DRAFT SAMPLE LETTER TO Environmental Assessment Office (EAO)

There are three ways to submit your letter:
	
1. The easiest: copy and paste the letter below into the online form available under Woodfibre LNG project at:

http://www.eao.gov.bc.ca/pcp/index.html
[bookmark: _GoBack]
You may also modify this letter, or create your own, submit it to the EAO.

2. Send to the EAO by FAX: 250 387 0230

3. Mail to the EAO:

PO Box 9426
Stn Prov Govt
Victoria, BC  V8W 9V1

Please forward, by email, a copy of your letter to those noted at the end under “CC”. Note that all submissions to the EAO are public.


Re: Proposed Woodfibre LNG Project (“WFLNG”)

I am a resident of Bowen Island and have a number of concerns and questions with regard to the above project. 

My concerns are:

· The effect of the tanker traffic on the increasing recreational and tourism business in Howe Sound, and how any economic benefits from the WFLNG project will be offset by even greater losses in the tourism industry in this area.
· The effect of the tanker traffic on small boat recreational use in Howe Sound and the resulting loss to the tourism industry.
· The effect of the tanker traffic on ferry schedules as a result of the exclusion zones and the huge disruption this will cause to residents and visitors alike.
· The effect of air, light, sound and water pollution from WFLNG on the marine life in Howe Sound. Howe Sound has finally been coming back to life after years as being used as a dumping ground for the various industries around the Sound. The introduction of the WFLNG plant will destroy much of the marine life
· Shoreline effects of swells from the accompanying tugs and one enormous LNG tanker are a concern for boaters and small craft, as well as those along the shoreline
· The potential for an accident or collision with a tanker. However miniscule the chances of such an accident, any resulting explosion will be catastrophic to the human population in this area.


My questions are:

· How long will LNG or natural gas be stored in the floating storage and offloading units at WFLNG? Will the government limit the storage of LNG at any given time in order to minimize the chance of explosion?
· What are the conditions that will be placed on the WFLNG with respect to flaring off gas from the storage unit and from any stationary tankers?
· Will the EAO insist, as a condition of permitting this facility, that WFLNG apply best practices with respect to using alternative practices to gas venting and flaring to ensure a reduction of the resulting air pollution in the Howe Sound area?
· How will the communities around the Sound be protected from unwanted air and light pollution from WFLNG?
· How will CO2 emissions from the WFLNG be measured and monitored?
· What experience does this company, Woodfibre LNG, have with building and operating an LNG plant?
· How many tugs will be present as these tankers move through Howe Sound and how often will they be travelling through Howe Sound?
· With respect to the heating and chlorination of sea water, what will WFLNG do to apply best practices to cool and de-chlorinate this water when returning it to the ocean to minimize the environmental damage?
· Please provide details of the recreational traffic in Howe Sound – ferries, sailboats, power boats, tour boats, kayaks, etc. – and how the presence of these large tankers with the necessary exclusion zones around them will affect this traffic. Please ensure these studies are done when there is summer traffic in Howe Sound.
· Please provide information on how an explosion, however remote, of an LNG tanker will affect the population that lives in Howe Sound (see federal government decision to refuse LNG tanker traffic on the east coast of Canada).
· When will WFLNG complete the TERMPOL review, the Minister of Transportation's recommendations on LNG shipping for Howe Sound? If after the EA review, this is unacceptable and this must form part of the review prior to the issuance of any EA certificate.


The scope of the assessment for this project, according to sections 11 and 13, is to consider “the potential adverse environmental, economic, social, heritage and health effects of the proposed Project, including cumulative effects and practical means to avoid, minimize or otherwise manage any such potential adverse effects.”

In my opinion, an analysis of the information to date requires a recommendation of non-approval to the Minister. I ask the EAO to uphold the clear mandate it is given under the Environmental Assessment Act and to recommend rejection of this project. The “potential adverse effects” are of such significance that mitigation measures are not the answer. Outright rejection is the only answer. Furthermore, as this review is being done as a substitute process for any Canadian environmental assessment, the clear language in section 5 of the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act requires consideration of fish and fish habitat, aquatic species and migratory birds, all of which will suffer serious negative effects if this project is allowed to proceed.

Yours truly,



Cc 
	Jordon Sturdy, West Vancouver Sea to Sky MLA: jordan.sturdy.mla@leg.bc.ca 
The Honourable Mary Polak, Minister of Environment: ENV.Minister@gov.bc.ca 
Premier Christy Clark: premier@gov.bc.ca 
John Weston, MP, West Vancouver, Sunshine Coast, Sea to Sky: john.weston.c1e@parl.gc.ca
Bowen Island Municipal Council: mayorandcouncil@bimbc.ca 
