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BEHINOHEGREENSCREEN

By Rafe Mair

We are faced with a threat few of us have considered. We've been distracted, and deliberately, by
governments, most particularly by the Campbell government, intorigg the real environmental
issues that face us.

No one, least of all me, would deny the problems of greenhouse gases which, for everywhere but
Vancouver it seems, are accompanied by global warming. But this has become, so to speak, a
smokescreen behind/hich massive rape of our environment is not only permitted but encouraged.

Throughout this province we see a massive environmental degradation started and cheered on by the
Campbell government. It's called, with Orwellian Newspeak, "run of the rivers."

Heedless of precautions
The precautionary principle sensibly says before you mess with the environment, the onus is upon you
to show you will do no harm. That's been turned on its head.

Fish farmers don't have to demonstrate that they can operate safelyrageous people like salmon
researcher Alexandra Morton must risk prison and slander from both governments as she demonstrates
the obvious harm being done.

Citizens in Tsawassen must prove that transmission wires, which cause radios to scream with static
and literally make hair stand up, might be dangerous.

Lovers of Burns Bog and nearby wildlife preserves must prove that the new adjacent highway will be
harmful by hugely increasing and making more proximate traffic.

And lovers of the environment musechonstrate that private power plants, reducing river flows by 95

per cent in some cases, will hurt fish both resident and migratory. They must also demonstrate that dirt
roads into streams will hurt wildlife and that clear cutting huge swaths of treegmip transmission

lines is bad for wildernesses. They must demonstrate that when you destroy a river you destroy its
valley and all the flora and fauna that depend upon it.

What is notable about these massive environmental intrusions is that there harermemeaningful
consultationsheforethe decisions have been taken.

Public protest after public protest is occurring with the notable absence of Liberal MLAs and ministers.
People must, apparently, accept that powerhouses, roads, tunnels kikbmgeterslong and clear
cutting for power lines are an improvement on nature.

The need is unproven

If one is to justify changing the environment, two things must be done. First it must be shown that there
is a compelling public need for iAnd second it must bdone in a manner so as to do as little harm as
possible. The soalled "run of rivers" policy has no redeeming features whatever.

To begin with, the government has not established any need now or in the foreseeable future for drastic
action to produce powe In keeping with this government's economical use of the truth, we're told that
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it's either a new mega dam on the Peace River at what's called Site C, or "run of the rivers"
development. This is an old debating trick called the false dichotomy. Theatt isenissue for there's no
need for Site C or a new era of "run of rivers" private power development. If you care to see the reality,
have a look at John Calvert's bddkuid Golar Google Dr. Marvin Schaffer for a number of excellent
presentations.

These proposed run of river projects are environmental catastrophes and | invite you to go to
www.saveourrivers.cand look at the video Powerplay and others by Damien Gillis to see what they
really look like.

The Campbell government constantly denies thamdreds of rivers and streams are at risk. It tells

those who oppose the premier's plans that we are wrong when we say that "applications" are
"licenses." In fact thegre de facto licenses for this very simple reason. Once the application for a run of
river operation is filed, all the applicant must then do is undergo an environmental assessment process
- which is a sham. The Environment Ministry has no power to stop any project and can only recommend
"mitigation" -- the worst of many weasel words in "gernmentese." Moreover, if the project is for less

than 50 megawatts, no environmental process is required at all!

Power to the USA!

Let me just conclude on one point that has not been emphasized and muSnise.our power is no

longer created and sold kyvertically integrated public power company, BC Hydro, we become subject
to the "proportionality” clause of NAFTA, which, simply put, says that if we wish to reduce our power
exports to the United States, we must reduce our own use by the same amowetfitid in B.C. that
because of low water or any number or reasons we need to reduce exports and use the power for our
own needs, we cannot do it.

But here's the worst part. Once we start damming, weiring or tunneling our rivers, and providing private
power to the United States, we change who profits.

We take the money that BC Hydro now earns and puts into the provincial treasury for hospitals, schools
and the like and we give it instead to shareholders in companies like Ledcor and Westinghouse.

That's ight, folks, we take our environment, our power, and our money and send it to shareholders

(mostly American) in large international corporations! But it gets even worse than that. For once we
start, how do we stop? We will have American governments dadlita risk their own environments for
power. Why should they when B.C. is delighted to bugger up its rivers for them?

Hydro down the drain?
Forgive me for spoiling your digestion with this final thought to chew on. BC Hydro, the jewel of our
Crown corporabns, is living, barely, under a death sentence that is being executed in three stages.

Stage one was selling the bureaucracy to Accenture, the bastard child of Arthur Anderson Consulting of
the Enron scandal.

Stage two was stripping BC Hydro of its snaission lines and placing them in a different Crown
corporation, British Columbia Transmission Corporation (BCTC), the very same outfit caught spying on
the citizens of Tsawwassen.
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Stage three sees Hydro left with its dams and Burrard Thermal and #i&7 @ebt they will no longer
have the money to service.

If Campbell wins the next election, BCTC will be privatized, BC Hydro will default on its bonds and the
premier known so well for crocodile tear TV presentations will sadly tell us that sinceaiege had
guaranteed Hydro's bonds and must pay them, well golly gee whiz, while we sure didn't want to do it,
we must sell BC Hydro's assets to the highest acceptable bidder.

Looking for an election issue?

The Independent Power Projects (IPPS) calledl ftthe river," are a ghastly mistake however you look

at them. They will destroy the province's streams, rivers and the ecology of their valleys. The destruction
will be permanent. The private power companies will be rich beyond description. We wilhtose

revenue from Hydro and Hydro along with it, leaving us with but one more giveawaydeltthe water

to the U.S. as well. After all, if the fish are all gone, why not?

All this because Gordon Campbell believes that all public enterprise is évharall private enterprise
right. He clearly believes that having the best power policy in North America, the envy of all, must be
sacrificed to the barren ideology of Margaret Thatcher, Ronald Reagan, Milton Friedman, the Fraser
Institute and George W\Bush.

And the polls tell us he will do this with our blessing.

Whom the gods wish to destroy they first make madr terminally naive.

From www.tyee.ca. Copyright Rafe Mair (June, 2008). Used with permission.
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CAMPBELL'BOWERTOHARMRIVERS

By Rafe Mair

Thanks to the Campbell government, British Columbia will be a much different place when they're
finished. It will not be a pretty picture and unless there is a public protest of sufficient impact to get the
government's attetion, the new B.C. will be in place with no turning back.

I should add, in fairness, that if you like development more than the environment, this article will give
you considerable pleasure.

Under the government's energy plan, up to 500 BC streamseaviElberely impacted by private power
companies acting under licenses which cost a pittance.

Let's set the stage. British Columbia will need more power in the coming years. The minister of energy,
Richard Neufeld, says we import electricity now but doetatltyou that BC Hydro does that in order to
export it to the United States for profit.

But we are told that dozens, maybe hundreds, of private "mfordro” generators on B.C. rivers and
streams are a "green" answer to our energy needs.

Local zoning powr over rivers erased

It all started so innocently with the BC Energy Plan in 2002 telling of opportunities for private capital to
get into the electricity game. Of course they would not do so where a stream had "significant fish
values," whatever the deMihat was supposed to mean. This new policy didn't catch the attention of the
public because the government didn't want it to until it was well underway. Well folks, it is now well
underway.

A troublesome roadblock to this policy quickly appeared whemigipalities and regional districts
became alarmed and exercised their land use powers to vote down projects, as respected journalist
Mark Hume othe Globe and Maileported in June of last year.

"Some 33 regional districts and municipalities in areaBrifsh Columbia long courted by the
government as the resouregéch "heartlands” have turned against the province in a battle over
independent power projects.

"In June 2006 the provincial government passed an amendment to Bill 30 that abolisheaioogl z
authority so that no one can say no to a private power project on a river in BC."
So much for democracy.

Damned if they don't dam

The government's position is that none of these projects involve dams impeding fish migration so
everything's just dangl Once again, as with fish farms, the Campbell government hopes that no one will
look too closely at his cheery pronouncements until the projects are a fait accompli when it'll be too
late. Making hydro electricity requires that you control the flow o thiater. This means different flows
depending on the needs of the producer, and in at least in one case a company took all the water.
Stupid fish perished! Mr. Campbell, one would have thought, would know that fish need water.
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| suppose one must expect@mwmy of truthfulness with this government's treatment of fish, given its
record on the fish farm issue and they haven't disappointed us. For one example, when it states that the
project on the Ashlu River near Squamish was upstream from a "waterfall;ivdderfall” turns out to

be rapids that kayakers love to rufrapids the fish can and do traverse.

Here are the facts, folks. Whether or not some projects will impede the fish, and some will, here's what
will destroy fisheries: siltation (fish don't dmy better than humans when breathing mud). And lack of
water. Both of these will occur. Here's something more that will happdirt roads into wilderness

rivers so that equipment can come and go and transmission lines from the power generators. In
sunmmary, this will happen on every river, all 500 or more of them: tunnels for water to pass through and
create electricity, meaning major changes in the river flow to suit the power company, siltation, erosion
of river banks, dirt roads and transmission 8n&nd it's not just fish that will be decimated. All in the

food chain, including many birds, such as Osprey and eagles, bears and other mammals, will suffer. It
will adversely affect the neighbouring fauna as well. This policy, so innocent in initedrappe, is

deadly.It will also destroy wilderness areas, a hell of a lot of them. Once you have power plants, dirt
roads and transmission lines there is no wilderness. Many of you, like me, can't partake of the
wilderness but, like me, I'm sure you'reopid of B.C.'s wild areas and want them kept that way.

Regulators without poor records

Ah, but the government says, we must get clearance from the federal Department of Fisheries and
Oceans. Right, the same DFO which approved the Kemano Il project aed their authority over fish
farms over to the gentle mercies of the provincial Ministry of Agriculture, Food and-Hghministry
which, after environmental despoilers are fined gives them the fines back.But there's the B.C. Ministry
of Environment. &rely it can be depended upon to look after public interests in the great outdoors
British Columbians like to boast about. Unfortunately, we know from other matters such as the
Eagleridge case and the South Fraser Perimeter Road that the EnvironmenssivesseAct is only
invoked after the decision has been made.Who makes sure that these new power millionaires will play
by the rules after the project is completed? Are we to assume that these instantly rich companies will
take tender loving care of that vith surrounds their plant! Dream on, folks, dream on! Hell's bells,
neither the DFO nor the minister of environment are capable of safeguarding the environment within
easy to reach parts of the province. Only a fool would believe that they will make fataythe

wilderness to check out private power projects.

Site C would be better
Why is this happening?

One can only speculate that Campbell & Co. prefer private companies making profits to the publicly
owned BC Hydro, which pays dividends over the pyllise and helps pay for health care, education

and so on. As much as communists andlivld socialists hated private profit at any cost, the Campbell
government loves making people rich at the expense of the public. The creation and distribution of
powerin this province will move from a Crown corporation, over which we have control and which pays
huge dividends, to the private sector that pockets our money and is, for all intents and purposes,
beyond our control.

To my way of thinking, the answer is remmplicated. Instead of a large public power project like Site C
on a river that's already all screwed up, the Campbell right wing government prefers sacrificing the
environment of the entire province for the profit of their friends. Once this plan tkepoint of no
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return there will be no need for Site C, a project which would create thousands of jobs and leave the
public with a precious asset.

We the people elected this government in 2001, 2005, and seem bound to do the same in 2009. We
have no ondo blame but ourselves proving that Pogo, from that great satirical comic of yesteryear, was
right, "We've met the enemy and he is us."

From www.tyee.ca. Copyright Rafe Mair (February, 2808). Used with permission.
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CONFLIGDNTHEASHLUY, LIQUIDGOLD

By John Calvert

Chapter Nine
CONFLICT ON THE ASHLU

THE $87-MILLION PROPOSAL BY Ledcor to develop the Ashlu Creek run-of-
the-river project in the Squamish-Lillooet Regional District (SLRD) illustrates
many of the issues outlined in the previous chapter. It has triggered & major
controversy in the region — a controversy that has taken on provincial propos-
tions and generated significant friction between municipal governments and
the province. Ledeor’s application for planning permission from the SLRD for
its new power plant mobilized a wide variety of different community interests
who joined together in a lengthy struggle to try to stop it. This broadly based
community opposition resulted in the SLRD turning down the company's ap-
plication for planning permission for the project for almost four years, until
the government passed legislation o push through its approval.'

While, in the end, the government was able to force the SLRD into
acquiescing to the construction of Ledceor’s Ashlu power plant, the conflict
highlights a number of chalienges now facing local communities across the
proviace when they try to delay or stop construction of new private power
faciliies. First, it shows the extremes to which the government will go to get
its power privatization agenda implemented. Throughout the dispute between
the company and the SLRD, it was clear that the government supported the
company and viewed the elected Jocal government as simply an obstruction
to be overcome. Far from attempting to objectively cvaluate community
concerns, the government used a variety of different strategies to cajole and
eventually bludgeon the SLRD into accepting its agenda. When one picce of
legislation (Bill 75) proved insufficient, the government moved to pass another
(Bill 30) to override opposition to Ledcor’s propased power plant,

This dispute also ilustrates how the award of a BC Hydro Ep provides
an enormous financial incentive for private power developers to get their
.w.:mnﬁu up and running. While Ledcor may have wanted to pursue the project
in any case — and, at the time of writing, this is simply not something that is
easy to confirm — it can be argued that the deal BC Hydro offered Ledcor
was significant in encouraging it to go forward with the project in the face of
considerable oppaosition from various local community groups. Encouraged by
the government, Ledcor used a number of different approaches 1o persuade
the community 1o agree to its proposal, including negotiating a financial part-

nership with the Jocal First Nations band in which it apparently committed
to sharing in the revenue stream and eventually in ownership of the facility.

The conflict also exposed the failure of the province's environmental as-
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sessment process to effectively address fundamental environmental concerns
associated both with the direct impact of this specific project and, more
broadly, with the construction of a very large number of power projects in
a sensitive river system. Indeed, not a single private power project has been
rejected as a result of failure o meet the requircments of the government's
envirunmental assessment process, despite the arguments and evidence
presented by environmentalist and citizen groups regarding a wide range
of projects across the provinee (Caldicott 2007),

The Lecdcor-SLRD dispute underscores the conflicting economic interests
between a company determined to turn its water licence into a valuable
revenue stream and a community that saw the project as likely to resule
in major losses to its tourism, hiking, kayaking, and recreation industrics
~ losses attributable both to the new restrictions on public access and river
use resulting from the construction of the power plant and from the broader
cfiects of new power lines, access roads, and the facility itself on the area’s
scenic values, so critical o its key industry, tourism.

Before examining the project itself, it is worthwhile profiling the company
that has generated so much controversy. Ledeor is Canada’s second-largest
construction company and a major player in B.C.'s economy. According to
its website, it is 2 private company and has 4,500 employees. Its head office
is located in Vancouver and its Amernican head office is in San Dicgo. It is
involved in building numerous projects in other parts of B.C. and in other
Canadian provinces, Itis a prime contractor for various eil-and-gas develop-
ments in Alberta and a major builder of small hydro plants commissioned
by other energy investors.” Its activities arc not imited to Canada: it is also
a major international company with projects across the United States, in the
UK., Russia, and in varous other jurisdictions.

The Ashlu project is not the only power development the company has
sought to build in the Squamish-Lillooct region. Ledcor holds seven other
water licences {or applications for licences) in the Ashlu drainage arca, in-
cluding one on Sigurd Creek. It is an owner, or part owner, of developments
in Fitzsimmons Creek, the Britannia Beach Remediation Project, and a
Squamish wind farm. Ledcor originally applied for its Ashlu water licence
in 1989, and it submitted a proposal to supply energy to BC Hydro under a
1994 tender call, However, BC Hydro did not select its proposal, even though,
according to the company, it ranked as one of the top ten submitted to the
Crown utility. In 2002 it again submitted a proposal to supply energy 1o BC
Hydro, and on September 29, 2003, BC Hydro announced that it would
enter into a twenty-year EPA with Ledcor.

Ledcor’s proposal is typical of many run-of-the-nver applications across
the province. It requested permission to divert much of the flow of the Ashlu
River through a six-kilometre tunnel (o a new generating facility. The water
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CONFLICT ON THE ASHLU

Table 21: Sea-to-Sky Energy Projects in Operation, Nov. 1, 2005

[ Diversion At Project Suze |

No. Stream Cubic Metres/Second Megawatts
T 1 Brandywine 4.0 56 L
2 Britannia 03

3 Cheakamus 65.0 158.0

4 Furry {Upper) - 40 11.0
| 5 ] Henrictte 0.3 )
r.m Mamquam (Lower) 23.5 500

|u|| Mamquam (Upper} 270 25.0 )
‘.. 8 Mineral Creek i 0.1

9 Miller 5.5 320 l#
10 Midler (South) 0.6 1
11 Phyilis Y

12 Rutherford 8.4 46.0

15 Soo 16.5 120

.: Woodfibre 0.3
Toc_. Operational Projects 166 M2 |

Soute: Whewater Kapohing Assacistion of B (alvetng X006

would then be returned downstream, leaving an area of the river between the
intake and return pipes with reduced water flow. To generate energy, Ledcor
proposed building a new powerhouse and installing three turbines with capac-
ity to produce 230 GWh of electricity annually” At prices of about $50 per
MW, this would result in an annual cash flow of about $11.5 million, At
$75 per MWh, it would generate about $17.25 milkion." It is not clear what
Ledcor is actually receiving in its contract with BC Hydro, but in the spring
of 2007 BC Hydro applied to the BCUC to amend the EPA. The BCUC agreed
to this, but has refused to release the revised terms (BOUC 2007). According
to BC Hydro, the Ashlu Creck project would cost an estimated $87 million
10 build (BC Hydro 2002a).

Ledcor’s application was controversial for two reasons. The first was
that it represented yet another power project in a region that already had a
significant number in operation, as well as applications for many more. The
second was the direct impact the project would have on the Ashlu River iuself
A number of individuals and organizations were already becoming alarmed
at the proliferation of private power projects in the region. According to the
Whitewater Kayaking Association of B.C. (WKABC), by 2005 there were
already a total of fourteen operational projects with a capacity of 342 MW
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Table 22: Patentlal Sea-to-5ky Energy Projects, Mow. 1, 2005

Dhivrsion Amt. Froject Swe
Mo Sream Cubic Metress Sec M gawates
1 Ashlu 294 49.0
2 Billy Goat TE 99
3 Birkenhead 15.0 6.7
n Callaghan 13.7 5.9
3 Cheaksagrs (gorge) 15.0 LR
& Cheakamws (US Daisy) | 140 8.3
K Consay 6.0 48
| 8  Crawdord 32 44
A Gulliton {Lower) 60 4.9
11 Callivon (Upper) G0 12.0
11 Douglas 1.0 5.0
12 Fire 10.0 150
13 Fire Lake 25 B2
B Filmimonine 40 a0
15 Fries 15 12.0
16 Fries (k) 1.4 12.0
17 Fuarry {Lower) 48 Y
18 Gowan 8.0 BT
19 Haylmore B2 15.0
0 High Falls {Lower] 19 70
21 High Falls {Upger) 50 40
22  Jafie 5.7 19,0
oy Kakila 41 6.7
29 Lillooct (Lawer] 30 19.0
25 Lillooct (Keyhuole Falls) 620 B1.0
6 Liuzie &0 7.2
27 Livingstane 4.0 18.2
[ 28 Lavekywater 1.1 0.6
29 Mill L 14.1
30 Mikowalts 170 490
T North 3 a7
2 | Ol 3.0 190
3| Pebhile 71 10.0
4 | Raffuse 2.4 T
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35 Ring 3.0 6.4
35 Rogers 2.6 29
37 Ragers 10.0 21.0
38 Rubbie 0.0 a.0
[ 39 Ryan 25.0 9.0
40 Skookum 6.5 8.3
+H Sloquet 18.7 4.9
42 Sloguet - N 2.5 42
43 Sloquet - S 2.5 X __ - A
H Snawcap 14.0 190 |
45 South 6.6 1949
46 Stawamus 2.8 4.9
47 Tantalus ! 49
48 Tuwasus 104 8.8
(19 Twenty One Mile 25 33 |
| 50 Twin One 32 53
5t Twin Two 1.0 71 B
52 Wedge 26 43
53 Squamish Spit Wind
54 Meager Geothermal 192.0
Towals | Potential New Projects 460 915

Sooz, Whoewaty Kapohing Assacabipo 6f Saved (alvpns X005

in the Squamish area’s twelve river systems. Tabie 21 lists these. .

These operations were in addition to older BC Hydro projects. that
already were generating 696 MW of power in the area. The alarming issuc
for many citizens in the area was the number of new power projects that
might go forward in the coming years. Table 22, again compiled by WKABC,
Jists these. All but two of these are small hydro projects. ,

When the potential projects were added to the existing ones, ._ro region
could have as many as sixty-six small hydro projects, as wellasa 52_. opera-
tion and a thermal plant. And there is no guarantee that developers might not
make further applications for other possible sites.® I most of these were to
be built, they would create a “spaghett junction” of transmission wires and
access roads through some of the most pristine parts of the region. rﬁ—no.-.u
application would add to a development process that many in the community
feel has already gone too far in disturbing the scenic and recreationa values
that have been such an important factor in sustaining the local cconomy.
And, while Lecdcor’s original application to build the power plant pre-dated
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the government’s decision to hold the 2010 Olympic Games at Whisder, its
construction would add to a local economy already over-heated with road
construction and the development of numerous Games faclities,

Ledcor’s proposal quickly cleared provincial regulatory hurdies, while the
government actively supported the company’s application by assigning stadl’
from various ministries to assist Ledcor in its efforts 10 obtain the required
provincial and federal approvals. However, the government did even more than
this. It also directed staff 1o work with the company 1o overcome commuaity
oppaosition. Ledcor required planning permission [rom the SLRD, but the SLRD
was not an arm of the provincial governument and its decision-making proc-
ess reflected the views and interests of people in the community. And so the
SLRD became the focal point of conflict between the provincial government
and the company on one side, and the local community on the other,

The SLRD devoted an inordinate amount of its time and resources 1o
evaluating the potential impacts of the proposal, heaning numerous submis-
sions from the company, various government ministries, local businesses,
emironmental groups, and individual residents. It also directed stafl to carry
out extensive rescarch, both on Ledeor's specific proposal and on the larger
question of the approval of more private power plants within its jurisdiction.
All of this was to provide the SLRD with the information it needed to decide
whether it should approve the project. The various stafll. reports — and
particularly the 2003 SLRD study, “Independent Power Project Development
in the Squamish-Lillooet Regional District” — constitute one of the most
thorough assessments of the impacts of small hydro projects on communities
carried out to date in B.C,

“Fo understand why the SLRD was prepared to challenge the government,
itis helpful to review some of the issues raised by community members. One
of the most vocal and articulate criticisms of the Ledcor proposal came
from what initially might seem an unlikely source ~— the Jocal kayaking
community. The Ashlu River is onc of the premier kayaking rivers in North
America. Kayakers from across the continent — and from around the world

— regularly come to the arei 10 enjoy the challenge of its raging currents.
This is a major component of the local tourism industry, and those in the
kayaking business saw the project as a major threat to their livelihoods. The
potential negative impact of the Ledcor proposal and the many other small
hydro facilities already in place or planned for the arca was outlined by Start
Smith of WKABC:

They have cumulative impacts beyond each individual project. Add
the headpond length for all these projects, the volume of water stored
in cach headpond, the kilometres of transmission lines cach project
contributes, the clearing of the diversion corridors, the sub-stations,
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the road building. Each is nowhere near as large as the impacts of
Daisy Lake, but sum them all up and the perspective changes. Miller
Creck was a harbinger of concern with these projects, including is-
sues with fisheries, community, power lines, process, project design,
and more. The Soo project demonstrates the issue of de-watering,
and the parallel power lines on the Mamquam projects illustrate
the lack of cooperation and planning These are a few examples of
issues. The long-term impacts of widespread stream-flow reduction
and wildlife disturbance remain unknown. Add to this the concerns
over the long-term implications of privatization of power, and of
the export issue, implications of which are clearly not well-defined
or understood. These projects are not simply all good for us, without
costs or tmpacts. It is widely known that some Projects carry morc
issues than others, The developers on the Ashlu project chose to
move ahead knowing there were large issues; this was their choice.
It is unfortunate, but avoidable, that controversial projects are put
forward while more appropriate ones are not, Let us not confuse
opposition to one project with opposition to any projects, oF to
the best projects, properly integrated with community values. The
clearly missing element is i process for filtering out the good projects,
Recognize that the industry is highly untikely to call each other's
projects for what they are — some good, some not o guod. Yet
certainly no one wants 1o go through another Ashlu review process
— not the proponents, not the investors, not the local governments,
not the opponents, and not the Province. (S. Smith 2005a)

Smith's comments reflect a range of concerns, bat they also acknowledge
that, properly planned, some projects do mike sense, 1is opposition was not
knee-jerk, not-in-my-backyard response, but rther one that recognized that,
done properly, there could be significant benefits from some of these develop-
ments. At the same time, be belicved that the proponent-driven approach
to approval of small hydro projects without an overall plan for development
of small hydro in the region was already resulting in unnecessary damage
to the local emdronment and economy.

Smith also highlighted the basic failure of the government's environ-
mental assessment process 10 address the overall impact of locating so many
hydro facilities in the area:

The current environmental review process focusses on a limited
stretch of the rivers in question and no work has been done in teems
of cumulative impact.... I really think that the provincial govern-
ment is lacking a larger perspective and is evaluating these projects
on an individual basis. (S. Smith 2005b)
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