LILLOOET LAND and RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN


Table Meeting February 23 & 24, 2001


Lillooet, Recreation Centre


MEETING SUMMARY





Attendees:


Community Resources Board:  Bill Spencer, Chris O’Connor, Betty Weaver, Karl Delling, Mike Kennedy, Tim Sampson, John Courchesne, Linda Hume


Public Participants:  Jack Carradice, Norma Wilson, Doug Radies (alt.), Greg Dixon, Sylvia Waterer, John Leighton, Andre Panteleyev, Dennis Perry


Provincial Government:  Dave Horne, Phil Belliveau, Jacquie Rasmussen, Jim Britton, Matthew Simons, Rob Gowan, Roger Wysocki, Mike Hanry, 


Local Government:  Russ Oakley, Sheila McLean


Staff:  Bruce Walter, Marc Imus, Susan Omelchuk, Dave Tudhope, Cindy Pearce


Guests & Observers:  Vic Hamm, Susan Senger, Trevor Chandler, Mel Stewart, Keith Dufresne, Kenda Graham, Garnet Mierau, Paul Ehni





Documents:


February 23/24th meeting agenda


February 16 meeting summary


Phase 1 Framework Document – Crown Lands – revised 2001/02/20


Phase 1 Framework Document – Fish – revised 2001/02/20


LRMP Range & Agriculture Strategic Level Objectives  (2001/02/21) 


& emailed


Phase 1 Framework Document – Recreation – revised2001/02/21


Phase 1 Framework Document - Species at Risk – revised 2001/02/20


Phase 1 Framework Document – Wildlife – revised 2001/02/20


Summary of Comment Sheet Data


Minerals  2001/02/21


OTHER HANDOUTS


Friday, February 23


Start:  8:40 am





Introduction - Bruce thanked Sue Senger and Susan Omelchuk for their hard work on the Open House; the open house appeared to be a success.   


Agenda Review/Summary Review/Rumour Check - Bruce reviewed the agenda.  Copies of the summary from last week are available.  No rumours were reported.


Housekeeping - Dave Horne mentioned there is a copy of the Forest Practices Board review.  Susan mentioned that there are some items in the reading file.  Bruce mentioned that the Northern Cascades Grizzly Bear Recovery Plan group is looking for comments by April 28.  Cindy mentioned that she has had computer & e-mail problems since the beginning of the week and has not been able to respond to e-mails sent since last weekend.


Summary of Public Input to Date - Sue Senger - reviewed the Summary of Comment Sheet Data for the February 17, 2001 Open House.  Most of the comments received came from the comment sheets filled out at the open house.  There were a number of positive comments made throughout.  One item identified in the comments that has not been dealt with by the Table is the issue of water export.  There were a high number of tourism comments (change from last year).  Similar concerns raised from last year - most have been considered in the LRMP.


Question #2 - some concern with completion prior to the election.  


Question #3 - most people felt that the framework should be made available for public review.


Other comments were made that were outside the purview of the LRMP.


Working agreement on the final Phase 1 text for various sections (as follows):  


Note:  the changes for the following sections were recorded in the individual section of the Framework document.


Access


Agriculture


Range


Recreation


Touirsm


Phase 3


Introduction





Information Needed for Community Watershed Designation


Drinking Water:


existing community watersheds 


areas where there is an interest to designate as (community watershed status)


Buck Creek


Marshall Lake


Gun Lake/Gun Creek


Pavilion lake


Tyaughton Lake


individual domestic water use licenses;





Licenses on a stream - Community Watershed criteria (according to Guidebook)


preference to greater than 15 licenses


connections along 1-2 km of stream


water users are organized, or are willing to organize


watershed drainage are less than 500km3


suitabiliity of water source for human consumption


supports an industrial or enterprise license for a trailer park or public use





	Lakes - Community Watershed criteria (according to Guidebook)


less than 500 ha


depth less than 5m


shorter than 2 years residence time


watershed to lake ration of less than 5 to 1


proximity of water intake to streams


lake and near-shore use





Information on Candidates:


Buck Creek - 13 domestic licenses


community system


applied for community watershed status


Gun Lake - 48 domestic licenses


applied for CWS


Gun Creek (Pearson Creek - 13 licenses)


Marshal Lake - no licenses on lake, some on tributaries


Pavilion Lake - no domestic licenses


Tyaughton Lake - 5 domestic watersheds





FPC management in Community Watersheds:


Watershed committee


assessments by professionals


opportunity for dissenting report from licensees


joint MOF/BCE approval for Forest Development Plans (FDP)





Commitments by CWS applicants:


become organized


majority of licensees must support


water systems must comply with safe drinking water Reg. - or - have agreement of Health Officer


provide water quality analysis if requested (in order to obtain CWS)


water quality monitoring





John Leighton expressed concern with the FPC criteria for community watershed designation.  The intent is to provide lake owners with the opportunity to have their watersheds recognized.





Cindy - asked the Table what information is needed in order for the Table to recommend community watershed status.  Jack asked for a description of community watershed status, from the committee’s perspective.


indication from licensees that they accept the responsibilities of community watershed status; 


Gun Lake - the District Manager has made a commitment to manage as a community watershed (even though CWS was not granted by the Forest Practices Board);


boundaries need to be identified for analysis:  gross area, forested area & THLB area within each of the boundaries (available for Buck Creek);





Are there solutions from elswhere?


Kootenay-Boundary plan


Okanagan-Shuswap plan


Cassiar & others - one liners





Need to confirm the desire of communities (other than Buck Creek & Gun Lake) that they would like to have community watershed status and are informed of the implications of this status.





Sharon Porter - contact person for Pearson Creek (Sylvia has phone number).





Norma:  question of - How close or how far from the FPC guidelines are each of the watersheds being considered?





Bill S. - suggestion that a dispute resolution process be outlined to deal with potential conflicts between domestic water licensees where resource development takes place.  Need to know how many community watersheds would be subject to the dispute resolution process.





Need to figure out how much time is needed to gather information for the Table to make recommendations.





The list of information that’s required will be reviewed by the working group on Thursday.





Decision to review the Minerals section at the end of the day tomorrow (copies available).








Saturday, February 24


Start:  8:30am





Introduction/Housekeeping - Crown Lands was added to the agenda.  This will be reviewed at the end of the day.  Sylvia Waterer mentioned that she contacted some people (including Sharon Porter) last night regarding the Pearson Creek water interest.  Sharon mentioned to Sylvia that the local water users at Pearson Creek looked into Community Watershed status and decided not to pursue this designation due to the regulations that go along with this status.  Community watershed status may require water treatment (if deemed necessary by a Health Officer) and the local residents felt that this was not consistent with their vision of living in a rural area.  There is interest, however, in ensuring that the community members using this water source have a clean water source.  Protection of the Pearson Creek water will be looked at further (along with other domestic water sources) by the Water Working Group.





Working agreement on the final Phase 1 text for:


Crown Land


Species at Risk (General - all Sp. At Risk except for Grizzly & Spotted Owl)


Fish


Wildlife


Minerals





Revisions were made directly to these individual sections.








Next Steps


What we need to do:


finish/close mediation - consensus


develop/finish Phase 1 recommendations for drinking water


address 4 wheel drive concerns about “immediate” access actions


edit text reviewed at this meeting


Table review/approval of final Phase 1 Framework Plan


Tourism/Parks MOU or letter of agreement for Table Review (following completion by Marc Imus, Rob Gowan & Mike Hanry)


Government policy, LRMP policy, HLP clarity (clarity of Phase 1 document with HLP document):  





Action:  PST to put together a preliminary costing of all the inventory items.





Suggested Dates:


March:


1		Drinking Water meeting at the Kamloops, MELP office


2-3		Mediation (to government)


Note:  CRB meeting on the 2nd may need to be rescheduled due to mediation.


?		Revised text to Table


9, 10 (11)	Table meeting to review mediation outcomes/text


		Mediation outcomes/text (to government)


(16 & 17)	Table review of final text	


		Delivery to Table





Party





Discussion of Mediation Location:





Options under Consideration:


Kamloops


Lillooet


Vancouver - Lillooet folks by plane





John Courchesne registered that he would prefer to have mediation meetings in the plan area.





Decision:  Mediation meetings to be held in Kamloops at the Sheraton Four Points Hotel. 








Public Input:


Missed Issue:  “Water as a commodity.”





Betty - suggestion to add a statement in the Water section that this will be dealt with in Phase 2.


John L. - question of whether this applies to the LRMP.


Cindy - this is an economic opportunity that was identified; suggest that this be dealt with in Community Economic Development section.


Sue S. - the diversion of water was the issue.





Decision:  the issue of “water as a commodity” should be identified in the Water section.





Dave T. - mentioned that the issue of “bulk water exports” has been identified in other LRMPs.





Meeting adjourned:  3:15pm
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