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November 3, 2015 

 

Glenda Waddell      Director, Environmental Protection 

Waddell Environmental Inc.    400- 640 Borland Street 

waddellenvironmental@gmail.com   Williams Lake, BC  V2G 2T1 

(250)640-8088      authorizations.north@gov.bc.ca 

 

Re: Authorization Number PA-8808  - Proposal to burn more rail ties 

While associated with a number of groups, I am writing as an individual resident of Williams Lake. 

As I have lived here since 1990, I appreciate the role the power plant has played in reducing particulate 

emission in the valley.  Since then, however much has changed in the market for wood fibre. 

Your application to burn additional quantities of creosoted and pentachlorophenol railway ties lead to 

these questions: 

1. Your information states that only three days worth of ties will be stored on site.  Elsewhere it 

states that the amount is 20,000 tonnes or 300,000 rail ties.  Is this still three days worth of 

burning?   Will you burn about 100,000 rail ties in a day? 

 

2. In the open house in June, Atlantic Power Plant Manager Mark Blezard was quoted as saying 

emissions would increase but would still be well below “acceptable levels.”  Unless the rules 

have changed since I last researched this subject, acceptable levels are derived from using the 

best available control technology (BACT) to reduce emissions.  BACT is not based on any health 

measure.  This is still correct?  

 

3. What is today’s BACT for the pollutants this plant will release?  How does your current 

technology in the 25 year old plant compare with what is now on the market?  Will you be using 

the best? 

 

4. What are the expected health effects on the most vulnerable population in the higher impact 

area: young children, asthmatics and immuno-compromised of the added emissions in the 

immediate term?  The medium term?  The long term?   
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5. When we experience temperature inversions, how does this affect the health of the vulnerable 

part of our population?  In fact, I see no health discussion at all.  Why? 

 

6. In the Final Report of the Air Dispersion Modelling Study, one reference is MoE’s 2013 BC 

Ambient Air Objective; a good source.  However, I see no reference to the Williams Lake Air 

Quality Management Plan 2006 – 2016 and since amended.  Why? 

 

7. Page 6 of the Williams Lake Air Quality Management Plan mentions the need for continuous 

improvement in air quality.  How will the proposed amendment to the permit achieve that? 

 

8. Maintaining jobs is one of the stated benefits of the generating plant.  But wood fibre has many 

other uses with jobs attached that did not exist in 1990.  If there are adverse health effects, 

directly or indirectly, from the plant, could we realise just as many or more jobs from another 

use of the existing wood fibre with fewer health effects?  Could this also result in reduced 

and/or delayed carbon release? 

 

9. Fugitive dust and odours from the storage area  – As we experience in Williams Lake pellet 

processing facility, particulate sources are not only from the stacks and/or permitted source.   

What is planned to ensure fugitive material does not leave the power plant property? 

 

10. The application requests deletion of section 3.3 entitled “Sampling Procedures” in the permit.  

Currently, continuous monitoring is required.  You suggest this section be deleted from the 

permit because it is intended for fossil fuel burning systems.  Yet creosote is derived from fossil 

fuels.  I suggest that section should stay in the permit. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

Sincerely; 

 

H.A.(Bert) Groenenberg 

 

Cc: Others 

  


