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Welcome!

| hope that this newsletter will give you the information and inspiratio
you needRegain clean air to breathe and eliminateviloed burning that
is affecting your health and your home environment.

Please padhis issue on to othems need of help and suggest that they
send an email te.brandie @sympatico.te be added to the mailingsl.

To be removed from theewsletter, please email Ehirley

Mission Statement

Our mission is to educate public officials, government and all
citizens about wood smoke as a major form of hazardous air
pollution that affects our health, u  se of our property, water,
crops, livestock, the environment and climate change. We
urge citize ns everywhere to press for legislative changes to

call wood smoke a public nuisance under state health codes
and to ban all wood burning. 6

0 Beathing wood smoke is smoking ! 6
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Here is a new site that | have joine@dnd hope that you will too.

| t 6s a pl ac ewoadbarnee ard anthlwood r o
burners can meet, talk and collaborate to try to find a solution
to the wood smoke issue. This is a great opportunity to be able

to hear both sides of the issue and inputour own thoughts

| think you will find that 1itos
the burners why you feel the way you do and share your stories
of how wood smoke has changed your lives forever.

You may also find that all wood burners are not of the
mentality as those you are dealing with at present. And, most
importantly, they might be able to help all of you find solutions
to your problem. Simply ask them what they would do if they
were in your position and get their input. Perhaps uploading
your photos (remember to keep them small) will do much in
showing others what we have all been through so that they
understand why we feel as we do.

Please join!

Click here



http://woodheat.org/woodpile/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=26:a-listing-and-review-of-some-anti-wood-heating-web-sites&catid=14:those-who-oppose-woodheat&Itemid=10
http://woodheat.org/woodpile/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=26:a-listing-and-review-of-some-anti-wood-heating-web-sites&catid=14:those-who-oppose-woodheat&Itemid=10

Wood-burning blamed for poor air in Fairbanks

Article creditto : MARY PEMBERTOWNSssociated Press Writer

Tuesday, January 19, 2010

ANCHORAGHAlaska (AP)ii On winter days when the air is still and Fairbanks
area residents fire up their wood stoves and outdoor boilers, Alaska's second
largest city becomes entombed in a shroud of pollution.

The problem is due in part to wood stoves and outdoor bo ilers that belch out
small particles, forcing residents to breathe some of the unhealthiest air in the
nation. The borough's air problem can become acute during a temperature
inversion, when cold air near the ground is trapped by warmer air on top.

"It tr aps everything near the ground,” said Glenn Miller, transportation director
for the Fairbanks North Star Borough who oversees air quality.

The state's lack of affordable heat has forced residents to pay $5,000 to

$10,000 to heat their homes, so many turne d to the old standby i wood heat.
"They are doing it because they can't afford anything else," Miller said.

The borough assembly on Thursday will vote on whether residents can come up
with a plan to get the Fairbanks area off the Environmental Protection  Agency's
list of communities violating fine particle pollution standards, or leave it to the
state. Fairbanks shares the list with much larger cities such as Los Angeles,
Philadelphia and New York.

The state has less than three years to submit an impleme ntation plan to the
EPA or risk losing federal money.

Two summers ago, William Tilton's neighbors in North Pole installed an outdoor
boiler. Tilton's flock of 40 pigeons began dying that winter.

The problem is "what smells like fumes from coal -burning moves through my
property on a regular basis, especially when it gets cold," said Tilton, 65.

He blames the outdoor boiler and the large pile of coal stored under a tarp,
and wishes they could go back to using oil for heat.

The borough, which has about 98,000 residents, has been collecting data on
particulates from five sites in a federally -designated non-attainment area for
pollution. About 85,000 people live in the non -attainment area. It shows that
old wood stoves and outdoor boilers are the biggest offe nders.




But the borough is looking at other sources, including the burning of used
motor oil for heat, oil furnaces; diesel -powered trucks, planes and locomotives;
and coal-fired power plants.

Exposure to particulate pollution increases the risks of chro nic bronchitis and
decreased lung function. It also can shorten lives for people with heart or lung
disease.

In 2006, the Environmental Protection Agency cut the acceptable level of
particulates nearly in half, from 65 micrograms per cubic meter to 35
micrograms. From late December to early January, Fairbanks exceeded the
limit for particulates on 11 consecutive days.

About 17 percent of the area’s 35,000 households use some amount of wood to
heat their homes, said John Davies with the Cold Climate Housi ng Research
Center in Fairbanks. He estimates that about 12,000 wood stoves and about 500
outdoor boilers are in use.

Miller said that when the price of home -heating fuel increased, wood -fired
boilers were shipped up from the Lower 48 where some states ba nned them.
The older-style boilers come with a water jacket around the fire chamber that
prevents the wood from burning completely, increasing pollution output.

"Half the wood you put in there goes up the stack," Davies said.

Some people who burn wood also underestimate the amount needed to heat
their homes for the winter and run out of wood they stacked in the summer.
They then burn wet, green wood, which emits far more pollution and heats less
efficiently. Many also burn coal in the boilers, or pallets and construction
debris, or even garbage.

"You have a lot of folks out there who have never burned wood before. They
don't know what they are doing," Miller said.

North Pole resident Jerry Koerner said outdoor boilers are forcing him to adopt
an indoor lifestyle.

"It is starting to affect our health," said Koerner, 54, who blames his raspy
voice on breathing the pungent fumes from the boilers near his home. He and
his wife used to enjoy taking a two -mile walk near their home. Last week, he
found himself breathing through his jacket. His wife used her scarf.

"We have lots and lots of complaints from individuals who live next to these
people who have outdoor wood boilers," Miller said. "They are literally smoking
them out of their houses."




Idaho, four othe r western states named in EPA
lawsuit

From the Center for Biological Diversity

Excerpted from the article b y Cynthia Sewell posted in the Idaho Statesman,
February 1, 2010

The Center for Biological Diversity today filed a notice of intent to sue the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency for failing to meet numerous deadlines for
limiting dangerous pollution from tiny airborne particles like soot and dust in
Idaho, Alaska, Arizona, Montana and Nevada. In some cases, the deadline for
EPA action passed more than 10 years ago.

In Idaho, specifically, the EPA failed to make PM -10 attainment designation for
Bonner County in North Idaho and Fort Hall Indian Reservation in East Idaho.

Particulate matter, also known as PM -10, is air pollution made up of tiny
particles smaller than 10 microns in diameter (about 10 times smaller than the
width of the average human hair). These particles can travel deep into the
lungs when breathed, posing serious risks to human health.

The EPA has violated the Clean Air Act by failing to determine the states are
complying with existing standards designed to protect the public from air
pollution, and by failing to ensure that states are implementing legally

required plans to meet the standards, according to the Arizona -based nonprofit
organization.

"EPA has failedto follow through on keeping the West's air clean and free from
dangerous pollution,” said Center attorney Kevin Bundy. "The Clean Air Act
works to protect the environment and public health, but both EPA and the
states need to do their part and comply with  the law."

The Center's letter demands that EPA correct these violations or face litigation.
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Air Pollution Increases Infants' Risk of Bronchiolitis

Retrieved November 7, 2009, from
http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2009/11/091106084243.htm

Infants who are exposed to higher levels of air pollution are at
increased risk for bronchiolitis, according to a new study. The study
appears in the November 15 issue of the American Thoracic Society's
American Journal of Respiratory and Critical Care Medicine.

"There has been very little study of the consequences of early life
exposure to air pollution," said Catherine Karr, M.D. PhD, assistant
professor of pediatrics at the University of Washington and the
paper's lead author. "This study is unique in that we were able to
look at multiple sources including wood smoke in a region with
relatively low concentrations of am bient air pollution overall."

The researchers analyzed nearly 12,000 diagnoses of infant
bronchiolitis between 1999 and 2002 in southwestern British
Columbia, with respect to the individual's ambient pollution
exposure based on monitored levels of nitric oxide (NO), nitrogen
dioxide (NO,), carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur dioxide (SO ), and
particulate matter from monitoring stations within 10 km of the
infants' homes. They also used land-use regression maps to assess
concentrations of ambient pollution with r espect to traffic and
wood smoke. They analyzed pollution exposure by dividing subjects
into four categories, or quartiles, of concentration.

After accounting for confounding variables including sex,

gestational age, maternal smoking and breastfeeding, th ey found
that a diagnosis of bronchiolitis was significantly linked to increased
lifetime exposure to specific pollutants. An interquartile increase in
exposure to NO, NG,, SO, and CO increased bronchiolitis risk by 8,
12, 4 and 13 percent respectively. In fants who lived within 50
meters of a highway had an increased risk of six percent; those who
lived in a higher wood smoke exposure area had an increase of eight
percent in their risk of bronchiolitis.



http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2009/11/091106084243.htm

"In general, we found that traffic -derived air pollu tants were
associated with infant bronchiolitis as well as wood smoke and
industrial emissions,” said Dr. Karr. "The magnitude of the effect is
modest, but is comparable to most air pollution studies in North
America. The importance of these small magnitud e effects become
significant when you consider that they affect a great number of
children because these exposures are so ubiquitous."

"This study adds to a growing body of research showing a link
between neighborhood air pollution hotspots and pediatric
respiratory disease. We were specifically interested in bronchiolitis,
the main reason for children to be hospitalized in their first year, as
it is an important and costly childhood illness. Reducing exposure to
air pollution may be one approach to decrea se bronchiolitis
occurrence," said Michael Brauer, Sc.D., professor at the School of
Environmental Health at the University of British Columbia and
principal investigator on the study.

Dr. Karr, who is a pediatrician, also noted that the current research
might help guide the conversations that doctors have with patients.
"l think we have a role in educating parents about concerns
regarding air pollution and promoting precautionary approaches
where feasible. Encouraging avoidance of the use of wood burning
appliances or avoiding residing in close proximity to highways would
be examples."

Furthermore, she says, policies should address exposure to air
pollution in residential settings, school settings, and daycares.
"Places where kids spend a lot of time shoul dn't be right next to
major highways," said Dr. Karr.

The research strengthens the connection between ambient air
pollution and respiratory disease among children, although more
research needs to be done to elucidate the precise nature of that
link. Dr. Ka rr noted that the National Children's Study, a new
project of the NIH, CDC and EPA, which is designed to follow
100,000 mothers and their children from birth to adulthood will
expand our understanding further. This prospective study will allow
exploration of the role of environmental exposures such as air
pollution in the context of other influences on child health such as
genes and geneenvironment interactions.




Worse Than Drunk Drivers!

How many deaths are caused by drunk drivers every year in iBeurge?
Compare this to the 20 avoidable deaths per year due to air pollution. Yet we
tolerate bad air more than drunk driving.

The solution to both issues is complex and seems almost overwhelming. No
matter how many warnings are given to certain petygeg still seem to

drink and drive. They probably do not intend harm but the chances are
always there.

The same intentions and chances happen with air pollution. | cannot imagine
that any mill intends to harm people but the chances are there. The best
pallution prevention devices are very expensive and the cost could finish
some industries. People could lose their jobs and businesses would leave
town.

| have been told that the government gives a tax break for any pollution
control device. There are aelly many incentives to help reduce air
pollution so if a particular industry does not use every available resource
then it should be shut down.

Maybe any bad smoke stack should be treated like any drunk driver.

Contributed by Vic Steblin

BSc Honours Math

MA MATH Education from UBC

Currently teaching math in a Secondary School in Prince George, B.C.




Adverse Health Effects from Smoke

Numerous scientific studies report serious adverse health effects
from breathing smoke emitted by residential wood combustion.
Smoke contains fine particles, which can affect both the lungs and
the heart. Residential wood smoke is a significant source of
exposure to fine particle pollution.

Smoke from wood-burning stoves and fireplaces contain a complex
mixture of gases and particles. The size of particles is directly
linked to causing health problems. Small particles less than 10
micrometers in diamete r pose the greatest problems because they
can get deep into the lungs and some particles may even get into
the bloodstream. Among these particles are "fine particles,"” which
are 2.5 micrometers in diameter and smaller. These fine particles
can affect both your lungs and your heart

When people are not at work they typically spend 60 -70 percent of
their time at home (Szalar,1 1972; Chapin2, 1974; Sexton et al.3,
1986) and if they heat their home with wood they are exposed to
fine particle pollution. In addi tion to the smoke that can be
released inside the home, studies show that an estimated 70
percent of smoke from chimneys can actually re -enter the home
and neighborhood dwellings (Pierson4 et al., 1989).

Numerous scientific studies have linked particle p ollution exposure

to a variety of problems, including:

A increased respiratory symptoms, su
coughing, or difficulty breathing;

decreased |l ung function;
aggravated ast hma;

devel opment of chronic bronchitis;
| wlar leegrtbeat;

n-fatal heart attacks; and

premature death in people with hea
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MAIL BAG
Change open buming policy

Chase: Writer says smoke hurting residents and the environment.

An open letter 1o the mayor and council
Members in Chase:

I have noticed that you allow open burn-
ing in your village. I find it difficult 1o
believe that you allow this to go on when
almost every other municipality has bans
on open burning.

Reading your bylaws (clls me that all
one has to do to destroy the air quality in
your village is to buy a permit.

Do you realize the damage thal you arc
doing to the environment? And, what
about the helpless people who are exposed
to the smoke?

I have seen pictures of the smoke in
various locations and it sickens me to
think that the mayor and council members
see nothing wrong with pulling in a few

dollars at the expense of the health and
happiness of the residents.

I write monthly newsletters and I think
this should be listed under the “Bozo
Award of the Month.”

Burning is a costly and filthy affront to
all that are invaded by it. Exposure to the
smoke is extremely uncomfortable and
causes burning eyes, dry and sore throat,
irritation of the nasal passages, cardiovas-
cular system damage, causes some types
of cancer and brain damage. headaches
and allergic reactions, among other symp-
toms.

When smoke is prevalent in the area,
people cannot open their windows for
fresh air, because there is nonc. They can-
not enjoy their own property duc to the

stench. Everyone should be able to relax
in their own homes without the fear that
they arc being contaminated by toxic
smoke. It is an environmental right of all
people.

There is no relicf by opening windows
because the acrid smells were like a fog
covering our house. Buying expensive air
cleaners did nothing to remove the odors.

There is no enjoying the deck and yard
as long as smoke is filling the air.

Please rethink your policy on open
buming. It will save lives, make a greener
Chase Village and make your citizens
proud that you care enough to do some-
thing.

Shirley Brandie




LETTERS

(Names are omittedl

We filed suit last August against two neighbors with OWBs and charged trespass,
nuisance and negligenamdsited Wisconsin case law for each charge (we're located in
Wisconsin where there are an estimated 30,000+ OWBS).

We're in the discovery phase right now, which is excruciating.

We're just another variation of the same story told from Maine tod@ragd into
Canada!Just the names are differeiowever, we've finally gotten the interest of an
environmental advocacy group and are preparing a petition to submit to the/é¢ate.
have about 400 signatures ready without having to try too hard.

Last year, the Wisconsin Dept. of Health (DHS) surveyed the county public health
departments about OWB complainSver half of the counties had received complaints.
The state found an OWB in nhoncompliance with visible emission laws in 1991, but
refusesa enforce this law for OWBs because of the cdistakes less than a half hour to
collect the enforcement data (visible smoke), but months of litigation c8etghe state
says that it's the local government responsibility to deal with OWBs.

In Sepember 2008, DHS responded to the outcry for assistance from counties by
preparing an enforcement guidance for nuisance OW#s.attached this for your
reference.They tested PM2.5 at my house and others and now have decided that to
determine if theresi "potential” for a health hazard, you just need to see the smoke and
smell it. Then, there's a direct connection for exposure to air toBns. my county

won't follow this guidance So, we're left on our own to protect our property and health.

Thebest thing | did for our case was to buy a tikaese camera to document the smoke
plumes. Lawyers kept asking me about how often the smoke came onto our property.
We had no way to document that until we got the camleraas absolutely shocked to
see he results.




| lost my 38 year old son 6 years ago, then my daughter was diagnosed with
breast and lymph node cancer 3 months after that (she was 40 at the time, and
now in re-mission) to 6 different operations for me, and two for my husband,
then in 2008 a diagnosis for me of breast cancer, lumpectomy and lymph node
surgery but nodes not affected. | finished up radiation in Sept. of 2008, and
was doing well. Coping at least.

Then sometime last winter, some smoke and fumes problems started, and
went on til June. | didn't know where they were coming from at first. They
were only really bad a few times. Then by summer | forgot about them. Until
Oct. when | spent most of the month sick. The doctor couldn't figure out what
was wrong with me, | would be OK in his office. When | get away from the
fumes | am better, but | think that permanent damage is being done. | was in
the hospital for 5 days last week, stomach virus, but no respiratory symptoms
while there. But back home, | am blasted by fumes again.

We don't get any direct smoke, "the thing" is about 200 ft. away. My roof
height is well over 30 ft., my chimney over 35 ft. We have a fireplace, | no
longer use it. We have wood from a tree trimmed in our yard last year, and
bought wood from trimmed trees then also.

It has been rotting ever since. We have some wood inside now becau se of the
snow, as it would be our only source of heat in a power failure. Itisa
residential section, but there is a parking lot across the street between the
OWB and my house, and the fumes have no obstruction to stop them from
coming right here.

What we get is horrible, acrid, reeking fumes of smoldering wood and
creosote. The prevailing winds seem to bring the awful stench, and it packs my
back yard, porch, seeps in windows, and is sucked in by my hot air heat. It
doesn't dissipate, and just hangs the re for hours. We burn olil.

| guess my point is this. The OWB owner has quite the elaborate contraption.
He has made additions to the stack until it is maybe 20 to 25 ft. tall. It tapers

to a narrow width at the top, and is supported by guide wires. It has a cap on

it, so the smoke just seems to ooze out, until after dark anyway, when it then
begins to pour out. (no one can check it then) I just think that adding stack
height is a waste of time, and whatever is so heavy in that smoke is just going
to find its way down anyway. The own er has told my husband that he can't use
the automatic controls, it smokes way too much. So he said that he had a
switch put in his house and he controls it from there.

We now have a complaint in with the DEP, but I'm told if he fights it and wins
that h e can continue on. It was making me sick last night. Usually during a
storm we get a break, but not last night. We live near the river, so the air is
almost always damp. Houses across the side street from the OWB don't have a
problem. My third floor isn't heated, and there are no fumes up there, | guess
they just can't rise that high. But I can't live up there. No one will stand up for
us, one neighbor died, one moved, and one next door is having frequent nose
bleeds. But the OWB owner seems to be everyone's darling in this small town.




He is very far from poor, so conventional heating wouldn't starve him. He has
three businesses that | know of.

Our lives have been ripped away from us. We will have to sell our house and
move, but that could take years. | fee | like a homeless person, there is no safe
haven anymore. We need to find a place to go, but there is my husband's
elderly mother in town, my husband's job in the next small town over. | have
started by shredding old records, but | have a basement, 2 floors and a walk up
attic to deal with. I had just started
belongings when the illness and fumes started in October.

So someone else's cheap heat is a lot more than some smoke or fumes, its
destroyed lives. | have been di agnosed with acute bronchitis, broncholitis,
pneumonitis.

| have a new pulmonologist now. We gave him a drawing of an OWB and an
article about them. He said that | have what people in third world countries
get, and that | need a lawyer.

We have taped windows, towels in windows. Soot in windowsills, a dog that the
fumes make sick. My husbandhas a chronic sinus infection.

Now some people are concerned about government interference, and the
American tradition of burning wood. Please God, spare me from that bull. What
about my God given right to air, and the freedom to open a window? We are
prisoners in our own home, and still suffering, even inside. We will have to put
air conditioners in by March. No fans for us anymore. | have had to shut the
heat off in the night to try to stop fumes.

Maybe some are people who really can't afford heat, but in my opinion, the
ones around here are people in construction, have money and all the toys they
could buy, second homes, etc. and that this is just another expensive novelty
to amuse them for awhile.

| have no love for this town, and can't wait to leave. | just don't know how to
even start wading through this nightmare. And | don't look for the fumes to
stop. | am 65 years old, and didn't think that there could be muc h more tragedy
in my life. Then the killing machine came along.

t
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BOZO of the Month

by M‘T 7

Thi s mo nGrdandBendBOmtarm Canada
A tourist area where folks comebmrand their heart's
content, heedless of the noxious smoke effect on their

When Susan Cornell moved to her Grand River Avenue home two yea
ago, she had never heard of outdoor wood boilers. Now, she's urging ¢
council to ban their useclaiming that the wood smoke from a unit
operating at the house next door has been undermining her responrgt
health on a chronic basis'On two occasions | had to go to the
emergency room for respiratory issues.

"l have bronchial asthma. So what happens with this problem, with my
situation, when | am exposed to that smoke... | get very wheezy. My lui
ache and | get very congested and start coughing. Once, | had to be
ventilated four times to get me breathing."

When council meets Monday, it will consider passing a resolution by
Coun. Jennifer Kinneman that would require city officials from the
building department, the environmental department, the fire
department, the legal department and the Brant County Healthnit to
review an Environment Canada report on the effects of wood smoke ar
outdoor boilers. They will be asked to provide council with their analysi
including a model bylaw.

Cornell has been monitoring the boiler's activity daily since last year.
Problems such as those described by Cornell are recognized by health
authorities, including the Ontario Lung Association.




Editorial

Marché a time for thinking

Some of us may even be feeling green with the stench of wood

smoke that has filled our properties and homes. To be on the
receiving end of a neighbordos s
only those that have been exposed to it can understand.

Speaking with, even begging, these neighbors does nothing more
than motivate them to increa se their smoke output, as many of us
can testify to.

Where is the answer? Where is the hope for ever living a normal

life again? Where are the municipal leaders with the moxie to

take this issue on?

Until we all raise our voices and our pens there will  never be a
solution to this. Letds make Mar
politicians know that we are fed up living in fear of what this

smoke is doing to our health and the health of our loved ones. We
CAN do this!

Now is the time to get busy and perhaps nex t winter will be one
where we can enjoy our homes and properties as we have the

right to!




Teaming Up With Others: Strength In Numbers

Like tobacco smoke, wood smoke can be banned or regulated in cities or states. Our
national elected officialsalso need to hear from us.Please contact any of the names
below--you do not have to live in their area to build our network. Nor do you have

to leave your name if you prefer not to.But we all need to build a network for

strength in numbers.

Here is a partial list of contacts who are working on wood smoke issues from
various states and regions. Pleasgick here to email meif you are willing to have
your email address or other information publishedin this newsletter monthly to
connect with others.

State/Province

s.brandie@sympatico.ca Ontario,
. Web sitehttp://WoodBurnerSmoke.net Canada
Shirley
http://www.canadiancleanairalliance.ca
Victoria Valentine stopwoodsmoke @woodsmokefreeny.com New York,
Web site:http://www.woodsmokefreeny.com U.S.A.
Julie Mellum info@takebacktheair.com Minneapolis
Web site http://www.takebacktheair.com U.S.A.
Vic Steblin vsteblin@sd57.bc.ca Prince George, British Columbia,
Canada
Short Letters about Air Quality are
listed in OPINION section of
www.pachapg.ca
Vicki Morell vmorell@telus.net Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada

Website:http://www.canadiancleanairalliance.
"A breath of fresh air for all generations”

604-322-6744
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Julie Burgo

Jbamonteburgo@agmail.com

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania
USA

Ernest Grolimund

egrolimund@msn.com

19 Johnson Hts.,
Waterville, Maine USA 04901
207-861-5765

giulia.dalesio@hotmail.com

Notre-Dame-De-L'ile Perrot

Giulia D'Alesio Quebec, Canada
Phoneand fax (514) 4255288
Janet Irvine janetirvine@shaw.ca Nanaimo, B.C.

Canada

Linda Beaudin

airisprecious@gmail.com

Cornwall, Ontario
Canada

Nathalie Doiron

Nathalie doiron@hotmail.com

Quebec, Canada

Cathy Baiton

cleanairmattersinalberta@gmail.com

Alberta, Canada

All burning results in very fine micro particulates and there is no safe level of this

asbestos sized, dangerous air pollutant. Solid fuels, such as pellets and especially wood,
produce more smoke and emit more fine particulate air pollutants than cleaner fuels such
as gas and electricity.
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NEW TO CANADA

Canadian Clean Air Alliance

A totally new Canadian site that deals with wood smoke pollution.

Mission Statement

Our mission is to educate public officials, government and all citizens
about wood smoke as a major form of hazardous air pollution that
affects our health, use of our property, water, crops, livestock, the
environment and climatechange We urge citizens everywhere to press
for legislative changes to call wood smoke a public nuisance under stg
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We are looking to include every province in Canada.
Please email t&hirleyto start a provincial page for your province.
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Photos and Videos

Just a few photos to show to your public officials and others you want to convince
that only a ban on smoke release will change this!

To see some photos that victims of wood smoke have sent click here

To have your own listed, send an email te.brandie @sympatico.ca
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