Original letter on BC Nature (Federation of BC Naturalists) letterhead

January 29, 2008

The Honourable Barry Penner, Minister of Environment

PO Box 9047, Station Prov. Govt.

Victoria, BC  V8W 9E2

Dear Minister Penner:

Re:  Proposed Removal of Wilderness from Pinecone Burke Park

As we first communicated to you last April, members of BC Nature remain extremely concerned about Northwest Cascade Power’s proposed 180 MW hydro project in the Upper Pitt Valley especially about the transmission line that would cut through a wilderness area of Pinecone Burke Provincial Park.   Since the Parks Act specifically excludes hydro-electric projects within parks, this project would require removing land from the park. We understand that the proponent has made application for such a removal under the Park Boundary Adjustment Policy.
We are alarmed that your ministry is now apparently preparing to consider altering the boundary of this Class A Park.  Such a move would have provincial significance since removal of land from Pinecone Burke for a hydro-electric project would set a precedent for boundary changes (removals) to other parks and protected areas to accommodate private industrial interests.  

If your Ministry is to move forward with public consultation regarding this boundary change, we seek your assurance that there will be widespread distribution of information and adequate public consultation.  It is our understanding the proponent is intending to hold public information sessions only in Mission, Pitt Meadows and Squamish.  We consider these locations to be quite insufficient.  Because of the implications for the entire provincial park system, public consultation should not be limited only to small towns around Pinecone Burke Park nor should the process be carried out solely or even primarily by the proponent.  
At the very least, we recommend meetings also be held in Vancouver and Coquitlam since, when Pinecone Burke Park was established in 1995, well-attended meetings were held in these cities.  In addition, information should be posted on the BC Parks website.  There must also be an adequate period allowed for public input; we suggest a public input period of 90 days since it is our understanding that there is considerable documentation to go through.  
Information meetings should not follow an open house format but rather be sit-down sessions with presentations followed by questions and answers.  We also recommend that BC Parks record and compile public input and prepare a report which will be made publicly available.  Hard copies of the park boundary application should be available in public libraries and to key stakeholder groups.

We also seek an explanation as to how your Ministry will evaluate this park boundary application.  If, for example, wildlife studies are shown to be incomplete, will your Ministry request that additional studies be done?  Has your Ministry provided Terms of Reference to guide the proponent in the preparation of their park boundary adjustment application?   Please outline the process that will be followed after the public consultation is complete and indicate how long it would be after this process when a decision would be made on the application.  

It is our understanding that this application will be the first time that removal of pristine wilderness from a Class A Park to accommodate a private industry is being considered under your government's Park Boundary Adjustment Policy.  We feel it is important that your Ministry, not the proponent, conduct thorough public consultations and act according to the wishes of the public. This is especially important given that the BC Park Boundary Adjustment Policy adopted by your government in 2004 was never subject to public consultation.

Yours truly

Bev Ramey, President

BC Nature (Federation of BC Naturalists)
cc.  Honourable Richard Neufeld, Minister of Energy, Mines & Petroleum Resources

