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Shishalh 
Nation
Lands
(right)

I want to acknowledge that we are gathered here on the 
ancient lands of the Shishalh Nation

Photo from 
Peninsula 

Times
May 2, 1973



I want to acknowledge that we are gathered here on the 
ancient lands of the Shishalh Nation



Photo from the 
November 17, 1971

Peninsula Times:
just over eleven 
years after First 

Nations were 
permitted to vote in 
Canadian elections.



Phil
Makow

Special Tribute to:
Phil Makow

(d. November 10, 2022)
Former Sechelt community resident

 Creator and Permitter of the 
B.C. Tap Water Alliance Mountain 

Water Tap Logo



Special Tribute to:
John Keates

(d. January 7, 2012)

John Keates authored the drawing of 
the Trojan Horse (December 2007)



How to Navigate On-Line to Sunshine Coast 

documents published by 

the B.C. Tap Water Alliance

www.bctwa.org
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Some of the Numerous Other Documents and Documentaries on the BCTWA Website





British Columbia Atlas 
of Resources: Natural 

Resources Conference
1956



British Columbia Atlas of 
Resources: Natural Resources 

Conference
1956



British Columbia Atlas of Resources: Natural Resources Conference, 1956



“If any one is asked to 

enumerate our natural 

resources, he will mention our 

forests, minerals, fish, fur-

bearing animals, etc., but few 

will think of or mention 

probably the most important 

of all – water – without which

the others would either be 

non-existent or incapable of 

use and development… For 

administrative purposes,

the Province is divided into 

thirty-two water districts, 

whose boundaries so far as 

possible follow watershed

boundaries.” (Report of the 

Lands, Surveys, and Water 

Rights Branches, 1946.)



The well-established tradition of 

“single-use” protection of drinking 

and irrigation water sources is also 

reflected in the following statement 

by federal Hydrographic Survey 

engineer E.M. Dann: “It is needless 

for me to expatiate here upon the 

now well informed doctrine 

relating to the protection of 

municipal water  supply.” 

Dann wrote this to his superiors in a 

1915 report about East Canoe Creek, 

Salmon Arm’s water supply, which

was located in the Railway Belt and 

was under the jurisdiction of the 

federal government at that time 

(Report No. 230, Survey of Watershed 

of East Canoe Creek, in connection 

with Salmon Arm Water Supply, July 

17, 1915).

“The well-informed doctrine relating to the protection of municipal water supply.”

British Columbia Atlas of Resources: Natural Resources Conference 1956



The 1905 Watershed Reserve map for provincial 

Order-in-Council #184, showing the boundaries of 

the remaining Crown lands in the Capilano 

watershed above the water intake. The Reserve 

protected the watershed from future timber 

speculation and private ownership. 

The private lands shown as rectangular parcels in the 

Capilano watershed were previously owned by the 

Capilano Timber Company. These and other lands 

(i.e., in the Seymour watershed) were obtained by the 

Greater Vancouver Water District, which had a 

mandate to own and control land in its watersheds, 

through negotiation, after 1926.

7 years before British Columbia’s first park 

was created by way of legislative protection 

in 1912 (Strathcona), drinking watersheds 

began to be protected in 1905 for Metro 

Vancouver by way of a Land Act reserve. A 

second Land Act reserve for the Seymour 

watershed was established in 1906.



Both federal and provincial governments legislated protection 

for drinking watersheds in B.C. at the start of the 1900s.

1910Coquitlam



United States federal 

government protected 

Portland City’s water 

supply, the Bull Run 

watershed, in 1892.



REPORT UPON FORESTRY, 

by FRANKLIN B. HOUGH, 1878 

(pages 308-309)

(Hough quotes from an address by senior 

librarian Henry Homes, June 4, 1872, The 

Water Supply of Constantinople, 

presented to a meeting of the Albany 

Institute.)

CONSTANTINOPLE’S FORMERLY 

PROTECTED FORESTED 

WATERSHED SOURCE ON THE 

BALKAN RIDGE

“The sides of the hills are all covered with forests of oak and chestnut, and also far beyond the spots whence any water could 

flow to the reservoirs. This devoting so large a space to forest wilderness within ten miles of a million of inhabitants is not a 

mystery to the people. It is the result of a custom, and a stringent law enforced for 1,500 years, and not a new discovery. The 

edicts of the Greek Emperors were very early issued requiring the planting of trees and forbidding any person other 

than the authorities to cut down a tree, and the Turks enforce the same law. There may be differences of opinion as to the 

physical laws by which the perpetuation of forests secures rain and preserves moisture, but there is no difference as to the fact 

that in the devastation of the forest on the hill-side the usual regular flow of water is greatly diminished.” 

WORLD’S OLDEST AND 

LONGEST PROTECTED 

DRINKING WATERSHED



Lower Sunshine 
Coast

Department of 
Lands Map

1912



Provincial 
Forest Cover 
Map, 1954.
It shows old 

growth forest 
in dark green. 

The Map
may not be
accurate.



1948 Oblique
Aerial Photo
showing the 

headwaters of
Gray, Chapman

and Angus
Watershed

Creek forest
valleys.

Gray Chapman



Note that
the headwater

forests are
still intact.

The protection of
the “headwaters”
to protect water

flows originates from
the B.C. Forest
Commission of

1910, a legislated 
policy that 

foresters would
later Ignore.



The 1990s: A Time of Discoveries
While researching the history of the Greater Vancouver 

Watersheds I began following threads. This led me to 

discover logging controversies in Oregon (October 1994), 

Washington State (June 1994), the Victoria City watersheds 

(June 1992), and other community watersheds in British 

Columbia.

It was in April 1996 that I signed up for an 

advertised “forestry tour” of the Chapman Creek 

community watershed. This is when I first met 

and was introduced to the concerned citizens of 

Sechelt / Gibsons.



I was shocked, horrified, 

repulsed by what I 

witnessed on the National 

Forest Week tour event of 

the Chapman Creek 

community watershed. 

The Ministry of Forests 

approved its ruination!



Location of 
where we walked 
on the “forestry” 

tour (in red 
highlight) on the 
east side of the 

Chapman Creek, 
a recent, vast 

clearcut. 
An area logged 

earlier and 
below, which 
angered the 

community, was 
featured in the 
newspaper on 

January 23, 
1979.



Old photographs 

of the logging in 

Chapman Creek 

I copied from 

concerned 

citizens



Forestry tour leader and 

community watershed logging 

advocate Brian Carson (far 

right) attempts to answer 

residents’ serious questions and 

concerns about the clearcut 

logging and excessive road 

building impacts on water 

supply and water quality by 

Jackson Brothers, Bobby 

Braish, and International Forest 

Products. The group is standing 

on a pile of debris from an 

above-triggered landslide 

event. Mr. Carson would later 

become a director of the 

Sunshine Coast Community 

Forest. (My photo of the event, 

and an accompanying video)

Phil
Makow

Brian
Carson



On August 1, 1996, some 3 months later, I again travelled to the Sunshine Coast. I came to 

interview Linda Williams, the president of the Tuwanek Ratepayers Association, who had 

been on the forestry tour. I recorded her intriguing accounts of what she and her colleagues 

(appointed as public committee members who sat on the Tetrahedron Land and Resource 

Use Plan) discovered about the Chapman and Gray Creek community watersheds.



Tetrahedron Park Proposal
Boundaries (in green)

Chapman

Gray



“We couldn’t figure out at all, actually, what was going on. We noticed that these maps had Reserves marked 

on them, Watershed Reserves, and we couldn’t get anything out of the Ministry of Forests about what they 

meant. And finally, after almost a year of questioning they came up with this ‘thing,’ that they were ‘just red 

flags.’  … So, then we asked, well why aren’t they on the Forest Cover maps then for the planners that are 

doing the planning? This went on and on. So, the Water Subcommittee [of the Tetrahedron LRUP] was struck 

because there was just too many anomalies. … The Water Subcommittee took upon itself a larger mandate … 

we can’t just look at the Tetrahedron area when we are talking about the water issue, we have to look at the 

context of both watersheds. Our mandate was larger in that we had the approval of the LRUP to examine the 

watersheds as a unit, rather than just the Tetrahedron area which the other Subcommittees did. … So, we 

asked for the Watershed Reserve files from the Ministry of Forests, and we were told there was no such 

thing. … But there was no way they were going to respond to the Watershed Reserve files on the two 

watersheds. They did not respond to that.”  

Transcript, August 1, 1996, Linda Williams:



CHAPMAN CREEK
WATERSHED RESERVE



GRAY CREEK
WATERSHED RESERVE





There were two Planning processes on the Chapman 
and Gray Creek Watersheds taking place at the same time

The Integrated Watershed Management Plan 
(May 1990 – 1997) failed to mention or 

include Government tenure status 
references to the two Watershed Reserves 
which were discovered and investigated in 

the Tetrahedron public process.

The difference between the two provincial higher-level planning processes 
was that the Tetrahedron membership included community representatives, 
but the IWMP process only included provincial ministerial representatives.

1.

2.



Linda Williams interview, August 1, 1996, audio transcript:

“In this latest IWMP document, there is not one 
mention of Watershed Reserve. There is not one 

mention, not one word. It never enters the report.”



When the Sunshine Coast Regional District was informed about the residents’ 
concerns about the missing Watershed Reserves, and when International Forest 

Products announced continued logging in the Chapman Reserve during the IWMP 

process, it decided to take the government to court in 1992.





Excerpts from the Sunshine Coast Regional 
District’s November 1992 Lawsuit Filing





‘Just a’ “Red Flag”
purpose answer 

from the Ministry
of Forests is a

“Red Flag” !



B.C. Ministry
Of Forests

“neither 
confirms nor 
denies” the 
Watershed 

Reserve files on 
the Chapman 

and Gray 
Creeks!



Final Report of the Tetrahedron LRUP Water Subcommittee, December 31, 1993



Final Report of the Tetrahedron LRUP Water Subcommittee, December 31, 1993



At first, Forest District Manager Greg Hemphill refused to release the Tetrahedron 
Report, and when community members brought a reporter, Hemphill came out of hiding.

Excerpt: From Wisdom 
to Tyranny, page 183.



Because of the intrigue I learned about the ‘mystery’ 
of the Sunshine Coast community Watershed 
Reserves in my interview with Linda Williams, seven 
weeks later, on September 20, 1996, I requested 
access to examine the files on the 1972-1980 
provincial Task Force on Community Watersheds.

At the Ministry of Environment’s former regional office 
in Burnaby, I examined and photocopied materials 
from five boxes on the provincial Task Force.



DOING 

HOMEWORK

INSPECTING

OLD FOREST 

ATLAS AND 

LEGAL 

SURVEY  

MAPS IN 

VICTORIA



THE SINGLE USE LEGACY IN BC – NO TIMBER SALES

CAPTURED ON OLD FOREST SERVICE FOREST ATLAS MAPS



Ministry of Environment’s 1980 
Map Segment of Land Act Community 

Watershed Reserves
in the Vancouver Water District

(Chapman Creek, Trout Lake, and Milne 
Creek in red highlight)

Note: The Gray Creek 
Watershed Reserve 
is not on this early 
map.



Forest Practices Code
1995 Community 
Watersheds map of 
southwest B.C.

Cluster of community 
watersheds from 
Salmon Arm Inlet to 
Howe Sound in red 
circle.



A large proportion of the lower 
Sunshine Coast land area is 
comprised of Community 
Watersheds in the Forest 
Practices Code map of 1995.

The community watersheds 
were renamed, reclassified, 
given new ‘numbered’ 
identifiers. The former 
community watersheds 
identified as Land Act 
Watershed Reserves, with their 
own file numbers, were given 
second numbered identifiers, 
bringing confusion to the 
public and its administrators.



List of Forest Practices 
Code community 
watersheds in red 
highlight boundary 

below.

The five red highlighted 
community watersheds 
in the list are those now 
in the community forest 
tenure.



The 1990-1997 
Chapman/Gray
IWMP forgot to 
include (??) an 
important map 

addition to Gray 
Creek watershed 

boundary  
identified in the 

Gray Creek 
Watershed 

Reserve 
boundary (left): 
the area at the 

bottom, an area 
sometimes called 

Naylor Creek.

More on this 
later!



Because of public controversies of logging in 
community and watershed reserved watersheds, 
Sunshine Coast member Linda Williams amongst 
other BC community members form the B.C. Tap 

Water Alliance on February 22, 1997, at a meeting in 
North Vancouver.



Quote, page 142, From Wisdom to Tyranny





Vancouver Sun
July 23, 1997

Citizens 
defending a 
Watershed 

Reserve. B.C.’s 
Attorney General
breaks the law by 

arresting these 
citizens.





We made a valuable connection on why 
Sunshine Coast community members on 
the Tetrahedron LRUP were given the run-
around by the Ministry of Forests on the 

missing Watershed Reserve files for 
Chapman and Gray Creeks.



In Section 4.4 of The Big Eddy 
report, we show the Bartlett 
Creek Watershed Reserve 
recorded on a government 
Forest Atlas Map. We 
confirmed, from Lands Files 
records, that the Bartlett 
Reserve, which the BC 
Attorney General claimed 
was never created, was in 
fact created and active since 
1952.





TWO

IMPORTANT

DOCUMENTS

PUBLISHED

BY THE 

B.C. TAP 

WATER 

ALLIANCE
(www.bctwa.org):

“From Wisdom

To Tyranny”
(Book: 2006)

“The Big Eddy”
(On-line report: 

2013)



One of the most helpful 

sections of The Big Eddy 

report is Appendix A. 

It is perhaps the best 

description we have yet 

assembled on the definition 

and legislative application of 

a Watershed Reserve.







In The Big Eddy we reveal from government records the good 

and the bad public servants. To the left, those who advocated 

Reserves for the public good. Below, those who rose above the 

law to defy the Reserves and misinform the public. 



NOTE: I, too, was initially given the run-around by the Ministry of Forests!



COMMUNITY MOMENTUM, THE REFERENDUM, 
SUNSHINE COAST REGIONAL 

DISTRICT RESOLUTIONS, 
FIRST NATION ACCORDS 

(1998 – 2005)

1991 Referendum Request 1998
Referendum



The First Regional Governance enacted legislation in B.C., the 1924 Greater Vancouver 
Water District Act, was based on the need, necessity, supply, and distribution of 
fresh drinking water and domestic supply. This came in effect in February 1926, 
under the supervision of Ernest Albert Cleveland (Feb. 1926 – Jan. 1952).



Greater Vancouver (now, 
Metro Vancouver) Water 
District Commissioner, 

Ernest Cleveland, 
represented the public 
spirit of drinking water 

protection in B.C. during 
his 26-year long 

appointment.







Water First 
Committee

brochure



March 2, 1998



One month before the 
Referendum vote, MLA 
Gordon Wilson proposes a 
community forest license for 
the Sunshine Coast. A 
discussion in the newspaper 
about the proposal migrates 
to the Chapman and Gray 
community watersheds.

Similar highly controversial 
proposals at that time were 
being raised in southeast B.C. 
for logging in community 
Watershed Reserves in 
community forest license 
proposals.

Coast News, April 6, 1998









B.C. Tap Water Alliance
Media Release



Some of our Press Releases
In the early 2000’s



In March 2001, as the provincial 
government was about to propose the 
new Drinking Water Protection Act for 
the legislature, the B.C. Tap Water 
Alliance placed ads in provincial news 
sources to recognize, protect, and 
implement more Watershed Reserves. 
The ad was sponsored by many 
organizations.





June 2007 photo of the 
June 13, 2002, Watershed 
Accord agreement posted 
on a Shishalh sign on the 
logging road to Western 

Forest Products contested 
cutblock.



October 1, 2005



Information from the Sunshine Coast Conservation Association’s website







As InterFor was abandoning its forest license in the watersheds …



As the Ministry of Forests 
published a news release on 

September 17, 2004, “Sunshine 
Coast Gains Community Forest 

Opportunity,” the B.C. Tap Water 
Alliance published a newsletter on 

Community Forest Tenures.





In consultation with the 
Sunshine Coast 
community, the B.C. Tap 
Water Alliance, carefully 
watching the evolution 
of Community Forest 
Tenure proposals, 
alerted and updated the 
SCRD in a special 
presentation on 
November 10, 2004, 
about the community 
forest proposal in the 
southeast Sunshine 
Coast, that the 
proponents were 
intending to include the 
Gray and Chapman 
watersheds in their 
application to the 
Ministry of Forests. 







I was working on a large draft document 
on the community forest tenures and 
logging in community watersheds. I later 
decided to produce a separate report 
from my chapter 12, the name of which in 
2008 would be called “The Community 
Forest Trojan Horse.” 

“The Community” 
Forest Trojan Horse



TWO FORCES
- FOREST INDUSTRY
- B.C. MINISTRY OF FORESTS
- PROFESSIONAL FORESTERS
- DISTRICT OF SECHELT

EXPLOITATION PROTECTION
- SUNSHINE COAST
   COMMUNITIES
- SUNSHINE COAST
   REGIONAL DISTRICT
- SHISHALH “BAND”Council of Forest Industries 

create the Forest Alliance of 
BC in the 1990s, Share B.C.

Sunshine Coast Forest 
Coalition

Integrated Watershed 
Management Plan endorses 
future logging

Interfor (International Forest 
Products) – Chart area over 
the watersheds

SCRD Resolutions
SCRD 1992 court case

IWMP Moratorium

Tetrahedron Water Report

Public petitions, 1998 
Public Referendum

Shishalh continued support 
and Accord agreements 
with the SCRD

BATTLES SUMMARIZED FROM THE COMMUNITY FOREST TROJAN HORSE 

Battles over 
the Watershed  

Reserves
“NO TIMBER 

SALES”





The Incredible Events of January to June 2005 
about the new Community Forest Tenure 



NEW SCCF DOCUMENTS PUBLISHED EARLY MARCH 2025 !

No one from the Sunshine 
Coast community (‘the public’) 
had previously seen this report. It 
was released in early March on 
the Community Forest’s website.

Why was it suddenly released??
Why is it important??

Elphinstone Logging Focus hired 
a lawyer to question the SCCF in 
early 2024 about its Allowable 
Annual Cut documents. It took 
about 6 months for the SCCF to 
send the lawyer two documents 
in January 2025, both of which 
were released 2 months later.



NEW SCCF DOCUMENTS PUBLISHED EARLY MARCH 2025 !

No one from the Sunshine 
Coast community (‘the public’) 
had previously seen this report. It 
was released in early March on 
the Community Forest’s website.

Why was it suddenly released??
Why is it important??

Elphinstone Logging Focus hired 
a lawyer to question the SCCF in 
early 2024 about its Allowable 
Annual Cut documents. It took 
about 6 months for the SCCF to 
send the lawyer two documents 
in January 2025, both of which 
were released 2 months later.
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Map of new 
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Gray
Creek

Chapman
Creek

Tucked inside the 
2005 report was a 
map, showing the 
boundaries for the 

new community 
forest tenure. It was 

inside of the two 
community 
watersheds.
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March 15, 2005, District of Sechelt
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2005, Forsite
Map of new 
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With the release of the January 12, 
2005 Forsite report in early March 
2025, it reveals that the Ministry of 
Forests, the District of Sechelt, and 

the community forest candidate 
directors withheld the information 

from the public, withheld 
information from the Sechelt Indian 

Band, that the community forest 
application was in the Chapman 
and Gray Watershed Reserves.

The reason for withholding the 
information and misinforming the 

public was to allow time for the 
District of Sechelt to submit its 

Community Forest tenure 
application to the Ministry of 

Forests in March 2005, and to have 
complied with the Ministry’s 

application mandate to “inform the 
community.”



Former Sechelt RCMP staff sergeant 
and then B.C. Liberal Party candidate 
admitted in a May 20, 1996, Coast 
Independent news article that not only 
was he a member of the Sunshine 
Coast Forest Coalition since the 
summer of 1995, but he was also a 
member of the B.C. Forest Alliance.

Announcement of an 
April 19, 2005, public 

meeting in Sechelt



Almost 20 years ago to the day, in this same 
meeting hall, the Sunshine Coast 

Community Forest’s new directors held a 
public meeting. Many attending the meeting 

were, rightfully, upset.



Waiting outside the meeting hall: Llewellyn Gray, Linda Williams, Dan Bouman, John Keates.



Information and photos
From the April 19 meeting 
can be found in my report 
shown here, from the B.C. 

Tap Water Alliance 
website, www.bctwa.org, 
with directions to find it 

shown earlier in this 
presentation.

http://www.bctwa.org/


Dan Bouman

Michael Maser



January 2005 
Forsite Map

Sometime 
between January 

2005 and April 
2005, B.C. 

Timber Sales 
Tenures were 

removed
From the 2005 
Forsite Map in 

secret meetings 
with Ministry of 

Forests staff.



B.C. Timber Sales 
Tenures removed

from 2005 Map 

New Map and
boundaries

shown at 
April 19, 2005

public meeting.

The public was
not informed it

was a new map.



The yellow dots
are areas within 

the Gray and 
Chapman
Watershed 

Reserves. The 
light green area, 

Naylor Creek, now 
in the Community 
Forest map, is in 

the Gray Reserve.

New Sunshine 
Coast (SCCF) 
Community

Forest 
boundaries 

presented at the 
April 19, 2005, 

public meeting.



The yellow dots
are areas within 

the Gray and 
Chapman
Watershed 

Reserves. The 
light green area, 

Naylor Creek, now 
in the Community 
Forest map, is in 

the Gray Reserve.

West Sechelt / 
Halfmoon Bay 
Operating Area

Not identified on the map presented at the April 
19, 2005, meeting was the Milne Creek / Trout Lake
Community Watershed in the Operating area for 
West Sechelt. Identified earlier in this 
presentation, it is a Watershed Reserve.





The yellow dots
are areas within 

the Gray and 
Chapman
Watershed 

Reserves. The 
light green area, 

Naylor Creek, now 
in the Community 
Forest map, is in 

the Gray Reserve.West Sechelt / 
Halfmoon Bay 
Operating Area

Not identified on the map presented at the April 
19, 2005, meeting was the Milne Creek / Trout Lake
Community Watershed in the Operating area for 
West Sechelt. Identified earlier in this 
presentation, it is a Watershed Reserve.



The yellow dots
are areas within 

the Gray and 
Chapman
Watershed 

Reserves. The 
light green area, 

Naylor Creek, now 
in the Community 
Forest map, is in 

the Gray Reserve.West Sechelt / 
Halfmoon Bay 
Operating Area

Not identified on the map presented at the April 
19, 2005, meeting was the Milne Creek / Trout Lake
Community Watershed in the Operating area for 
West Sechelt. Identified earlier in this 
presentation, it is a Watershed Reserve.

Photo from January 
10, 2022, Elphinstone 
Logging Focus report









The “Creston” Community Forest tenure, mentioned by Kevin Davie in his 
comment, was let in the late 1990s, and includes four Watershed 
Reserves. The Arrow Creek Watershed Reserve, created in 1942 (shown 
to the left), was identified on old Forest Atlas Maps with “NO TIMBER 
SALES.” It was also protected as a “Health District,” meaning no public 
trespass, and was also legislated as a “Game Reserve,” with no hunting 
allowed. Information about the Arrow Creek Reserve is found in The Big 
Eddy report.



ONE (OF MANY) CONSEQUENCES IN 2005

Town of Gibsons
withdraws its
support and 

application for 
partnership in 

the Community 
Forest.



DISTRICT OF SECHELT DISHONORS 
THE 2005 WATERSHED ACCORD

ONE (OF MANY) 
CONSEQUENCES IN 2005





TWO FINAL MATTERS
1. LAND ACT WATERSHED RESERVES ON THE 

SUNSHINE COAST / LOWER MAINLAND

2. THE SUNSHINE COAST COMMUNITY 
       FOREST’S ALLOWABLE ANNUAL CUT (AAC)



THE CHAPMAN AND GRAY WATERSHED RESERVES
In 2007, prior and during the SCRD’s Board of Health hearings concerning the community’s 
resistance against Western Forest Product’s logging in the Chapman Reserve, members 
from the community, who participated in a roadblock on a logging access road, sought legal 
action in the Vancouver City Supreme Court during an injunction proceeding launched by 
Western Forest Products.

At the 
Vancouver 

Supreme Court
July 9, 2007





During the initial court 
hearings, defendant’s 
lawyer John Conroy 
presented evidence to the 
Court about Chapman as 
a “Watershed Reserve,” 
and related its powers 
under the Land Act. At one 
point, the Court explained 
to Conroy that to pursue 
discussions on the point 
of the legal interpretation 
of the Reserves, he would 
have to have the courts 
conduct a judicial inquiry 
or review. 

During the proceedings, 
John Conroy submitted 
my book, From Wisdom to 
Tyranny, as evidence.



On July 23, 2007, I gave a presentation to the SCRD’s Board of Health Hearings. The following 
are excerpts from that presentation. (P.S. I also gave the Board a copy of my book, From 
Wisdom to Tyranny.)









Some six years 
later ….

March 31, 2013













WHAT DO THE GOVERNMENT’S SECRET COMMUNITY 
WATERSHED RESERVE DEMOTIONS MEAN?

1. It means that, since the 1990s, we were right, spot on, in our understanding, 
statements, media releases, public presentations, reports, and our book about the 
Watershed Order-in-Council and Map Reserves.

2. It means that government administrators lied to the public about the Reserves.

3. It makes all the earlier public Land Use planning processes suspect, illegal. This 
includes Integrated Watershed Management Plans, including the Sunshine Coast 
IWMP.

4. It also means that the Ministry of Forest’s awarding of the Sunshine Coast Community 
Forest Tenure in 2006 is also illegal, because the government included the Map 
Reserves in the tenure. 
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Mr. Pakulak was no doubt 
pleading ignorance knowing full 
well that with answering 
questions about the watersheds 
and percentages would hinge on 
revealing that the Allowable 
Annual Cut was artificially 
inflated.



2.  THE SUNSHINE COAST COMMUNITY FOREST’S ALLOWABLE ANNUAL CUT (AAC)

As I said earlier, there were two documents recently 
posted on the SCCA’s website, which the public were 
not given access to. One was published in January 
2005, the other in May 2017, both of which set out to 
describe the rate of logging for the ‘timber’ on ‘the 
timber harvesting land base.’



As mandated documents, they rationalize or determine the rate of cut 
for any particular land area in B.C. Without these determinations, 
logging would have to take place randomly. It is important for the public 
to have access to this information, to understand how the logging rate is 
calculated, through ‘netting down’ procedures.

Aerial photos are examined, maps and 
data tables are made, facts and figures 
are produced to make the netting down 
factors transparent.



The Jan. 2005 Forsite report does not include, nor references, 
the Ownership Code table. But it does have a small map!

20,000
Cubic
Metres 



The 2017 ECORA Analysis report provides a “Final 
Netdown Classification” table, showing how the 
final figure of 6,289 hectares was determined for the 
Timber Harvesting Land Base. 

However, there is no accompanying map to help the 
public see or visualize where these netdowns are 
located.



The 2017 ECORA Timber Supply Analysis report does 
include the Ownership Code table. There is no 
discussion about one of these Codes, “69,” the 
restrictions from “Crown Miscellaneous Reserves.”

There is a very small, ‘location’ map in the report. 
The detailed, large format map that was produced 
for the Community Forest is not (yet) posted on its 
website. A detailed, readable map will, or should, 
show all the netting down boundaries and decisions.



OWNERSHIP CODE SHENANIGANS

On page 182 of the book, From Wisdom to Tyranny, we include a 
copy of the BC government’s Ownership Code (image to right). It 
lays out all the ownership codes and their status descriptions. 
Ownership Code 69 pertains to Land Act Reserves, as do Codes 
50 through to 67. The “C” means “contributing” (to resource 
usages) and “N” means “non-contributing.”



OWNERSHIP CODE SHENANIGANS



ECORA analysis
Takes “community 
watersheds” into 

consideration



For “Sensitivity” 
sake, the ACORA 

Analysis 
describes a 

possible lower 
logging rate if 

some sections of  
steeper forest 

slopes are 
removed from the 

logging zones in 
the Chapman 

and Gray Creek 
Reserves.





Let’s start all
over again, by
excluding the
Chapman and 

Gray Watershed
Reserves from

the Community
Forest Tenure, to 

determine the 
proper Timber 

Harvesting Land 
Base

Here are the
two Watershed 
Reserves (blue) 

and the 
Community 

Forest Tenure 
(yellow)

Below, to the left 
the Milne Creek 

Watershed 
Reserve is not 

shown



Sunshine Coast 
Community 

Forest Tenure 
boundaries as 
they currently 

exist

The Sunshine
Coast Community 
Forest boundaries 
outside of the two 
Watershed 
Reserves, including 
area removed for 
Milne Creek

Gray Creek 
Reserve 
with Naylor 
Creek 

Chapman
Creek 

Reserve



These are the new, and perhaps 
proper, Timber Harvesting land base 
tenure boundaries  for the Sunshine 
Coast Community Forest, to operate 
under new, lower Allowable Annual 

Cut, to be re-determined by “the 
community.” (There is another issue of 

improper forest boundaries near 
Mount Richardson needed for review)



OUT WITH 
THE OLD !

IN WITH
THE NEW !



INFORMED RESISTANCE

NECESSARY
IS NOT FUTILE

BUT

With a significantly 
reduced timber land 

base, and the state of 
the forests therein,

THERE IS 
NOTHING LEFT OF THIS 

FICTIONAL TENURE!



The Land Act Community Watershed Reserves
Legacy is represented in this image, a 

collection of numerous reserves from the 
Forest Service’s Forest Atlas Maps, and the 

written warning: “NO TIMBER SALES.”

Thankyou for attending.
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