like to know if the work crew will start at one
place and move along or will several crews be working
in a number of places along the right-of-way
EMF concerns due to proximity of 5L44 to residential
areas
Concerned about EMF and potential long term health
effects

None required

EMF

Concern about EMF impacts from raised towers
[upgrades]

None required

Discussion, Hope open house,
Feb 22/07
E-mail to Community Relations,
Mar 5/07
Comment sheet, Maple Ridge
Open House, Feb 28/07

Employment
Opportunities
Energy
Conservation
Environment

None required

Discussion, Maple Ridge open
house, Feb 28/07
Comment sheet, Coquitlam Open
House, Feb 21/07
Comment sheet, Maple Ridge
Open House, Feb 28/07

Environment

Interest in employment opportunities from a local
helicopter company
Interest if every available option for PowerSmart has
been exhausted
Concern about disturbing the nest area of the Sandhill
Cranes in Homilk'um March in the Pitt-Addington
Wildlife Area north of the transmission line just south of
Koerner Road in Pitt Meadows; request for maps
Interest in protecting resources

Discussion, Maple Ridge open
house, Feb 28/07
discussion, Mission open house,
March 1/07
discussion, Coquitlam open
house, Feb 21/07
Discussion, Coquitlam open
house, Feb 21/07
Discussion, Coquitlam open
house, Feb 21/07

EMF

None required
March 2/07 - sent him a copy
information sheet on EMF

Mar 6/07 – response sent
Mar 1/07 - Map sheets 1-4 sent.
Offered to make a presentation to
the Alouette Field Naturalists at
their convenience
None required

Mar 1/07 - copy of the BC Energy
Plan mailed. Added to planning
forum mailing list
None required

HVDC lines

Interest in how DC lines result in lower line losses

None required

New line
alternative
New line
alternative

Interest in knowing where the new structures would go

None required

Noted limited concern as long as the new line goes on
the far (north) side of the existing circuit (5L82)

None required

New line
alternative

Interest in how wide the ROW would become

None required

General

None required
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Generation

What kinds of benefits/opportunities will there be for the
public and property owners
Request to be added to the planning forum mailing list.
Request for a copy of the Feb 2007 provincial energy
plan
Interest in alternative forms of generation

General
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ILM Project - General Public – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Date & Type of Contact

Category

General Public Comments

BCTC Response

Discussion, Coquitlam open
house, Feb 21/07
Comment sheet, Coquitlam Open
House, Feb 21/07

New line
alternative
New line
alternative

Concern about impact to bike trails near Pitt River

none required

Request for information about new lines or increased
capacity at MDN

None required

Discussion, Kent open house,
Feb 27/07

New line
alternative &
EMF

Concern about the increase in EMF

None required

Comment sheet, Coquitlam Open
House, Feb 21/07

Other

Owns a recreation property at Hemlock Valley:
Interest in upgrades scheduled for lines servicing the
community - they have a lot of power problems

None required

Discussion, Kent open house,
Feb 27/07
Discussion, Maple Ridge open
house, Feb 28/07

Other

Concern about radio interference

None required

Other

Suggestion from a Telus employee to investigate the
possibility of stringing fibre optic cable along the towers
(this has been done along the Whistler transmission
corridor)

None required

Discussion, Hope open house,
Feb 22/07

Other

Interest in knowing the amount that marijuana grow
operations contribute to the increase in demand for
electricity

None required

Comment sheet, Coquitlam Open
House, Feb 21/07
Comment sheet, Hope Open
House, Feb 22/07
Comment sheet, Mission open
house, March 1/07
Comment form, Coquitlam open
house, Feb 21/07

Public
Consultation
Public
Consultation
Public
Consultation
Public
Consultation

Excellent and informative presentation, all questions
were answered
Very useful information. Would prefer a public hearing
and discussion once alternative is chosen
Very informative open house

None required

None required

Comment sheet, Mission open
house, March 1/07
Discussion, Maple Ridge open
house, Feb 28/07
Discussion, Maple Ridge open
house, Feb 28/07

Rates

Noted that this is not "real" consultation.
Opined that this is the "same show and tell farce" that
was presented to Tsawwassen residents
Request that we make energy sources more affordable

None required

Rates

Interest in how the project will affect seniors

None required

Rates

Interest in how the project will affect electricity rates

None required

None required
none required
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ILM Project - General Public – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Date & Type of Contact

Category

Comment sheet, Mission open
house, March 1/07

Rationale

Discussion, Hope open house,
Feb 22/07

Recreation

Comment sheet, Coquitlam Open
House, Feb 21/07

General Public Comments

BCTC Response

Concerned about the rising rate of new population to
BC. Noted that we do not want to be like California or
Ontario with possible blackouts. Noted that technology
electronics are constant users of power
Concern that the new line alternative will impact a
recreation area south of the toll booths on the
Coquihalla

None required

Safety

Concern about impact of new line (5L83) on families in
the area.
Feels "upgrades" alternative has less impact and is
more feasible

None required

Comment sheet, Coquitlam Open
House, Feb 21/07

Safety
EMF

Concern about new lines near existing park and
increased capacity at MDN and the effect on planned
recreational amenities near MDN

None required

Comment sheet, Coquitlam Open
House, Feb 21/07

Safety
Upgrades
alternative
Trade

Concern that 5L83 will increase peak power flow on
5L44. Concern about shocks and induction on 5L44
(worse when it is raining)
Questioned why we are shipping power to the states
when we are not self-sufficient
Object to tree removal outside of the right-of-way

None required

Tree removal

Does not like the notion of clear-cutting trees along the
ROW to make room for the second line

Mar 6/07 – response sent

Comment sheet, Coquitlam Open
House, Feb 21/07

Undergroundi
ng

Time to start burying the lines if more lines are to be put
through Westwood Plateau and over to Burke Mountain
area

None required

Comment sheet, Coquitlam Open
House, Feb 21/07
Discussion, Kent open house,
Feb 27/07
Discussion, Kent open house,
Feb 27/07

Undergroundi
ng
Undergroundi
ng
Upgrades
alternative

Would prefer underground lines through residential
areas, schools and ball fields
Would like undergrounding to be considered for all lines

None required

Discussion, Mission open house,
March 1/07
Discussion, Mission open house,
March 1/07
E-mail to Community Relations,
Mar 5/07

Tree removal

None required
None required

None required
None required
Appendix S-8

Interest in how much more power can run through
existing lines. Concern that 10% increase in electricity
flow will increase the intensity of induction when working
under the lines

None required
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ILM Project - General Public – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Date & Type of Contact

Category

General Public Comments

BCTC Response

Feb 22, 2007 - e-mail to
Community Relations

Upgrades
alternative

Interest in how re-contouring will be done. Concern that
walking/bike path between Buoy Dr. and Windward Dr.
will be removed

Feb 27/07 - response sent

Comment sheet, Coquitlam Open
House, Feb 21/07

Upgrades
alternative

Strongly object to any new towers built on 5L44.
Would like to be consulted with regard to any changes
on 5L44

None required

Comment sheet, Coquitlam Open
House, Feb 21/07
Discussion, Kent open house,
Feb 27/07
Discussion, Kent open house,
Feb 27/07
Discussion, Kent open house,
Feb 27/07
Discussion, Kent open house,
Feb 27/07
Discussion, Kent open house,
Feb 27/07

Upgrades
alternative
Upgrades
alternative
Upgrades
alternative
Upgrades
alternative
Upgrades
alternative
Upgrades
alternative

Concern about raising towers on 5L44 as line runs
through residential areas, schools and ball fields
Interest in why some towers are being raised and not
others
Concern that the increase in electricity flow will increase
the number of shocks received in the house
Interest in knowing how far into the future these
upgrades will be effective
Concern that upgrades will risk system stability

None required

Concern that the noise from conductors will be worse,
noted that the noise makes them feel unsafe when
under the lines

None required

Discussion, Coquitlam open
house, Feb 21/07
Discussion, Kent open house,
Feb 27/07

Upgrades
alternative
Upgrades
alternative
& Safety

Interest in all of the impacts associated with this option

None required

Concern that the electrical current will affect irrigation
equipment

None required

Comment sheet, Coquitlam Open
House, Feb 21/07

Visual impact

Concern about impact to view (Dawes Hill area) caused
by raised towers in "upgrades" alternative.
Prefers 5L83 option as is passes through less
developed areas

None required

Discussion, Mission open house,
March 1/07
Mar 1/07 - Phone call to
Community Relations

Visual impact

Noted that the new line will make the area ugly

None required

Visual impact

Concern about the visual impact of the "upgrades"
alternative to her property

Mar 7/07 response sent: no tower
raising planned on her property

Mar 8/07 - e-mail to Community
Relations,

Property
Impacts

Concern that the line will impinge, devalue or be in sight
of his property

Mar 8/07 – response sent

None required
None required
None required
None required
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ILM Project - General Public – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Date & Type of Contact

Category

General Public Comments

BCTC Response

Feb 19/07 - e-mail to Community
Relations

Upgrades

Interest in location of towers coming out of Meridian that
would be raised

Feb 19/07 - response sent

Feb 19/07 - e-mail to Community
Relations

Upgrades

Feb 19/07 – response sent
Feb 20/07 – additional
information sent

Jan 30/07 - e-mail to Community
Relations

Upgrades

Proposed option of adding towers in lieu of raising
existing ones to maintain height of existing towers and
not raise visual issues (residents have waited a long
time for the area vegetation to hide the towers)
Concern with additional power running through lines

Jan 30/07 - e-mail to Community
Relations

Upgrades

Interest if tower on property will be raised

Jan 30/07 – e-mail to Community
Relations

Upgrades
EMF

Concern about EMF and induction

March 9/07 - e-mail to Community
Relations

Property
Impacts

March 21/07 – letter to
Community Relations
March 21/07 – letter to
Community Relations

Tree removal

Request for information about the project. Concern for a
friend who has ROW on his property and the new line
will interfere with his business/livelihood
Concern about clear-cutting of ROW

Submission, Coquitlam Open
House, Feb 21/07
Submission, Coquitlam Open
House, Feb 21/07

EMF

Apr 26/07 phone enquiry
May 4/07 e-mail

None required

Concern about use of several thousand tons of steel,
zinc, aluminium and concrete to manufacture new
towers and conductors
Concern that transmission lines increase the risk of
cancer
Feels that BCTC should be adhering to the prudent
avoidance position of the Canadian Cancer Society and
the World Health Organization

None required

New line
alternative
Upgrades

Where in Coquitlam is the Meridian Substation?

DLM response Apr 26/07

- concern that upgrading the lines will result in an increase in
noise (e.g. 'buzzing')
- concern that we would be increasing the amount of electricity
on lines that are close to people's backyards and schools

JD response

New line
alternative

- approves of the new line alternative

DM response May 9/07

New line
alternative

EMF

None required
None required
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April 20/07 e-mail

Jan 30/07 - mailed printout of web
pages and a map showing that
their home is 5.75 km from the
lines
Jan 30/07- Response sent: no
tower raising proposed on her
property
Jan 30/07 - Phone call to answer
questions and provide links to
more information
Mar 12/07 - response
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ILM Project - General Public – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Date & Type of Contact

Category

General Public Comments

BCTC Response

New line
alternative

- interest in whether the new line would increase the voltage of
lines (5L44) near home

Response – no change to voltage

June 12/07 - Merritt open house

Public
Consultation
New line
alternative
visual

- great presentation, everyone was very helpful

None required.

- concern about the impact to the mountain view

Flagged for environmental
assessment

June 13/07 - Seabird Island open
house

new line
alternative
archaeological
resources

- concern about the disturbance of graves/spiritual value areas

Flagged for environmental
assessment

June 13/07 - Seabird Island open
house

new line
alternative
groundwater

- concern about impact to groundwater from tools/debris,
spilled fuels/grease left on working sites

Flagged for environmental
assessment

June 13/07 - Seabird Island open
house

new line
alternative
public
consultation

- needs more community awareness - better notification of
open houses

None required. Comment noted.

June 13/07 - Seabird Island open
house

new line
alternative
socioeconomic

interest in jobs and training available for people in the area

Flagged for environmental
assessment

June 13/07 - Seabird Island open
house

new line
alternatiave
visual

- concern about loss of trees on the mountain

Flagged for environmental
assessment

June 14/07 - Coquitlam open house

new line
alternative
new line
alternative
public
consultation

- noted support for the new line

None required.

- noted that staff were friendly and knowledgeable, and the
presentation was nice

Non required

new line
alternative
Forestry land
use

- concern about the impacts to the community forest plan in
the Spuzzum area

Flagged for environmental
assessment

June 13/07 - Seabird Island open
house

June 14/07 - Coquitlam open house

June 19/07 - Spuzzum
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ILM Project - General Public – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Date & Type of Contact

Category

General Public Comments

BCTC Response

e-mail, June 22/07

new line
alternative
alternatives to
the project

- interest in the feasibility of wind turbine generators installed
along the Fraser River in Agassiz rather than installing other
non-green sources of power to accommodate growing
communities

Response June 22/07

June 20, 2007 - attended Coquitlam
open house

environment
Hydrology

- concern that clearing could impact the watershed, specifically
the water table and the many drinking water wells in the Blue
Mountain and Kanaka Creek area

Flagged for environmental
assessment

June 20, 2007 - attended Coquitlam
open house

Environment
Hydrology

- concern that an increased cleared area will attract more
bikers/ATV's and hikers whose activities damage the
watershed

Flagged for environmental
assessment

August 11/07 - presentation

Tree removal

- concern about erosion, environmental impact and
unauthorized motorized traffic from new access road
construction and maintenance
- concern about impact on streams and water quality from line
clearance activities, and subsequent impact on existing
relationship with communities
- will allow authorized access through their woodlots
- request for detailed access and clearance plans
- noted that residents in Hatzic Valley will be very concerned
about the location of the route through the Cascade Creek
Valley
- interest in woodlot licencees harvesting the timber within the
adjacent SRW to ensure that clearing and supplemental work
be done by a proven operator committed to long term
management in the area

Concerns will be addressed as part of
environmental impact assessment
discipline-specific studies.

Appendix S-8

7

ILM Project - General Public – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Date & Type of Contact
June 27, 2007 - meeting

Category
Tree removal

General Public Comments

BCTC Response

- noted that forest road deactivation is currently underway in
some drainages and this could affect access for ILM work
- concern about how cut timber was to be disposed of and/or
distributed to licensees in the TSA
- concern about the effects of the Project on the timber
harvesting land base and the subsequent impact on the
allowable annual cut for the Fraser TSA
- request for final location and schedule for clearing work to
incorporate into their plans
- concern about environmental impact of new access roads they are a lower standard than forestry roads resulting in
erosion, slope failure and environmental issues, with the forest
industry taking the blame
- assume that timber cut would not be subject to forest
stewardship planning
- concern about impact to Spotted Owl Special resource
Management Zones, Old Growth Management area, Ungulate
Winter Range resulting in pressure to replace the area cut and
the entire area of the reserve thereby reducing the AAC and
the supply of short term operable timber

Concerns will be addressed as part of
environmental impact assessment
discipline-specific studies.
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5L81/82 Property Owners
Consultation Log of Comments Received by 5L81/82 Property Owners
as of 30 September 2007

Appendix S-8

ILM Project - 5L81/82 Property Owners – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Parcel

Comments

2, 2.001, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7,
19, 20, 21
10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16,
17, 18, 19
30, 32, 33, 34, 47, 48
37, 38, 40, 43

44
55, 56
59
84

85

Feb 21/07: Attended the open house in Merritt. Owns 1400 acres near Edna Lake. The new line option would be built
right through is front yard, close to house. Does not prefer the new line option; primary concern is the visual impacts
that would result. Has stated a preference for the new line to be placed to the south of the existing lines. Project Team
offered to travel to his property to see how the line sits. B. Reid told him there if the new line option is chosen that we
would work with him to lessen the impact.

Attended open house in Hope, Feb 22/07. Property has two ROWs on it: for 5L41 crossing the northern portion of
property, and 5L82 crossing the southern tip. Affected by both the upgrades and new line alternatives. Currently, 2
options for the proposed 5L83 line cross property. Comments:
• Concern that they will have to relocate the road that is currently rented to logging companies
• Concern that re-contouring under tower 487/3 will impact the road bed, affect the hydrology on the property, impact a
spring down slope from the tower (a water supply source)
• Request to retain the timber that is removed for the new line

1
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Jan 31/07: Called to get more details on the proposed new line. They already have 2 lines on their ppty and a 3rd would
severely impact their ability to use the land. No certain of how wide the ROW is on their ppty (400 ft) and can't
understand why they have to "bear the brunt" of the new line and no one else in the Province has to. Follow up:
Emailed owner more information and mailed a copy of the ortho map showing the ppty.
Feb. 6/07: Called following receipt of the ortho map. Questioned how a third line could be accommodated along side
the two already there.
Feb. 8/07: Emailed owner to advise that we do not have a great deal of specific engineering details at this early stage.
Reiterated that route alternatives are being studied in the Yale area that would by-pass their property. Encouraged
owner to attend one of the open houses and speak to one of the engineers on the project team.
Feb 21/07: Owner attended the open house in Merritt on Feb 21/07. Concerned about the visual impacts of the new
line option and feels that a third line on the 5L81/82 route would ruin the physical traits of the area, and leave land
uninhabitable. Very concerned that the new line will be added to the two existing lines (5L81/82) on the property.
Feels that they cannot develop the property because of the uncertainty of the proposed project. Requested that BCTC
purchase her entire property instead of going through her land. Several members of the project team spoke with owner
and tried to reassure her that at this point we were looking at options and even if the new line options is chosen it might
not affect her property.
Feb 22/07: Owner attended the open house in Coquitlam.

ILM Project - 5L81/82 Property Owners – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Parcel

Comments
Feb 23/07: Owner attended the open house in Hope.

94.1
112

Attended Kent OH on Feb 27.
- EMF concerns
• Noted geotechnical concern north of property parcel 112 (1 in 500-year slide risk)
• Concern about tin roof on house attracting the electrical current
• Concern that tree removal to north of property will trigger a slide onto property
• Concern that increased geotechnical risk from tree removal will prevent his ability to develop the project – if so, may
request financial compensation
• Concern that the new line will consume the northwest corner of property 112 that is currently outside of the ROW
• Request for an assessment of Hicks Creek (fish bearing) that runs on the southeast corner of property 112
• Request to re-route portion of the proposed new line to the top of the ridge east of property 112

113, 114, 119
115
116
118.1, 119.1, 120.1
120, 121, 122
128.1, 129.1, 131.1
133, 134
143, 144
144.1
145

- land owned by the family when the first line was built- land owned by the family when the first line was built
- concerns about tree clearing
- concerns about tree clearing
- request to keep the lumber

145.1
145.2
145.3
Appendix S-8

145.4
145.5

Sept 8/07 – phone call
- concern that tree clearing will remove current visual buffer to the existing lines
- would like to know when project construction will occur in their area

2

ILM Project - 5L81/82 Property Owners – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Parcel

Comments
- questions and concerns about EMF

145.6
148
148.1

Sept 4/07 – phone call
- concerned about visual impacts resulting from tree removal
- concerned about exacerbating existing flooding problems resulting from tree removal as ROW in that area goes up a
steep slope
- concern about impact on property values
- concerns about health effects from EMF

148.2
149
150
152
165
171, 172
185, 186, 187
188

Jan. 31/07 - Phone call from employee of owner. Is there any widening of ROW contemplated on the property? Left a
voice mail msg to say that no widening of ROW proposed in the area of the property.

June 5/07 – e-mail rec’d:
- concern that trees around the house are going to be removed, request that we explore every option to retain his trees
July 11/07 – telephone call
- concern that clearing the full width of the ROW will ruin his property

Appendix S-8

202
203, 204
223
224
224.1
224.2
224.3
224.4
225, 226
227

3

ILM Project - 5L81/82 Property Owners – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Parcel
228

Comments
Mar 27/07: Phone call from owner: asked about the timing on a decision of a preferred alternative. Is concerned that
the addition of a second line in the ROW on the property will adversely impact ppty value and asked whether
compensation would be paid for the decrease in ppty value. (Compensation was paid when the original ROW agmt
was signed and includes the addition of future lines and that no further compensation would be paid). Owner will send
an email outlining concerns with the new T/L alternative.
March 30/07 - e-mail from owner
- votes "no" to hosting another transmission line
- concern property value will be severely affected
- concern about clearing a large section of forest
- concern that the increased cleared section will increase the number of trespassers who feel that the right-of-way is
public recreation land
- concern about increased health issues from additional transmission line

229
229.1

- concern about ground stability (erosion)
- ROW is not on their property
- concern about ground water
- concern about tree removal

230
233
234
235
236
237
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ILM Project - 5L81/82 Property Owners – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Comments

238

Attended Mission OH, Mar1/07:
• Request that the lines be double-circuited through the property
• Interest in knowing if the new line will go above or beside the existing line
• Objection to the cleared portion of the ROW being any wider than it already is
• Concern that clearing the entire ROW results in a significant loss of land
• Concern for interference with plans to develop the rest of the property (right up to the ROW edge)
• Noted that Cascade Creek runs through the property
• Noted that the present clearing affects the hydrology of the land and is concerned that additional clearing will
exacerbate the problem
• Noted that the property is impacted by slides that are a direct consequence of the existing ROW
• Noted that this project has to be done with the least amount of impact as possible because of the history of problems
• Interest in the geotechnical and geo-hazard assessment with respect to design considerations for the transmission
structures
• Interest in knowing if Golder has done previous work with BCTC
• Interest in knowing why Golder was chosen for the project and if they are objective
• Noted that all components of safety need to be recognized on a broader scale (e.g. safety of the environment, safety
of the structures, personal safety)
• Interest in the name of the hydrology engineer
• Noted that undergounding improves the appearance of the ROW
• Noted that undergrounding allows for better use of the land, especially in residential areas
• Noted that undergrounding allows for increased stability of the line
• Noted that the 5L82 line and potential 5L83 line generate a lot of money and could pay for the cost of undergrounding
• Noted that the cost of undergrounding is a long-term financial commitment and could be amortized
• Noted that people pay for taxes yet not use transit so why can't ratepayers pay for undergrounding in specific areas
• Concern that doubling the transmission lines (side-by-side) will double the EMF levels and increase the likelihood of
long-term effects
• Interest in knowing if the EMF stays inside of the easement
• Concern that research into the effects of EMF is biased and outdated
- Noted that EMF research parameters can be set such that anything can be proved or disproved
• Noted that energy creates impact on the body and effects the body
• Noted that a double-circuited line would lessen the magnetic field
March 15/07: Telephone enquiry from owner for more information about the location of the proposed new line on their
ppty.
March 16/07: Email reply to owner to clarify the width of the ROW on the ppty and the proposed alignment if the new
line alternative is selected.
Tel message rec’d:
- concern that the project will detract from the usability and value of the property
- request for proof that the ROW agreement allows for the project to be built
Letter rec’d May 29, 2007:

239, 241, 242
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ILM Project - 5L81/82 Property Owners – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Parcel

Comments
- concern that a second power line crossing the property would significantly devalue the property and prejudice the
plans we have for it
- request that we substantiate the claim that the existing right-of-way allows for the additional line
- noted that he opposes the addition of another transmission line

240
245
257
258, 271, 272, 273,
276, 283, 284, 315,
318, 317, 318, 319,
320, 321
259
260
260
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ILM Project - 5L81/82 Property Owners – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Parcel
61

Comments
Attended Mission open house March 1/07:
• Prefer the upgrades alternative to the new line option
• Concern that tree removal will remove entire visual buffer between house and ROW
• Interest in knowing if new lines will mean new towers
• Objection to new lines being closer to the house -- wires will be right up to the house and the property will be
unliveable
• Request for double-circuiting on the property
• Request that BCTC/BC Hydro do a site visit on his property
Mar 8/07 - e-mail rec'd:
- totally opposed to any new towers or hydro lines
- concern about visual effects, environmental (wildlife) impacts, effects on health, decreased property value
- a new line would directly affect him and he would be very devastated if all trees removed
- feels that the new line alternative would totally ruin his property
- concern that project will scare away blue herons that use his pond
- request to come up with some other alternative before ruining so many people's lives
Mar 10/07 - comment sheet:
- not happy about new line alternative
- at open house engineer told him all trees would have to be removed
- - thought that the open house would be about the public expressing their views, finding out about options, different
plans and ideas
- noted his property is like a park with a beautiful pond and huge trees all around
- the trees currently shelter his living space for the existing transmission line - and he is far enough away not to pose a
health hazard like cancer
- he was aware of the easement when he bought the property 9 months ago
- where he has built on his property was the most suitable area to build as the southern portion of his property is
swampy and steep and it would be expensive to build there
- noted that the new line would ruin his way of life
- noted that the hard work he has put in to the property to prepare it for his business would be ruined and the land not
suitable to him
- concern that property value would be ruined
- the new line would pass over a pond on the property that is currently inhabited by blue herons
- noted that there are native artifacts on his property
- request that someone from the project team go to visit his property
- feels that the towers are an eyesore - request for a better designed tower that is more visually appealing
Appendix S-8
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ILM Project - 5L81/82 Property Owners – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Parcel

Comments
Mar 12/07 - e-mail rec'd:
- he is very upset and constantly bothered with the idea of the new line
- has owned his property for 9 months
- put in a lot of hard work getting the property set up to run his business
- feels that the new line would ruin his business
- the new line to the north of the existing towers will take out all of his trees that buffer the existing lines resulting in
health concerns; lost privacy, visual impacts, lower property values
- request for a site visit.
June 5/07 - e-mail rec'd:
- rec'd letter informing him of decision to pursue new line alternative
- feels that we are ignoring him
- very upset that the trees around his house are going to be cleared
- requests that we explore every option to retain his trees (undergrounding, move existing transmission tower)
- expects to be compensated for his property
- feels that the new line is ruining his lifestyle
- when purchased property he and his real estate agent called us and were told that there were no plans in the area for
new towers and lines
August 29/07 - e-mail rec'd:
- wants to know how many trees are going to be removed
- request to top trees rather than removing them
- request that ground cover not be removed
September 14/07 - site visit to Mr. Edmunson's residence at 13280 Sabo Road, Mission
- request that during construction as little damage as possible to the existing ground cover be incurred - he doesn't want
his front yard looking like a clear cut when construction is finished
- would like to choose the contractor for tree removal
- he does not want construction activities to cause stress on his dogs
- would like us to pay for him to develop the other end of his property sot hat he can move his residence and kennel
further away from the right-of-way
September 18/07 - e-mail rec'd:
- concern that tree removal will remove privacy from the road and neighbouring properties
- lack of privacy causes security risk as it will be easy for people to enter his property and steal his valuable puppies
- request for a new gate and fence along his property where the trees are removed
Appendix S-8

8

ILM Project - 5L81/82 Property Owners – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Parcel
262

Comments
Attended Mission open house March 1/07:
- Prefer the upgrades alternative to the new line option
• Concern that property will be greatly impacted
• Concern that property value will plummet
• Concern that mountains are being “butchered and massacred”
• Concern that tree removal will remove entire visual buffer between house and the lines
Mar 20/07 - received e-mail from owner
- the lines run fairly close to their home but surrounding trees hide them from their view
- when they bought the property they thought that the existing line was the only line
- concern that land value will plummet
- feels that the lines are ugly - can't they be made to blend into the surrounding trees and mountains better
- concern about the loss of their mountain view

263
267
269
277, 278, 282

293
294
295
296
297
298

Mar 7/07: e-mail from owner:
- noted that a new transmission line would make his property "virtually useless"
- two parcels - one is a vacation property, one has a permanent residence
- concern that the full time residence would be useless - concerns about safety (EMF), aesthetics, noise
- concern about visual impacts to cabin and lake which is the central feature of this unique and very valuable property
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Scenery Ppty: Jan. 29 phone conversation with owner. He lives in a cabin on the ppty and has plans to build a new
home. He wanted to know if any proposed widening of the ROW would impact their ppty. (No).
Attended Mission OH, March 1/07:
• Concern that the ROW will be expanded onto property and the resulting tree removal and easement would negatively
affect property value and give BC Hydro access to private property
• Concern about tree removal on the ROW and directly beside it resulting in loss of privacy. Interest in BC Hydro
paying for a privacy fence.

299

9

ILM Project - 5L81/82 Property Owners – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Parcel
300

Comments
Feb 2/07 email from owner asking for more details on the potential impact of the proposed new line on his ppty. He
owns 10 acres, 8.26 acres is the ROW.
Attended the Mission open house March 1/07:
• Concern that BC Hydro will expropriate all of the land (since the ROW covers 80% of the property)
• Concern about creek (seasonal flow) that runs along on the north side of the ROW (there is a Queen’s covenant on
the creek)
• Interest in if they will have to find boarding for horses that are currently kept in the ROW
• Request that the new line go on the south side of the ROW
• Interest in how much clearing will be needed
• Interest in knowing the condition of the ROW after construction
• Request to have ROW cleared of stumps and debris for pasture
• Interest in how far apart the towers will be
• Interest in how close the new lines will be to the house

302
303
305
306
306.1
306.2
306.3

Letter, September 11, 2007
- concern that both lines will be visual once trees are removed
- concern that new line will be closer to residence
- concern that property values will fall
- concern about tree removal outside of the easement boundary
- request for information on proximity of new line to easement boundary and the location of towers
- concern about health effects from EMF
- request for information about EMF
Feb 1/07 Email from owner:
- Ppty has an easement on the south portion
- Hopes that BCTC does not or will not add another set of towers and lines along the existing right of way.
- Main concern is family’s long term health and the effects of the power line on the land

Appendix S-8

306.4

Attention OH in Mission, March 1/07
• Concern that tree removal will remove entire visual buffer between house and the lines
- when house was built, they left what they thought would remain as a buffer even if all of the ROW was cleared. They
object to this buffer being removed as part of danger tree management.
- concern that loss of trees will decrease the property value and their enjoyment of their property

10

ILM Project - 5L81/82 Property Owners – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Parcel

Comments
- requested information on where to find scientific research on EMF
Feb 1/07: telephone call to owner to provide information on links to World Health Organization, Health Canada and BC
Centre for Disease Control for more information on EMF and health. Encouraged him to attend one of the open house
sessions.
Feb28/07 - attended open house in Maple Ridge.
• Concern that the location of the new line in the existing right-of-way is closer to house
• Request to move the line to the south side of the right-of-way as it passes parcel 306.004
• Concerned about long-term effects of exposure to EMF
• request that delta towers be used which would reduce EMF levels and reduce horizontal phase spacing resulting in
reduced separation between circuits, reduced clearing widths, reduced ROW requirements and reduced alienation of
land base
• Interest in how far apart the towers will be
• Noted that he is not willing to negotiate with BC Hydro for the additional ROW required to place the new line on the
north side of the ROW as it passes parcel 306.004
May 8/07 - e-mail from owner:
- request that if a new line is to be built, that it be placed to the south of the existing line where it traverses his property
because his neigbour to the south is further from the line than he is
- if the line is placed on the north side of the existing line, it will be uncomfortably close to his home
- request for delta towers as they are narrower
- request that an existing stand of conifers bordering the ROW not be removed
August 23/07 - e-mail from owner:
- request that the new line be place on the south side of the existing line
- request that no tower be placed on the property to the west of his property
- request that mature trees that border the northern boundary of the right-of-way not be removed

307
308
309
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September 14/07 - Site visit at owner’s property:
- would not give up any more land or have his trees cut to accommodate a new line
- request that new tower be placed on the property to the west of him
- request for information on construction activites, i.e., what equipment would be used, what the equipment will be doing
and how that will impact his property
- does not want construction or maintenance crews using his driveway to access the ROW
- questions about health impacts from living in close proximity to high voltage transmission lines

ILM Project - 5L81/82 Property Owners – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Parcel
310
311
312
313
334
336

340
353
354
355, 356, 361, 362,
363, 364
358

359
365
366, 367, 368
370
371
372, 373, 374, 375,
376
377, 378, 379, 380,
381

Comments

Scenery Property: Correctional Facility - Scenery so no impact on ppty.
Feb 13/07: Owner called following receipt of our letter. He plans to expand his business on the ppty and would like to
find out more about our plans and let us know what they are planning. Faxed information about upcoming open house
sessions.

Feb 28/07 – Owner attended open house in Maple Ridge:
- concern which side of the ROW the new line would be constructed
- concern about water well northwest of the property (southwest of 5L82 w/in the ROW) - construction could put
sediment in the water or dry it up
- requested a copy of ortho map
- interest in the project schedule
- interest in the construction process

Feb. 6/07: Call from son of owner. Asked where the proposed new line would go in relation to existing line (to the north
so would not impact their ppty greatly – unlikely that any additional ROW will be required in the area of their ppty).
July 4/07 – telephone conversation:
- wants to know if the requirement to widen the ROW by 36 metres in some locations would impact his properties

382
Meeting with staff of the owner on December 21/06. Presentation to Community Advisory Board for the ppty on Feb.
19/07.
July 30, 2007 - phone call from researcher:
- concern that the project will impact ongoing research projects (some for as long as 25 years)
- request that we provide a schedule of EA consultants working in the field or call one day in advance to let them know

Appendix S-8
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ILM Project - 5L81/82 Property Owners – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Parcel

Comments
that consultants will be there
August 7, 2007 - e-mail from researcher:
- concern that the Project would impact a weir on south Creek, 10 km north of the northern edge of the existing cleared
area for 5L82
- tree removal around the weir would have major impact on the data obtained from the weir and would be inconsitent
witht he experimental design associated with South Creek.
- concern that the weir itself and instruments would be threatened by falling trees
- request that no clearing occur north of the existing cleared area (for 5L82) in the vicinity of South Creek

391, 392

398,403, 404, 405,
407

August 7 - e-mail from researcher:
- they have a new wireless sensor network in the watershed east of South Creek weir and do longer term CO2
measurements in the stream that are very sensitive to any forest removal or other disturbing factors
- concern that they would need to move all equipment that are in the watershed and theywould have an unuseable time
series
- request that the new line be placed to the south of the existing transmission line in the vicinity of South Creek
Phone call from owner’s son, July 4, 2007
- interest in knowing when the line was built
- interest in knowing if the ROW agreement allows for the extra line - requested a copy of the ROW Agreement
- interest in knowing how the project will effect the property
- concern that the project will jeopardize the development potential of the property
- interest in knowing what BCTC is doing to minimize the impact of the project
- current line in a valley traversing the property so not as much impact to views - would like it to stay that way
Meeting with Mgr of business on the ppty May 16/07.
May 17/07 letter from owner:
- concerns about impact of new line construction on farm operations
- heavy construction equipment will compact soil
- digging will mix sub soils with topsoil affecting nutrient value and change ph
- dust could create plant health problems
- construction during pollination could effect yield and jeopardize bee colonies
- land loss from towers and resulting inefficiencies with equipment and personnel having to work around towers
- aerial spraying would be impossible in area around towers
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June 07/07 e-mail rec’d.:
-interest in whether BCTC has sufficient land within the current ROW to built a 2nd power line
402
409
410
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ILM Project - 5L81/82 Property Owners – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Parcel
411

Comments
Feb 21/07: Attended the Coquitlam open house and spoke to project team members about the work involved with the
proposed new line alternative.
Feb 22/07: e-mail from owner:
- the property has been in his family since 1928 (5 generations)
- He and his wife have made significant improvements to the property i.e. trails, buildings, structures
- their trail building has been praised by a field rep with the Ministry of the Environment
- there is a lot of wildlife on their property
- past grievance with BCH re clear-cutting without notification - a positive working relationship has been established
- prefers the upgrade alternative
- extended an invitation to the project team to visit the property

416
421
422
424
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ILM Project - 5L81/82 Property Owners – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Parcel

Comments

442

E-mails: March 5, March 7, March 17, 2007
- There is no transmission line ROW on her property. Her property borders the existing 5L82 ROW
- The area in which her property is situated is subject to potential soil instability.
- There was a mud slide in 1989 that occurred on her property. Even though BCH did not take responsibility for causing
the slide (due to structure 151/4) BCH paid for the clean up on the property. Also BC Hydro entered into a ROW
agreement on her property to construct and maintain pipes, drains, ditches, culverts, retaining walls and slide barrier
walls to control possible mud slides affecting the lands and to prevent slides from crossing Pipeline Road.
- Feels that poor site preparation for tower 151/4 is causing the mud slides so she is very concerned about any new
towers built near the existing one
- Cites the geotechnical engineer's report on the 1989 mud slide (Hardy BBT Limited, File VG-05289, November 21,
1989) that the site was ill prepared and recommendations for the long terms solution was to move tower 151/4. She
understands that the shoring and drainage work was a short term measure. She feels that the drainage install was not
enough and that the area to the north of the "worked on area" needed work as well. On March 11, 2007 there was a
mud slide on this area.

443

telephone message received from owner, Friday July 6/07:
- not happy about the project
- last time "the whole mountain came down"
- the property wasn't cleaned up after the first line was built
- "it's not going to happen"
Telephone conversation with owner, Friday, July 6/07
- the original property owner
- frustrations stem from a landslide in the area in 1989 that cause extensive damage to her property - believes that the
landslide occurred because the land was disturbed when the original line went in
- BCH has ROW in the area to manage the slide potential, landowner is frustrated with the limitations to land use that
the ROW agreement imposes
- frustration that the culvert installed by BCH to manage the water flow in the area is causing all of the trees to die
(drowning their roots)
- feels that the project is going to cause further mass wasting in the area due to the instability of the slope

452.1
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ILM Project - 5L81/82 Property Owners – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Parcel

Comments

454,460

Feb 3/07: telephone conversation with the General Manager at the Golf Club. Meeting organized for Friday, Feb. 16/07
at 9 a.m.
Feb 16/07: BCTC met with golf course General Manager and staff to brief them on the project. Concern about new line
impact on their golf course. The course employs 300 people. The upgrades option is their preferred alternative. GM
interested in the timing of construction work and how the project would be paid for. BCTC advised that double circuiting
in the area near the golf course is an alternative we are studying with regard to the new T/L alternative. Staff took us on
a tour of the course next to the ROW. Their works yard and shop is right next to the ROW.
Feb 21/07: Attended the Coquitlam open house. They would prefer double circuiting if the new line alternative is
chosen. They are very keen to stay involved in the process.
Mar 13/07 letter rec’d:
- they understand 3 options for the project: new single circuit transmission line, new transmission line double circuit on
their property, upgrades option
- most supportive of the upgrades option and the double circuit option
- concern about effects of single circuit line
- tree removal on the right side of the 5th hole significantly impact the aesthetics of the hole and increase difficulty as
golf balls no longer kept in play by the tree density (this hole is the longest and is rated as one of the best par fours in
B.C.); would require golfers to play additional shots which would slow play
- removal of tree density around the 5th hold and green (#1 ranked handicap hole) would significantly impact the
aesthetics of the hole and make the hole more difficult as golf balls no longer kept in play by the tree density; would
require golfers to play additional shots which would slow play
- The golf course is recognized as a marquee golf property - reputation dependent upon playability, aesthetics and
environmental factors. The disturbance of any one or more of these characteristics can have a disproportional negative
impact on the credibility of the property as a prime golf experience
- request to be consulted before any decision adverse to their interest is made.
July 9, 2007 - meeting with Westwood Plateau Golf & Country Club
- WPG&CC would support any alternative that won't increase the footprint of the existing line
- would like to see as many trees as possible and have their works yard remain where it is
- interest in going underground
- would prefer t hat new structures be placed beside existing ones
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456

August 23/07 - meeting with Westwood Plateau Golf & Country Club
- concern about tree removal and the impact on the aesthetics of the golf course and the player's golf experience
- interest in vegetation management plan and mitigation options for the golf course
Jan. 31/07: Glen called to ask what side of the existing line the new line would go on (north). Would it be on towers or
a single pole (towers). Where would the new towers be placed (beside existing towers). Gave him details of Coquitlam
Open house on Feb. 21. He will try to attend. Very pleasant conversation.

ILM Project - 5L81/82 Property Owners – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Parcel

Comments

456.1
456.2
459

Feb. 4/07 - Owner called to ask where the proposed new line would go (north of the existing line). He said that none of
his neighbours had received a letter from us.
Attended Coquitlam open house, Feb 21/07. Comments:
- request for information on existing and new EMF levels within property and right-of-way
- request for information on the type of tower that is to be installed
- request for information on double-circuiting and the effect it has on EMF levels

459.1
459.2
459.3
459.4
459.5
459.6
459.7
459.8
459.9
459.1
459.11
459.12

Jan. 29/07: Owner called to ask where the new line would go in relation to the existing one. Responded that the new
line is the preferred alternative it is proposed to go on the north side of the existing line.
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459.13
459.014
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Municipal and Regional Governments
Consultation Log of Comments Received by Municipal and Regional Governments
as of 30 September 2007
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ILM Project - Municipal & Regional Governments – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Government

Date

Comments

Thompson Nicola
Regional District

Sept 19/06
- Meeting

- concerns about impact on private lands and suggested that lines should be put underground; impact on
private lands; opportunities for employment; water and waste disposal services; concern if there will be
construction camps established - if so, where would they be located?

Harrison Hot
Springs

Sept 29/06
- Meeting

Electoral Area B,
Fraser Valley
Regional District

Sept 29/06
- Meeting

- tourism is a key industry in the community and any widening of the ROW in view of the village is a
concern; Kent Substation, which is located on the northeast corner of the intersection of Hot Spring
Road, is recommended to relocate, however, moving the substation would be costly
Spuzzum First Nations have problems with power surges on 60L10

Fraser Valley
Regional District

Sept 29/06
- Meeting

-concern on the visual impact of ROWs and would prefer to have them underground, especially in
Harrison Hot Springs - a popular tourist attraction

District of Kent

Sept 29/06
- Meeting
Oct 5/06
- Meeting
Oct 5/06
- Meeting
Oct 23/06
- Meeting

-concern of the visual impact of a wider ROW would be a community concern

District of Mission

Oct 31/06
- Meeting

GVRD -Land Use
& Transportation
Committee

Nov 10/06
- Presentation

- concern that if 5L83 alternative is approved, it will run through some yards; municipalities and property
owners are unaware that an existing ROW may be wide enough to accommodate more than one
transmission line
-interest in potential impact on agricultural; would like to see GVRD staff involved in the environmental
review of the project

Fraser Valley
Regional District

Jan 23/07
- Meeting

Thompson Nicola
Regional District

Jan 25/07
- Meeting

City of Coquitlam
District of Maple
Ridge
City of Coquitlam

-interested in whether or not ROW passes through Minnekhada Regional Park
- interest in the impacts on Golden Ears Park, which is one of the most used parks in the Province
Comments and questions asked and answered during the meeting:
Series of comments/questions pertaining to transmission line maintenance, radio and noise interference;
interest in the addition of mid-span structures instead of raising towers;
Does raising a tower affect radio interference? What would be the impact on rates? Will there be an
increase in noise at Meridian SS? Will the increase in capacity result in an impact to nearby residents
from increased EMF? BC Hydro has recently acquired a portion of land next to Meridian is that part of
this project?
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Questions - What about payments to electoral districts for utility infrastructure? Is there any statutory
obligation for FVRD to sign-off on the ILM Project? Where is the power coming from? Will there be extra
generating facilities built - Site C?
- Questions - Are there any plans to build new transmission lines to communities that don't have power?
Do we expect to have enough skilled labour to build new lines? In the North Thompson area, have we
looked at a connection between Mica and Blue River? People continue to use more power - could it be
because our rates are so low? Why are transmission costs not shown on homeowners' electrical bills?
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ILM Project - Municipal & Regional Governments – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Government

Date

City of Abbotsford

Jan 29/07
- meeting

City of Coquitlam

Feb 22/07
- letter

District of Mission

Feb 26/07
- Presentation

Harrison Hot
Springs

Jan 22/07
- Presentation

City of Coquitlam

Feb 6/07
- Meeting

District of
Squamish
Lillooet,
Pemberton
District of Kent

Jan 31/07
- Meeting

District of Maple
Ridge

Feb 12/07
- Meeting

Feb 5/07
- Meeting

Comments
- interest in percentage of new capacity for export
- interest in increased EMF levels for line upgrade in Abbotsford
- interest in if recontouring will be required
- interest in new circuit in the Pemberton-Squamish corridor
- transmission lines and supporting towers are unattractive and detract from the aesthetic appeal of the
City
- concern about the residual effects from electric and magnetic fields
- request that BCTC focus on demand side management and energy efficiency measures
-main concerns surrounded tree farming and timber licenses; Mission wants to know if BCTC's project
will impact their area and if they would be compensated for any impact; other questions pertained to the
sincerity of the public consultation process; why we are not pursuing green energy options and why our
decision criteria do not include "economic impact" to communities
-interest in the alternatives and nonwire options available in Harrison Hot Springs
Comments and questions asked and answered during the meeting:
EMF concerns; Will demand side management reduce the need for transmission? What is the feasibility
of burying transmission lines? Will there be an environmental review for each alternative? With the
upgrades option, will there be power outages while the work is going on?
SLRD has concerns about IPP development in the area - previous land use issues with IPP projects; the
community doesn't want any new transmission lines in Pemberton Valley; Areas of interest also include 1) exact location of new towers; 2) whether or not there is any flexibility on the location of the new towers;
3) increased power levels (EMF)
Comments and questions asked and answered during the meeting:
When is the peak demand for power - winter or summer? Is there a lot of power lost through line losses?
What is the route of the transmission line in the Kent area? Do you already have a ROW for the proposed
new line? Does the community have any input? Where's the extra power coming from to meet the
demand? If a new transmission line is built, would it need to be upgraded in the future?
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Comments and questions asked and answered during the presentation:
Why was transmission separated from BC Hydro? Has there been any discussion about using the
existing ROW for transportation? Where does the power come from? Is it possible to remove the 69kV
lines on Dewdney Truck Road if a new line goes into the North? Why is Burrard being proposed to be
taken out of service in 2014? Are there any plans to use demand side management to manage usage?
What about the environmental impacts of the new line proposal?
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ILM Project - Municipal & Regional Governments – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Government

Date

Comments

Feb 6/07
- Meeting

Comments and questions asked and answered during the presentation:
EMF concerns expressed. Where is the new transmission line proposed in Pitt Meadows? Does BCTC
have a ROW agreement or do we own the property? Is this a case of shortage of power or capacity? Do
both alternatives provide enough capacity to meet the need? Where will the new ROW need to be
acquired? Why is there no environmental review required for the upgrades alternative? Would the
upgrades alternative give us the energy we need and have less environmental impacts? Will there be
additional public consultation if the new transmission line alternative is selected? Why does BCTC have
to do public consultation?
- impact to the City's trail system along the "Coquitlam Crunch"; degree of impact depends upon whether
or not BCTC's equipment access routes intersect with the trail route
- impact to dog off-leash site at "Coquitlam Crunch"
- require trail closures to ensure public safety during construction
- due to trail closures and proximity of upgrades alternative to schools and several residential
neighbourhoods requires public notification and consultation and public advisory notices about
construction sites and access locations on trails

City of Coquitlam

Feb 16/07 Report of the
General
Manager
,Planning and
Development
for Council

City of Abbotsford

March 16/07
- letter to BCTC

- request that the Precautionary Principle be invoked at this stage of the planning process with regard to
EMF
- concern about the link between EMF and childhood leukemia as an increasing population will be
exposed to EMF over time (Abbotsford's development is restricted to land adjacent to or near the existing
power line corridors)
- concern that reliance on the existing line has the probability of any potential power interruption in the
Lower Mainland due to extreme weather events, acts of terrorism
- request that BCTC use a more remote route such as north of the Fraser river or through the Pemberton
Valley rather than the existing corridor through the heavily urbanized portion of Abbotsford.

Greater
Vancouver
Regional District

April 24, 2007 phone call to
M. Holland

- interest in potential impacts to a proposed 75 km trail that will parallel some parts of the ROW that runs
between Maple Ridge and Mission.
- interest in potential visual impacts in the area

Village of
Harrison Hot
Springs

May 8, 2007,
meeting with
Golder
Associates

- concern about negative effects to tourism
- request that road upgrades to Ruby Creek Forest Road required for construction access be available to
HHS as an alternate emergency access route
- noted that riparian areas will need to be addressed through construction
- concern about health effects related to EMF and construction activities (dust and noise)
- interest in the use of goods and services during construction
- noted that houses/businesses in the buffer zone use wells
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City of Pitt
Meadows
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ILM Project - Municipal & Regional Governments – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Government
District of Kent

Fraser Valley
Regional District

Date

Comments

May 8, 2007,
meeting with
Golder
Associates
May 30, 2007 meeting with
Golder
Associates

- request that road upgrades to Ruby Creek Forest Road required for construction access be available to
Kent as an alternate emergency access route
- visual impacts may be a public concern
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- perception of drainage concerns in the creek flowing into Stave Lake. Access road construction could
resolve these perceived issues
- film studio in the study area (Virtue Studios) could have potential concerns about noise impacts
- noted that Cascade Creek is a very active creek that floods sometimes
- noted that study scope should include areas with development permit applications
- Mission area only has two existing access roads - construction impact to traffic is a concern, particularly
along Sylvester Road which is relative narrow and windy
- request to maintain access to back country areas
- interest in if the project traverses the Norrish Creek watershed
- noted that Hatzic Prairie community derives income from agriculture and reducing available land could
have significant economic impacts
- noted that FVRD would likely favour a southern alignment option
- noted potential for a new subdivision in Yale
- visual impacts a key concern for Yale community as they may have a negative effect on economic
growth. Noted preference for stacking lines rather than building side by side.
- noted Electoral area B (Cultus Lake area) interested in recreational trails to tie into a recreational
economy
- noted that an access road would be helpful for community forest tenure
- property owners' concern with access to property during construction
- noted that the FVRD feels that people in rural communities may derive less benefit from the power line,
but are impacted
- noted perceived public health risk from electric and magnetic fields
- interest in economic opportunities for local equipment operators and foresters
- request for broad consultation about the project
- concern that they have not been adequately consulted regarding the alternatives
- request for information on why the new line alternative was chosen
- concern about clearing activities and the impact to the watershed
- interest in amenity agreements to mitigate community impacts (could partner with community on a local
project)
- request that existing ROW is maximized
- request to mitigate visual impacts by exploring opportunities to make structures "fit in" with community
setting
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ILM Project - Municipal & Regional Governments – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Date

Comments

City of Abbotsford

June 15, 2007 letter to BCTC

- grateful to BCTC for both listening to Abbotsford's concerns and taking them into consideration when
identifying a preferred alternative
- believe that this route is the better choice

District of Mission

June 19, 2007 meeting with
Golder
Associates

- during construction, access (especially to the municipal forest) must remain open
- perceived impacts to right to subdivide property may have impacts on property values
- concern t hat some lots may be completely encumbered by the transmission line
- assessment should consider impacts of user of Hayward Reservoir Trail
- noise impacts on Rolley Lake Provincial Park should be considered through the noise assessment
- noted no perceived impact in the area of the landfill site
- project unlikely to pose any visual issues in Rolley Lake Provincial Park
- need to know how much clearing is required in municipal forest, and whether areas can be replanted
- Mission Tree Farm needs to be consulted, especially if clearing is required into this area
- Municipal Forest is a economic generator for the municipality therefore impacts should be considered
not only in forestry discipline
- concern that some lots in Steelhead area may be completely encumbered by the transmission line
- concern about property values
- concern about potential traffic impacts - request for information about traffic management during
construction
- concern about potential economic impact of clearing - cutting trees that are not yet marketable. Interest
in discussing impacts and potential mitigation measures.
- potential effects of the project on OCP plans not identified
- economic effects in Mission not identified given that the Project will not be in a core economic area
- consider the Parks and Trails Master Plan as District of Mission is building on this with a focus on
tourism

District of Maple
Ridge

June 19, 2007 meeting with
Golder
Associates

- the study area is Maple Ridge's largest industrial area
- concern that Blaney Bog area could be impacted
- concern about the impact of corridors spreading wildfires. Request to incorporate Maple Ridge Wildfire
Protection Measures (Fire Smart)
- concern about the effects on groundwater and quality of drinking water in Blue Mountain area (aquifer
and well system)
- noted industrial areas as having less significant impacts than residential areas
- noted that environment, recreation and visual are likely to be key issues in Maple Ridge
- interest in the potential of the Project to facilitate development in the ROW, e.g. a parking lot that could
complement industrial use
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Government
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ILM Project - Municipal & Regional Governments – Comments received as at 30 September 2007
Government

Date

Comments

District of Mission

letter rec'd,
June 28, 2007

- concern that expansion to the existing right-of-way will alienate forestry land from TFL 26 and have
detrimental effects on the overall economics and viability of th4e operation
- request for techniques that would minimize the use of additional land for this project
- concern that additional clearing outside of the ROW will impact the TFL as stands will be harvested
before they reach the merchantable timber stage
- request to meet with the forestry consultant
- request that any road closure are designed to minimize impacts to forest harvesting operations
- request that potential to recreational trails are taken into account
- concern that the project will impact environmentally sensitive areas
- interest in potential compensation projects within the District, as potentially required by DFO
- concern that the project could impact subdivision opportunities of residential lots
- concern about the integrity of water line from Cannell Lake, serving Abbotsford and Mission

City of Coquitlam

August 23,
2007 - meeting

- will help to manage public access to Eagle Mountain Park during construction
- BCTC will work with City to development signage for park and trails in the area
- interest in potential impact to parking lot as the park has been used as a film site and large film trailers
use the lot

Metro Vancouver

August 31,
2007 - e-mail
to BCTC

- interest in the Project Description filed with the EAO
- interest in the land and resource impact assessment studies as part of the environmental assessment
process

Metro Vancouver

September 17,
2007 – meeting

- interest in knowing who BCTC has met with at GVRD since project start- interest in knowing who BCTC
has met with at GVRD since project start
- interest in project impacts on or opportunities for future greenways
- interest in recreation opportunities along the ROW
- interest in compensation for destroyed habitat and/or tree removal

Appendix S-8

6

Appendix S-9

ILM Project
Summary of Topics for Issues and Comments Received as of 30 September 2007
The following tables list the topics for the issues and comments received from property
owners, Municipal and Regional governments, interested parties and the general public,
The tables indicate whether input was provided by the general public and interested
parties (GP), municipal/regional governments (G), property owners (PO), or all three. It
also lists the number of times each topic was raised.

GENERAL INPUT
Comment/Issue Topic
Interest in public consultation process
Interest in employment opportunities
Interest in potential of non-wires solutions
Potential impact on rates
Interest in project benefits
Interest in electricity trade
Interest in alternatives to the project
Noted that the project involves essential infrastructure and is
a well thought-out solution

GP
6
2
2
3
2
1
4
2

G
4
1
3
1
2
1
2

PO TOTAL
10
3
5
4
4
2
6
2

INPUT ON UPGRADE TO EXISTING CIRCUITS ALTERNATIVE
Comment/Issue Topic
Potential visual impacts
Potential recreational impacts
Interest in and/or concern regarding electric and magnetic
fields (EMF)
Concern about nuisance shocks and induction
Interest in effectiveness of upgrades to ensure system
stability
Potential increase in noise from lines
Interest in number and location of towers (e.g. in Coquitlam)
Potential impacts on land use (e.g. hydrology of property,
irrigation equipment)

Page 1

GP
3
1
7

G
1
1
3

3
3

1

3
4

1

1
1
4

1
1
2

PO TOTAL
4
2
10

1
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NEW TRANSMISSION LINE ALTERNATIVE
Comment/Issue Topic
Potential visual impacts
Potential recreational impacts (e.g. bike trails near Pitt River)
Potential impacts on trees from widening of existing right-ofway
Interest in and/or concern regarding electric and magnetic
fields (EMF)
Potential impact on property values
Interest in proposed access routes to right-of-way on property
Suggestions regarding alternative route alignments
Interest in potential of undergrounding of lines
Potential impact to agricultural land
Potential environmental impacts
Interest in environmental review process
Potential radio interference
Interest in placement of structures and width of right-of-way
Interest in construction methodology
Potential economic impacts
Interest in compensation for impacts to property
Potential increase in noise
Potential impacts on land use (e.g. land stability)
Request for alternative transmission infrastructure

Page 2

GP
6
1
5

G
9
7
5

PO TOTAL
15
30
8
10
20

6

3

12

21

2
6

16
3
5
4
2
7
1
1
3
4
2
2
1
9
3

18
11
12
9
5
25
4
3
6
8
5
5
4
12
4

2
3
3
9
1
1
2
2
2

1

2
3
9
2
1
1
2
1
3
3
3

Interior - Lower Mainland Project
First Nations Briefing
October 2006
Appendix S-10

Today

• Roles of BC Hydro and BCTC
• Why improve the transmission system?
• What are the options?
• Key Dates and Activities
Appendix S-10

• First Nations Involvement

Roles of BC Hydro and BCTC

• BC Hydro is the asset owner of
the transmission system
• BCTC plans, operates and
maintains BC Hydro’s
transmission system
Appendix S-10

Why?
• Transmission system improvements
are required to meet growing electricity
needs.
• BC Hydro’s Integrated Electricity Plan
identified the need:
Appendix S-10

– To serve growing electricity demand
– To accommodate increases in new
generation resources.

Options
BCTC is looking at four alternatives:
1. Upgrade existing infrastructure
2. New transmission line – a new 500 kV Power
Line between Nicola Substation near Merritt and
Meridian Substation in Coquitlam
3. Non-wire options – local generation,
Conservation, (i.e.: Power Smart)
4. Do nothing – continue to rely on the existing
transmission system
Appendix S-10

Option 1
Upgrade Existing Lines
• System upgrades to four existing
transmission lines which could involve:
– improvements at several substations
– new equipment between the substations
– selectively raising existing towers
– replacing wires on one or more of the
existing lines
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Opportunities for First Nations
Option 1
• Possibility of increased work in the area
– Environmental Archaeological assessments,
traditional use studies and Traditional Knowledge
studies
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Option 2
New Transmission Line
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A 500 kV transmission line from Nicola (Merritt) to
Meridian (Coquitlam) substations (approximately 250 km)
– A right-of-way exists for 70% of corridor (some limited
right-of-way widening would be required
– New right-of-way will be required for the balance of the
proposed route is on Crown Land
– A 500 kV series capacitor station, near mid-point of
corridor
– Both British Columbia Utilities Commission and
Environmental Assessment Office review would be
required

Opportunities for First Nations
Option 2
Potential Employment Opportunities
– Vegetation Management
– Archaeological Monitoring
– Environmental Monitoring
– Traditional Use Studies
– Traditional Knowledge Studies
– Management
– Construction and Sub trades
Appendix S-10

Option 3
Non-Wires Options
If no increase in transmission capacity from the
Interior to the Lower Mainland, the following options
will be considered within the next 10-years:
• Additional dependable generation in coastal regions
(Lower Mainland, Vancouver Island)
• Conservation (e.g.: Power Smart)
• Additional imports
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Option 4
Do Nothing
• Not a viable option given increasing, longterm demands for power
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Existing Transmission
Corridor

Appendix S-10

Existing Transmission
Corridor
Crosses overlapping traditional territory
asserted by approximately 30 First
Nations.
Diverse Range of Habitat
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Existing Transmission
Corridor

Appendix S-10

Existing Transmission
Corridor
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Existing Transmission
Corridor

Appendix S-10

Existing Transmission
Corridor
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Existing Transmission
Corridor

Appendix S-10

Existing Transmission
Corridor
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Key Dates & Activities
•

Aug-Sep 06 BC Hydro will be meeting with First Nations
to discuss need, identify potential issues in
their communities and how they wish to be
involved.

•

Oct 06

File project description for transmission line
alternative with BC Environmental
Assessment Office

•

Nov 06

Draft Terms of Reference for environmental
studies issued for review and comment
from First Nations, public, provincial
agencies, landowners
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Key Dates & Activities
• Jan-Feb 07

Open Houses in key locations along
corridor to provide information to the
public about the need, options,
regulatory review processes, schedule

• Sep 06-May 07

Ongoing consultations between BC
Hydro and First Nations

• June 07

BCTC decision on preferred option
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Key Dates & Activities
If new transmission line is the preferred option:
Finalize Terms of Reference for
environmental studies

• Fall

Submit CPCN application to BCUC

• Summer

CPCN issued

• Summer

Environmental Assessment application

• Spring
• Fall 2014

Environmental Assessment Certificate
Earliest in-service date
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• June

First Nations’ Involvement
In 2005 we heard:
• Concerns were raised about the cumulative impacts
of transmission lines (wildlife, land use).
• Community members want more information on the
health and safety issues related to transmission lines
(EMF, aging lines and towers, shocks, etc.);
• Employment and economic development
opportunities;
• Concerns about lack of reliable and quality power;
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How can you be involved?
• Drop by the Booth
• Schedule a meeting
• Email us
• Phone us
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Interior to Lower Mainland
Transmission Reinforcement
Project
November 2006

Appendix S-12

Proposed Agenda
•
•
•
•

Background
Reinforcement Options
Upgrade Option
New Line Option
–
–
–
–
–

Proposed Routing
EAO Process
Project Description
Decision Criteria
Schedule
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• Discussion of Preferred Consultation
• Capacity Funding
• Discussion/Next Steps

Background

•
•
•
•

Roles of BCTC and BC Hydro
Where does the Power come from?
Energy demand on the rise
Need to reinforce the system
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Reinforcement Options
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BCTC is analyzing several alternatives to reinforce the Interior to
Lower Mainland transmission system. They include:
– Upgrade Existing Lines – a package of system upgrades to
existing circuits
– New Transmission Line – a new 500 kV circuit from the Nicola
Substation near Merritt to the Meridian Substation in Coquitlam
There are other potential “Non Wires” solutions that could
defer the need for additional transmission:
– Additional coastal generation
– Higher Demand Side Management targets
– Additional imports from the US

Upgrade Option
• Upgrades to four existing transmission lines
could involve:
– Replacing and upgrading some equipment at
several substations
– Replacing some overhead lines
– Selectively raising existing towers (3 to 8 m)
– Recontouring in some locations (.5 to 1m)
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New Line Option
A 500 kV transmission line from Nicola (near Merritt) to Meridian
(Coquitlam) substations (approximately 240 km)
– Existing rights-of-way cross First Nations reserve land
– Widening in a number of sections of the existing right-of-way
(70kms) would be done on Crown land and some private parcels
– Approximately 30km of new statutory right-of-way would be
required all on Crown land
– Approximately 70% of the new line could be located within
existing rights-of way
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– A new station, near mid-point of corridor will be needed

Proposed Routing
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Transmission Corridor
• The Nicola to Meridian Transmission line
option would cross through environmentally
sensitive areas, including:
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• Lundbom & Hamilton Commonages (Nicola Valley)
• Anderson Landscape Unit (East Fraser Canyon)
• Proposed Harrison – Chehalis Wildlife Management Area
(Harrison Hot Springs)
• Mission Municipal Forest (Stave Lake)
• Proposed Blue Mountain Protected Area (Maple Ridge)
• Malcolm Knapp Research Forest (Maple Ridge)
• Pitt Polder (Pitt Meadows)

Preliminary Structure Design

The delta configuration is the preliminary design for most
of the route.
• reduced right-of-way & clearing widths,
• increased power transfer capability
• reduced electric and magnetic field (EMF) levels.
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Conventional configurations may be
used depending on terrain & weather
loading conditions.

Transmission Corridor - Parks
• The Nicola to Meridian transmission line may cross or
be located in proximity to:
• 5 Provincial Parks:
»
»
»
»

Alexandra Bridge
Sasquatch
Rolley Lake
Golden Ears

» Pinecone-Burke

• 2 Ecological Reserves:
» Yale Garry Oak
» Pitt Polder

» Cascade Falls
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• 1 Regional Park:

Regulatory Process
•

If the Nicola to Meridian Transmission line option is selected it will:
– Require A Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
(CPCN) from the BC Utilities Commission.
– Be reviewed under the BC Environmental Assessment Act.
– Be reviewed under the Canadian Environmental Assessment
Act:
• Fisheries Act
• Navigable Waters Protection Act
– Be a harmonized BCEAA/CEAA review process.
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EAO Process
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Environmental Assessment
Project Description
• Contents:
–
–
–
–
–
–
–

BCTC Corporate Information
Project Justification
Project Components and Infrastructure
First Nations Engagement
Public Consultation
Scope of Environmental Assessment
Schedule
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Environmental Assessment
Topics
• Assessment topics would include:
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
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–
–
–
–

Terrestrial Biophysical Wildlife and Vegetation
Fisheries & Aquatic Habitat
Geotechnical and Natural Hazards Assessment
Visual Quality Impact Assessment
Hydrology & Water Use / Quality Assessment
EMF Assessment
Archaeological Overview Assessment & Heritage
Assessment
Air Quality and Noise Assessment
Screening Level Assessment of Contaminated Sites
Socio-Economic Assessment
Land and Resource Use Assessment

Decision Criteria
BCTC executive will decide on the preferred alternative in May 2007
based on the following:
•
•
•
•
•

Capacity
Cost
Losses
Reliability
Outcome of BCUC review
of BC Hydro’s Integrated
Electricity Plan

• First Nations input
• Public input
• Social & Environmental
effects
• Transmission Customer
Benefits
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Schedule
Commence Public /First Nations Consultation

Summer 2006

Initiate EA Process for Transmission Line Alternative

November 2006

Commence Environmental Studies

January 2007

BCTC Decision on Preferred Alternative

May 2007

Commence EAO Process

Fall 2008

Target Regulating Approval

Fall 2009

Construction Period

Fall 2009-2014

Target in-Service Date

Fall 2014
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Discussion of Preferred
Consultation
Consultation Phases:
–Information Sharing
–Issue Identification
–Effects Assessment
–Effects Mitigation
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–Effects Benefit Opportunities

Capacity Funding

Letter of offer funding for:
• Review Project Description
• Participation in the EAO Working Group
• Input into Terms of Reference

Capacity Funding Agreement/Budget and Payment Schedule
• For the options definition phase
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• May not be required if project is deferred

Discussions/Next Steps

• Outstanding Issues or Concerns
• Accept funding letter
• Review Draft Capacity Funding Agreement
• Next Meeting Dates: January - February 2007
Appendix S-12
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Roles of BC Hydro and BCTC

• BC Hydro is the asset owner of
the transmission system
• BCTC plans, operates and
maintains BC Hydro’s
transmission system
Appendix S-12

Transmission System

System Snapshot:
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• 18,200 circuit km of transmission circuits
• 260 substations
• 75,000 hectares of right-of-way
• Interconnected to Alberta and
the Pacific Northwest for over three
decades
• 85% generation from major dams in
Peace/Columbia regions
• 70% of load in Lower Mainland/Vancouver
Island

Where Does the Power Come From?
• Key generation resources
are located in the
northeast and southeast
of the Province
• Generation is continuing
to be located far away
from major load centres in
the Lower Mainland
• Transmission is needed to
connect generation and
load
Appendix S-12

BC Hydro’s Integrated Electricity Plan and BCTC
System Planners have identified the need to
reinforce the transmission system between the
Interior and the Lower Mainland by 2014

Energy Demand on the Rise
BC’s economy is growing and
so is our need for electricity

•

The population of the Lower
Mainland is expected to grow
from 2.5 million to
approximately 3.4 million over
the next 20 years*

•

Demand for electricity in BC is
expected to grow by as much as
45 per cent over the next 20
years
Source: *Urban Futures Institute
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•

The Need to Reinforce the System

The existing Interior to Lower Mainland transmission system is
reaching capacity.
The demand on the system in BC has grown 21% over the last 15
years.
1990

2005

Peak
Demand (MW)

7,373

9,317

Transmission
System (KM)

17,502

18,280

Increase over 15 years
21%

4%
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Implications of Doing Nothing

•
•
•
•
•

Not meeting customers’ needs
Power shortages/Brown outs
Load shedding – shutdown of customer sites
Risk of cascading outages
Loss of trade opportunities – that help keep
rates low
Appendix S-12

Interior to Lower Mainland
Transmission Reinforcement
Project
February 2007
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Proposed Agenda
•
•
•
•

Background
Reinforcement alternatives
Upgrade Option
New Line Option
–
–
–
–
–

Proposed Routing
EAO Process
Project Description
Decision Criteria
Schedule
Appendix S-13

• Discussion of Preferred Consultation
• Capacity Funding
• Discussion/Next Steps
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Background

•
•
•
•

Roles of BCTC and BC Hydro
Where does the Power come from?
Energy demand on the rise
Need to reinforce the system
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Reinforcement Alternatives

Page 3
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BCTC is analyzing several alternatives to reinforce the Interior to
Lower Mainland transmission system. They include:
– Upgrade Existing Lines – a package of system upgrades to
existing circuits
– New Transmission Line – a new 500 kV circuit from the Nicola
Substation near Merritt to the Meridian Substation in Coquitlam
There are other potential “Non Wires” solutions that could
defer the need for additional transmission:
– Additional coastal generation
– Higher Demand Side Management targets
– Additional imports from the US
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Upgrade Option
Upgrades to four existing transmission lines could involve:
– Replacing and upgrading some equipment at several
substations
– Replacing some overhead lines
– Selectively raising existing towers (3 to 8 m)
– Recontouring in some locations (.5 to 1m)

Appendix S-13
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New Line Option
A 500 kV transmission line from Nicola (near Merritt) to Meridian
(Coquitlam) substations (approximately 240 km)
– Existing rights-of-way cross First Nations reserve land
– Widening in a number of sections of the existing right-of-way
(70kms) would be done on Crown land and some private parcels
– Approximately 30km of new statutory right-of-way would be
required all on Crown land
– Approximately 70% of the new line could be located within
existing rights-of way
Appendix S-13

– A new station, near mid-point of corridor will be needed
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Proposed Routing
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Transmission Corridor
• The Nicola to Meridian Transmission line
option would cross through environmentally
sensitive areas, including:

Page 9
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• Lundbom & Hamilton Commonages (Nicola Valley)
• Anderson Landscape Unit (East Fraser Canyon)
• Proposed Harrison – Chehalis Wildlife Management Area
(Harrison Hot Springs)
• Mission Municipal Forest (Stave Lake)
• Proposed Blue Mountain Protected Area (Maple Ridge)
• Malcolm Knapp Research Forest (Maple Ridge)
• Pitt Polder (Pitt Meadows)

Transmission Corridor - Parks
• The Nicola to Meridian transmission line may cross or
be located in proximity to:
• 5 Provincial Parks:
»
»
»
»

Alexandra Bridge
Sasquatch
Rolley Lake
Golden Ears

» Pinecone-Burke

• 2 Ecological Reserves:
» Yale Garry Oak
» Pitt Polder
Appendix S-13

• 1 Regional Park:
» Cascade Falls
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Preliminary Structure Design

The delta configuration is the preliminary design for most
of the route.
• reduced right-of-way & clearing widths,
• increased power transfer capability
• reduced electric and magnetic field (EMF) levels.
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Conventional configurations may be
used depending on terrain & weather
loading conditions.
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Regulatory Process
•

If the Nicola to Meridian Transmission line option is selected, it will:
– Require A Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
(CPCN) from the BC Utilities Commission (BCUC).
– Be reviewed under the BC Environmental Assessment Act.
– Be reviewed under the Canadian Environmental Assessment
Act:
• Fisheries Act
• Navigable Waters Protection Act
– Be a harmonized BCEAA/CEAA review process.

•

If the Upgrade to Existing Circuits option is selected, it will:
– Require A CPCN from the BCUC.
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Regulatory Process
• If the Upgrade to Existing Circuits option is selected, it
will:
– Require A Certificate of Public Convenience and
Necessity (CPCN) from the BC Utilities Commission.
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EAO Process
Pre-Application Phase

Application Review Phase

• Dec 06 to Fall 08

• Fall 08 to Summer 09

• Project Description sent to EAO

• Application is filed with the EAO

• EAO established Working Group
of Federal and provincial
agencies, First Nations and
location governments

• Working Group reviews the
Application

• Terms of Reference for studies
is reviewed and finalized
• Studies undertaken
• Results are reviewed

• EAO drafts an assessment report
• Decision is made to recommend
or not recommend the project to
the Minister of Environment and
Minister of Energy, Mines and
Petroleum Resources
Appendix S-13

• Application is drafted
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Project Description
• A Project Description for the ILM – New Line Option
was sent to the EAO in Dec ‘06. It was posted on the
EAO Project website Dec 18, ’06.
• Contents:
BCTC Corporate Information
Project Justification
Project Components and Infrastructure
First Nations Engagement
Public Consultation
Scope of Environmental Assessment
Schedule

Appendix S-13

–
–
–
–
–
–
–
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Environmental Assessment
Topics
• Assessment topics would include:
–
–
–
–
–
–
–

Appendix S-13

–
–
–
–

Terrestrial Biophysical Wildlife and Vegetation
Fisheries & Aquatic Habitat
Geotechnical and Natural Hazards Assessment
Visual Quality Impact Assessment
Hydrology & Water Use / Quality Assessment
EMF Assessment
Archaeological Overview Assessment & Heritage
Assessment
Air Quality and Noise Assessment
Screening Level Assessment of Contaminated Sites
Socio-Economic Assessment
Land and Resource Use Assessment
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Decision Criteria
BCTC executive will decide on the preferred alternative in May 2007
based on the following:
•
•
•
•
•

Capacity
Cost
Losses
Reliability
Outcome of BCUC review
of BC Hydro’s Integrated
Electricity Plan

•
•
•
•

First Nations input
Public input
Social & Environmental
effects
Transmission Customer
Benefits
Appendix S-13
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Schedule
Summer 2006
December 2006
January 2007
May 2007

If New Transmission Line Alternative is selected:
CPCN Application
EAO Application
Target Regulating Approval
Construction Period
Target in-Service Date

Fall 2007
Fall 2008
Fall 2009
Fall 2009-2014
Fall 2014

If Upgrade to Existing Circuits is selected:
CPCN Application
Construction Period
Target in-Service Date

Fall 2007
Fall 2009-2014
Fall 2014
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Commence Public /First Nations Consultation
Initiate EA Process for Transmission Line Alternative
Commence Environmental Studies
BCTC Decision on Preferred Alternative
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Discussion of Preferred
Consultation
Consultation Phases:
–Information Sharing
–Issue Identification
–Effects Assessment
–Effects Mitigation
Appendix S-13

–Effects Benefit Opportunities
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Capacity Funding

Letter of offer funding for:
• Review Project Description
• Participation in the EAO Working Group
• Input into Terms of Reference

Capacity Funding Agreement/Budget and Payment Schedule
• For the alternatives definition phase
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• May not be required if project is deferred
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Discussions/Next Steps

• Outstanding Issues or Concerns
• Accept funding letter
• Review Draft Capacity Funding Agreement
• Next Meeting Dates: February 2007
Appendix S-13
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Reference Slides
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Roles of BC Hydro and BCTC

• BC Hydro is the asset owner of the transmission
system
• BCTC plans, operates and maintains BC Hydro’s
transmission system
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Where Does the Power Come From?
• Key generation resources
are located in the
northeast and southeast
of the Province
• Generation is continuing
to be located far away
from major load centres in
the Lower Mainland
• Transmission is needed to
connect generation and
load
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BC Hydro’s Integrated Electricity Plan and BCTC
System Planners have identified the need to
reinforce the transmission system between the
Interior and the Lower Mainland by 2014
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Transmission System

System Snapshot:
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• 18,200 circuit km of transmission
circuits
• 260 substations
• 75,000 hectares of right-of-way
• Interconnected with Alberta and the
Pacific Northwest for over three
decades
• 85% generation from major dams in
Peace/Columbia regions
• 70% of load in Lower
Mainland/Vancouver Island
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Energy Demand on the Rise
BC’s economy is growing and
so is our need for electricity

•

The population of the Lower
Mainland is expected to grow
from 2.5 million to
approximately 3.4 million over
the next 20 years*

•

Demand for electricity in BC is
expected to grow by as much as
45 per cent over the next 20
years
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•

Source: *Urban Futures Institute
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The Need to Reinforce the System

The existing Interior to Lower Mainland transmission system is
reaching capacity.
The demand on the system in BC has grown 21% over the last 15
years.
1990

2005

Peak
Demand (MW)

7,373

9,317

Transmission
System (KM)

17,502

18,280

Increase over 15 years
21%

4%
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Implications of Doing Nothing

•
•
•
•
•

Not meeting customers’ needs
Power shortages/Brown outs
Load shedding – shutdown of customer sites
Risk of cascading outages
Loss of trade opportunities – that help keep
rates low
Appendix S-13
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Project Update
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Interior to Lower Mainland (ILM)
Transmission Project
Since our last Project Update in June 2007, the
ILM Project Team has focused on:

To ensure we can continue to meet the

hosting open houses in communities
along the proposed route

electricity needs of growing BC communities,
BC Transmission Corporation (BCTC) has announced that it will

continuing environmental studies
preparing our application to the BC Utilities Commission

seek the necessary approvals to construct a new 500 kilovolt (kV)
transmission line, mostly along the existing right-of-way from the

meeting with interested parties

Nicola Substation near Merritt to the Meridian Substation in Coquitlam

responding to questions and comments about the Project

— the largest expansion to BC’s transmission system in 30 years.

BC’s new Energy Plan

The BC Energy Plan (www.energyplan.gov.bc.ca)
identifies a number of objectives for BCTC including
grid expansion, energy conservation, innovation and
enhanced reliability to benefit British Columbians.
When completed, the ILM Project will reinforce the
capacity of the ILM transmission system providing
clean, renewable energy from BC’s heritage hydro
generation resources and independent power producers
in the North and Southern Interior. By ensuring the
most efficient transfer of electricity, the ILM Project
will retain energy that otherwise would be lost —
enough energy to supply 30,000 to 50,000 homes per
year. This directly supports the Energy Plan’s goal of
self-sufficiency. The project also ensures continued
access to electricity trade revenues used to keep the
cost of energy competitive for all British Columbians.

Interior to Lower Mainland Transmission Project
FROM THE PEACE RIVER
GENERATING SYSTEM
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Environmental Review

As part of the pre-application phase of the
environmental review, on June 1, 2007, BCTC submitted
the draft Terms of Reference to the BC Environmental
Assessment Office (BCEAO).
The draft Terms of Reference provide the framework for
the content of the Environmental Assessment Certificate
Application. Information includes the scope of technical
studies and consultation processes with the public and
First Nations throughout the environmental assessment
process.
After a review by BCEAO and the ILM Project Technical
Working Group, a 30-day public comment period
was held from June 10 to July 11, 2007 to provide an
opportunity for the public to review and comment on the
scope of the project studies.

EXISTING 500 KV CIRCUITS
PROPOSED NEW ROUTE ALIGNMENT

What is the ILM Project Technical Working Group?
As with all projects reviewed under the Environmental Assessment Act, the
BC Environmental Assessment Office establishes a technical working group
made up of representatives from federal and provincial agencies, local
governments and First Nations, to help review the project. The technical
working group participates in the pre-application and application review
phases of the environmental assessment process.

M
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Interior to Lower Mainland (ILM) Transmission Project

Next Steps

It is anticipated that the BCEAO will
issue the approved Terms of Reference
in Fall 2007.
The environmental studies are underway
to determine the potential effects and the
residual effects of the ILM Project on:

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

fisheries and aquatic habitat
terrestrial wildlife and vegetation
geotechnical and natural hazards
surface water hydrology
and groundwater
navigation
urban land use
agriculture land and resource use
forestry land use
land and resource use
visual quality
contaminated sites
socioeconomics
air quality
noise and radio interference
electric and magnetic fields
archaeological resources
First Nations interests
public health

These studies — and other project
information — will be part of our
application for an Environmental
Assessment Certificate from the BCEAO.
We anticipate filing the application in Fall
2008. Upon acceptance of the application,
the BCEAO will initiate another formal
public comment period.
The ILM Project team will respond to any
issues identified following these review
periods.
For more information on the environmental
assessment process, please visit our
website at www.bctc.com, or the
BCEAO Project Information Centre
at www.eao.gov.bc.ca.

Regulatory Review

BCTC is regulated by the BC Utilities
Commission (BCUC). As an independent
agency of the provincial government, the
BCUC ensures that the rates charged for
energy are fair, just and reasonable and
that utilities provide safe, adequate and
secure service to their customers.
We are currently preparing our application
for a Certificate of Public Convenience and
Necessity to the BCUC, for submission in
September 2007.
In determining if the Project is
in the best interest of the public,
the BCUC will examine:
• the alternatives studied
• the need and justification for
the preferred alternative
• capital and operating costs
• a broad range of socio-economic
and non-financial factors

The public is encouraged to participate
in the Project review process. For more
information on how to get involved, visit the
BCUC website at www.bcuc.com.

Where is Meridian Substation?
Meridian Substation is located at the
northern end of Eagle Mountain Drive in
the Westwood Plateau area of Coquitlam.
Built in 1975, this substation receives
three 500 kilovolt transmission circuits
and transforms them into five 230 kilovolt
circuits that are then routed to various
substations in the Lower Mainland.
The Meridian Substation is a key part
of the ILM transmission system, one of
the most critical paths on the electrical
transmission system.

Public Consultation: Five Open Houses Held
Between June 12 and June 20, 2007, 95 people attended community open
houses held in Merritt, Kent, Coquitlam, Spuzzum and Mission.
Conversations with the Project team, completed comment forms
and ongoing dialogue with our community relations staff have
identified areas of community interest. These included:

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

community forests and the right-of-way
environmental protection
visibility of the transmission line on the
landscape and in the Fraser Canyon
cultural and spiritual resources
water resources
interest in jobs and training
opportunities for local residents
vegetation management in rights-of-way
geotechnical effects
interest in future opportunities for public input
latest research on electric and magnetic fields
recreation resources along the route

Our thanks to everyone who dropped by the open houses to find out more about
the Project and share their thoughts with us. Local knowledge provides important
information that is taken into account as the Project proceeds.

Find out more and share your thoughts with us
BCTC Community Relations
604-699-7456
1-866-647-3334 (toll-free)
community.relations@bctc.com

www.bctc.com

BC Transmission Corporation is the Crown corporation that
plans, operates and maintains the province’s publicy owned
electrical transmission system.

BCTC 07-33
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Interior to Lower Mainland (ILM)
Transmission Project
Since our last Project Update in June 2007, the
ILM Project Team has focused on:

To ensure we can continue to meet the

hosting open houses in communities
along the proposed route

electricity needs of growing BC communities,
BC Transmission Corporation (BCTC) has announced that it will

continuing environmental studies
preparing our application to the BC Utilities Commission

seek the necessary approvals to construct a new 500 kilovolt (kV)
transmission line, mostly along the existing right-of-way from the

meeting with interested parties

Nicola Substation near Merritt to the Meridian Substation in Coquitlam

responding to questions and comments about the Project

— the largest expansion to BC’s transmission system in 30 years.

BC’s new Energy Plan

The BC Energy Plan (www.energyplan.gov.bc.ca)
identifies a number of objectives for BCTC including
grid expansion, energy conservation, innovation and
enhanced reliability to benefit British Columbians.
When completed, the ILM Project will reinforce the
capacity of the ILM transmission system providing
clean, renewable energy from BC’s heritage hydro
generation resources and independent power producers
in the North and Southern Interior. By ensuring the
most efficient transfer of electricity, the ILM Project
will retain energy that otherwise would be lost —
enough energy to supply 30,000 to 50,000 homes per
year. This directly supports the Energy Plan’s goal of
self-sufficiency. The project also ensures continued
access to electricity trade revenues used to keep the
cost of energy competitive for all British Columbians.
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Environmental Review

As part of the pre-application phase of the
environmental review, on June 1, 2007, BCTC submitted
the draft Terms of Reference to the BC Environmental
Assessment Office (BCEAO).
The draft Terms of Reference provide the framework for
the content of the Environmental Assessment Certificate
Application. Information includes the scope of technical
studies and consultation processes with the public and
First Nations throughout the environmental assessment
process.
After a review by BCEAO and the ILM Project Technical
Working Group, a 30-day public comment period
was held from June 10 to July 11, 2007 to provide an
opportunity for the public to review and comment on the
scope of the project studies.

EXISTING 500 KV CIRCUITS
PROPOSED NEW ROUTE ALIGNMENT

What is the ILM Project Technical Working Group?
As with all projects reviewed under the Environmental Assessment Act, the
BC Environmental Assessment Office establishes a technical working group
made up of representatives from federal and provincial agencies, local
governments and First Nations, to help review the project. The technical
working group participates in the pre-application and application review
phases of the environmental assessment process.
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Interior to Lower Mainland (ILM) Transmission Project

Next Steps

It is anticipated that the BCEAO will
issue the approved Terms of Reference
in Fall 2007.
The environmental studies are underway
to determine the potential effects and the
residual effects of the ILM Project on:

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

fisheries and aquatic habitat
terrestrial wildlife and vegetation
geotechnical and natural hazards
surface water hydrology
and groundwater
navigation
urban land use
agriculture land and resource use
forestry land use
land and resource use
visual quality
contaminated sites
socioeconomics
air quality
noise and radio interference
electric and magnetic fields
archaeological resources
First Nations interests
public health

These studies — and other project
information — will be part of our
application for an Environmental
Assessment Certificate from the BCEAO.
We anticipate filing the application in Fall
2008. Upon acceptance of the application,
the BCEAO will initiate another formal
public comment period.
The ILM Project team will respond to any
issues identified following these review
periods.
For more information on the environmental
assessment process, please visit our
website at www.bctc.com, or the
BCEAO Project Information Centre
at www.eao.gov.bc.ca.

Regulatory Review

BCTC is regulated by the BC Utilities
Commission (BCUC). As an independent
agency of the provincial government, the
BCUC ensures that the rates charged for
energy are fair, just and reasonable and
that utilities provide safe, adequate and
secure service to their customers.
We are currently preparing our application
for a Certificate of Public Convenience and
Necessity to the BCUC, for submission in
September 2007.
In determining if the Project is
in the best interest of the public,
the BCUC will examine:
• the alternatives studied
• the need and justification for
the preferred alternative
• capital and operating costs
• a broad range of socio-economic
and non-financial factors

The public is encouraged to participate
in the Project review process. For more
information on how to get involved, visit the
BCUC website at www.bcuc.com.

Where is Meridian Substation?
Meridian Substation is located at the
northern end of Eagle Mountain Drive in
the Westwood Plateau area of Coquitlam.
Built in 1975, this substation receives
three 500 kilovolt transmission circuits
and transforms them into five 230 kilovolt
circuits that are then routed to various
substations in the Lower Mainland.
The Meridian Substation is a key part
of the ILM transmission system, one of
the most critical paths on the electrical
transmission system.

Public Consultation: Five Open Houses Held
Between June 12 and June 20, 2007, 95 people attended community open
houses held in Merritt, Kent, Coquitlam, Spuzzum and Mission.
Conversations with the Project team, completed comment forms
and ongoing dialogue with our community relations staff have
identified areas of community interest. These included:

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

community forests and the right-of-way
environmental protection
visibility of the transmission line on the
landscape and in the Fraser Canyon
cultural and spiritual resources
water resources
interest in jobs and training
opportunities for local residents
vegetation management in rights-of-way
geotechnical effects
interest in future opportunities for public input
latest research on electric and magnetic fields
recreation resources along the route

Our thanks to everyone who dropped by the open houses to find out more about
the Project and share their thoughts with us. Local knowledge provides important
information that is taken into account as the Project proceeds.

Find out more and share your thoughts with us
BCTC Community Relations
604-699-7456
1-866-647-3334 (toll-free)
community.relations@bctc.com

www.bctc.com

BC Transmission Corporation is the Crown corporation that
plans, operates and maintains the province’s publicy owned
electrical transmission system.
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