February 19, 2001

Mr. Jeff Pollock, R.P.F.

Area Engineer

International Forest Products Limited
#311 — 1180 Ironwood Road
Campbell River, BC, VOW 5P7

Re: Sechelt Heritage Forest Possible Extension

Dear Sir,

Please let me confirm that | am not against logging and the forest industry. | believe it contributes to
welfare of all citizens. That said, | believe that any logging must be conducted for the greatest benefit to
all. Selection of logging sites is an issue to be considered.

| do not think that any responsible logger would advocate logging Stanley Park in Vancouver. A similar
situation presents itself with the proposed plan to log all of the area north of the Sechelt Heritage
Forest. In particular there is a part of the area with unique features adjoining the current forest and
easily accessible to everyone including the handicapped. | strongly feel this area should be preserved
and protected from logging activities of any kind. | feel strongly enough that this is the first time | have
ever considered writing a letter such as this.

| ask that you and the other ‘powers that be' revise your logging plans to exempt this special area from
any logging in perpetuity. | am sure some sort of compromise can be reached to the benefit of your
company, the forest industry in total and the interests of the Sechelt community. Please take this letter
as my voice in favour of preservation of the special area and my request that you work with the
community representatives to reach a conclusion satisfactory to all.

Thank you for your attention.

Yours truly,

Robert B. D’'Arcy
5866 Deerhorn Drive
Sechelt, BC, VON 3A4
Phone: 885-5766

CC: Mr. Greg Hamill, District Manager
Ministry of Forests, Sunshine Coast,
7077 Duncan Street

Powell River, BC, V8W 1W1



5916 Skookumchuk Road
Sechelt, B.C. VON 3A4

Mr. Jeff Pollock March 16, 2001
Interfor, Area Engineer

Campbell River Operations

311 - 1180 Ironwood Road

Campbell River, B.C. VOW 5P7

Re: Forest Development Plan, Forest Licence A19220, Gray Creek, Block 350
Dear Sir,

This board has been listening to the members of the community in respect of the proposed logging of
Block 350 and the ‘Hidden Grove’ area. Due to the arbitrarily imposed deadline of March 21st, 2001 we
now wish to firmly state our position.

Many of the residents would prefer to see no logging take place in the cut block but rather wish this
area to be added to the Sechelt Heritage Forest to be preserved for generations to come. We ask that
you respect the wishes of the residents of this community.

If for some reason, beyond our current knowledge or comprehension and against the expressed wishes
of the community, it is deemed that some logging must go forward then we insist that there be
consultations. These will be to determine the extent of such operations, the nature of them and the
status in the future of the entire block including the ‘special’ feature portions. In this regard we reiterate
the position we announced at a recent meeting of the planning committee of the District of Sechelt. As
the only legally constituted organization representing the residents of Sandy Hook we wish to be
recognized as the party to represent the interests of the residents. In such a position we are prepared
to put forward a group of well-informed residents and experts to consult with the logging company, the
Ministry of Forests or whoever else.

In furtherance of the foregoing it is imperative that the March 215 date be amended to allow adequate
time for the consultative process.

We are confident that at the end of the day you and the other parties responsible for decisions of this
nature will see the wisdom and necessity of acting in accordance with the wishes of the constituents
who are so directly affected by the currently proposed logging plan.

While we appreciate you cannot normally respond to all letters received in regard to a matter such as
this, we believe that this letter represents an exception since it comes from a legally constituted
association representing the community affected. We therefore ask that you reply accordingly.

Yours truly,

Sandra Sharkey

President

cc’s: shown on Page 2



Mr. Greg Hemphill

District Manager

Ministry Of Forests

7077 Duncan Street

Powell River, B.C., VOA 1W1

Mr. Gordon Wilson

Minister of Forests

Room 128, Parliament Buildings
Victoria, BC V8V 1X4

By Hand
Mayor Bruce Milne and Council

District of Sechelt
P.O. Box 129
Sechelt, B.C., VON 3A0

Mr. Bill Brown
Administrator

District of Sechelt

P.O. Box 129

Sechelt, B.C., VON 3A0

Mr. Gerard LeBlanc
District Planner
District of Sechelt

P.O. Box 129

Sechelt, B.C. VON 3A0

Bulletin Boards of the Sandy Hook Community Association



Dear Barry,
The following was to go to Cam Reid but on speaking to him he referred me to you. | would appreciate you
contacting me at your earliest convenience with your advice.

To: Cameron Reid — District of Sechelt Councilor

| left a message on your answering machine but just in case | am sending this fax as a back up. Sorry for
any redundancy.

| am approaching you since you are the current Sandy Hook delegate from Council and | have received
many recent approaches regarding the Block 350 situation. | am aware of your discussions with Gertrude
Pacific and Michael Davidson and this is in part a follow up on that.

There is an imperative to have the matter raised immediately by Council. The next planning meeting is too
far off and, even after it, the procedure is to forward any decisions to Council — a process that could involve
a delay of over 6 weeks.

I will not repeat what Pacific/Davidson have already imparted. The concern now is timing. There is serious
concern that the feared preempting of the situation by Interfor is proceeding and no immediate action is
apparent by the District.

Concerned residents who have contacted me are aware that Interfor are proceeding with work in the cut
block. They fear that the ‘rules’ may allow them to proceed to cut roads and cut paths prior to taking the
block out of its ‘information’ status. Such roads could impact on the areas that residents are most
concerned about and no hard information seems available as to what the Interfor plans are. The Interfor
presentation was far from firm or enlightening. Further, if the roads are built then actual logging could
proceed on very short notice and, unfortunately, the wheels of local and provincial governments move
slower than a private corporation.

The position of the Sandy Hook Community Association is well documented as one of balance since we
have residents who are from the “cut nothing” to “go to it” group. Nevertheless, the input | am receiving
objects to Interfor apparently proceeding completely as they wish with no meaningful negotiation to satisfy
in any way the wishes of the residents who are anywhere to the side of some preservation (the majority, by
the way).

In light of the above, | am approaching you to seek some way of having the matter debated and brought
forward immediately. | am not versed in the proper procedures but alternates which come to mind are:
adding the matter to the May 1 council meeting agenda, calling of a special meeting of the planning
committee or a special public meeting. If it would be helpful interested parties could make a presentation at
a time and venue you suggest.

I look forward to your attention to this important matter and, hopefully, you will be able to offer a solution.

Yours truly,

Bob D’Arcy

VP Sandy Hook Community Association
Phone: 604-885-5766
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May 7, 2001

Robert D'Arcy
5866 Deerhorn Drive
Sechelt, BC

VON 3A4

RE: RESPONSE TO COMMENTS FOR BLOCK 350 (SANDY HOOK), FOREST
LICENCE A19220

Dear Robert:
Thank you for your letter dated February 19, 2001.

Interfor has decided to withdraw this proposed Category A block to “I” status for the Final
submission of the Forest Development Plan (FDP). “I” (Information) blocks do not receive
approval from the District Manager if he chooses to approve the rest of the FDP. Interfor has
deferred Block 350 to allow more time for public comment and input at the community level. It
is anticipated that a plan can be formulated that satisfies the majority of the people in the

Community as well as Interfor.

Following are clarifications to some points in the various letters that were received. They are in
no particular order.

e The Ministry of Forests has jurisdiction over the area covered by Block 350. It is Provincial
Forest within Interfor’s Forest Licence area. This raises questions as to the suitability of the
District of Sechelt’s decision to deem the area “Park and Open Space™ in their Official
Community Plan.

e There were some concerns voiced over specific areas within the block proposal, namely, the
old growth area or “Hidden Grove”, the maple wetland, Davis Brook, and a heron nest. The
following clarifications are offered:

* Block 350 is not “untouched old growth”. Most of the proposal area was logged and/or
burned in the past. There are actually very few old growth trees inside the block
proposal. Most of the larger trees are simply very thrifty second growth between 100-
150 years old During telephone conversations, field visits, and letters, Interfor has

International Forest Products Limited
#311-1180 ronwood Road, Campbell River, BC, Canada VYW 5P7 (250) 284-188B1 Fax (250) 2846-5019
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o repeatedly committed to retaining the old growth areas and/or old growth trees within the
block.

e During preliminary engineering, the maple wetland was flagged to be retained from
harvesting.

e Also during preliminary engineering, the vast majority of the Davis Brook catchment
area was flagged to be outside of the harvest area. This measure was well beyond the
requirements of the Forest Practices Code for a creek of this nature.

e Preliminary engineering, cruising, and silviculture prescription fieldwork has not turned
up any heron nests within the block area. It is believed that the nest may be outside of the
proposal area, closer to Sechelt Inlet Road. It is anticipated that some of the local
residents that have seen the nest will be able to show us the exact location prior to final
engineering.

e The area that is now the Sechelt Heritage Forest was willingly removed from Interfor’s
Forest Licence and given back to the Ministry of Forests in 1994,

e Block 350 was not proposed as a clearcut. It was to be a selectively logged, partial cut that
would have had a number of wildlife tree patches and single standing trees scattered
throughout the block area. It was to be a combination of “Aggregate” and “Dispersed”
Variable Retention. In areas of Aggregate Retention, any point within the block can be no
more than 100 meters away from any edge of a patch (>0.1 hectares) or block boundary line.
In areas of Dispersed Retention, any point within the harvest area can be no more than 50
meters from any tree. These distances are based on the average tree height for the block. As
can be seen from these definitions, Block 350 would not have looked like a clearcut. There
is presently an example of a block that meets these criteria being logged in Wilson Creek
(Block 320).

e Many local volunteers spent many hours constructing new trails within the proposal area
once Interfor’s preliminary flagging was discovered. This trail building was not approved by
the Ministry of Forests and is considered an Offence under Section 102(1) of the Forest
Practices Code of BC Act. It is punishable by fines up to $5,000 and/or six (6) months
i-mismmt:

e When this area was considered a firebreak, logging was ongoing in the area immediately to
the east. Logging has long since stopped in that area and therefore the risk of fire from heavy
equipment is no longer a concern.

* Block 350 falls within an area that has been given a Partial Retention visual quality objective
(VQO) by the Ministry of Forests. The preliminary engineering exceeded this VQO from the
“worse case scenario” in Sechelt Inlet. The “worse case scenario” is the point in the Inlet
where the block is most visible from. All calculations are then made from that point in the
Inlet. Preliminary calculations reveal that just 1.8% of the area is visible from the inlet,
which is well below the upper limit. The block is not visible from Sechelt Inlet Road. The
flagging that appeared along the highway was done so by individuals attempting to bring
attention to Interfor’s proposal. The preliminary block boundary is located a minimum of 20
to 25 metres from the highway.

* The Provincial Government target of 12% areas in Parks has been achieved province wide. It
is physically impossible to have 12% in Parks in every area in the Province — some areas will
obviously have more and some will have less.

International Forest Products Limited
#311-1180 renwood Road, Campbell River, BC, Canada VW 5P7 (250) 284-1881 Fax (250) 284-5019




INTERFOR

e Interfor is in favour of a healthy tourism industry, but at the same time realizes that everyone
uses forest products and needs employment generated from the forest industry.

e Some people mentioned that they would be in favour of Interfor receiving a comparable area
of land to log somewhere else. As all Crown Land in the Sunshine Coast Timber Supply
Area has been allocated, there is no further land for the Ministry of Forest to allocate to
Interfor.

¢ From preliminary information received from a Sandy Hook resident, France Spring is located
across the road and well away from the Block 350 proposal. Prior to final engineering, the
spring will be located and Interfor will plan operations not to damage this water supply.

¢ Interfor pays stumpage on every cubic meter of timber that is harvested from Crown Lands,
regardless of whether or not the timber came from a road right of way.

I trust that these brief clarifications will give some insight into the complexity of the issues
surrounding this block proposal.

Once again, thank you for your comments and I look forward to speaking with some of you in
the future.

If you have any further questions or concerns, do not hesitate to contact me at (250) 286-5009.

Yours truly,

.'NTERNATI'DNAL FOREST PRODUCTS LIMITED

International Forest Products Limited
#311-1180 honwood Road, Campbell River, BC, Canada VIW 5P7 (250) 286-1881 Fax (250) 286-5019
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BLOCK 320 INTERFOR LOGONG OPERATION MAY 21,
Block 320, 25 hectares, 3 km east of Field Road

1 terms he refers to this as “selectively logged, partial cut that would have a number of
.a combination

been photographed beca Interfor proposes to log Block 330 in
2 2 lr[: p.m.hu? and single standing trees scattered throughout the block area..

Mr. Jeff Pollock, Interfor, has written: “Interfor has decided to
of Awrt gate and Dispersed Variable Retention”. He believes this does not look like a clearcut.
hat of Block 320, (Interfor’s

Block 320 shown above
Sandy Hook in the same manner.

withdraw this proposed Category A block [Block ﬁﬂl to “I" status for the final submission of the
Forest Development Plan (FDP). He mw notes that his pmimmd for Block 350 in Sandy h.\U\ ¥ HOOL Block 350 proposal is aimost double th
e lookad like a clearcut *, because it would look like Block 320, currently being "L"J\ -"00:} FDP 5 1 5 Gross Area.) The Official Community Plan of
the District of S and Open Space, Bylaw 290-12, 1929,
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logged in the vicinity of Sechelt airport.
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Ray Partitt, MUIr
District of Sechelt

PO Box 129

Sechelt BC VON 3A0

Dear Ray Parfitt:
Re: DL 3006, District of Sechelt

Thank you for your letter dated May 1, 2001 noting the District’s interest in acquiring the
western half of this parcel for parks and recreation purposes. At this time, the key issue
regarding this matter is its location within the Sechelt Provincial Forest. Consequently, the
feasibility of your proposal depends on support from the Ministry of Forests (MoF).

We notified the Sunshine Coast Forest District (SCFD) of your request in July and received a
response from them earlier this month. The letter notes that SCFD staff had replied in detail to
your inquiry on August 2, 2001. It also states that this land is within the Provincial Forest and is
within the administration area of International Forest Products Ltd. It concludes with the
statement that MoF fully intends to continue to manage this land according to its mandate within
the Forest Practices Code of British Columbia Act; therefore, MoF does not support your

proposal.

Disposition of this land for your intended purpose is not feasible under these circumstances. As
long as the subject land remains in the Provincial Forest, MoF support is necessary before we
would consider such a request. Nevertheless, it would be worthwhile for you to remain in
contact with Barry Miller of the SCFD (604-485-0737) to discuss and identify any future
opportunities that may be arranged on this and other current Provincial Forest areas in your
district. Fuithermore, the British Columbia Assets and Land Corporation will continue to make
every effort to support your interests on Crown land as long as they meet the objectives of other
agencies, First Nations, and the local community. '

- Yours truly,

. [RECEIVED

Valerie A. Lowther
A/Regional Manager | SEP 5 - 2001 /

pc: Brian Hawrys, Sunshine Coast Forest District i [
]_DI STRICT OF SECHELT !

SN

Lower Mainland Region: Suite 200 - 10428 153rd Street Surrey BC V3R 1EI
Tel 604 586-4400 Fax 604 586-4434
Website: www.bcal.be.ca
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Council rethmks forest i |ssue

-CHRISTINE WoOD
STAFF WRITER

Sechelt council has backed
down on its recommendation
to send a letter of support to
make Hidden Grove a heritage
_ forest, -~
Th¢ decision came after

two presentations mem-
bers of the hmﬂh?

asking for council to repm-
sent all of their constituents,
not just a vocal few.”

At a board meset-
ing councillors had
leaned toward supporting
some in Sandy Hook in their
fight to reserve the area for
recreation. That's why Kevin
Davie of the Sunshine Coast
Forest Coalition and Sonny
Rioux representing  the
Industrial Wood and Allied
Workers of Canada were at

[giﬁdthﬂrcase
. “What we're saying is that

w:'vtghmmw" Davie
said, adding, *This whole hid-
den grove thing started as a
result of a few trees they want-
ed saved. So Intermational
Forest Products said they

=

wouldn't cut those trees, and
now it's escalated into saving
the whole 200 acres.”

Rioux said the 400 forest
workers who live on the
Sunshine Coast are facing
enough job loss through col-
lapse of the market, taxation
at the border and the
downturn of the economy
without

of work (the time It would

take to log Hidden Grove)
taken from them.

“And (those workers) con-
tribute between $15 million
and %20 million in direct
wages to the local economy.
This does not include the
Howe Sound pulp mill or the
non-union forest sector
Recent statistics indicate that
between 20 to 25 per cent of
the economic activity on the
lower Sunshine Coast is forest
related and the wvital role it
plays locally cannot be under-
estimated,” Rioux said.

He went on to note the
number of cutblocks in dis-
pute on the Coast, including
Moumt thumum: and
Homesite Creek, saying the
loss is unnecessary.

“l am \§ Mr. Mayor

“This area is really too
important to  residents in

days. If 3
a
meeting is not set up, it will
Elh'lmmidﬂrmﬁngﬂeﬁﬁ

support to save the area for
recreation. /
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TO: Mayor and Councillors i/:’zf /‘.u'; e LI, e
FROM: Director of Planning and Development /}4 EL7, 04,
RE: Cutblock 350, Hidden Grove
FILE NO:
1. BACKGROUND:
In January 2001 Interfor referred a proposed Forest Development Plan to the
District for comment. In March Council requested staff to organize a meeting
with Interfor and the community to discuss the development options for the
proposed cut block. In May, Interfor advised the District that the Development
Plan classification of Cutblock 350 had been changed from an active plan to
Information status to allow more time for community consultation about the
proposed logging plan.
The meeting for Council, the community and Interfor has not occurred to date.
However, staff did meet with representatives from Interfor on October 9t™ 2001
and arrived at a proposal for a community consultation process about this issue.
2. ALTERNATIVES:
The alternatives available to Council are outlined below:
1. Accept the community consultation proposal set out in this report,
2. Reject the community consultation proposal outlined.
3 Modify the proposed process or substitute another approach to the
suggested community consultation process,
3. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:
There are no financial implications that require discussion at this time,
4. POLICY IMPLICATIONS

The proposal presented below follows Council’s policy for inclusive public
participation. It will serve as the basis for presenting a series of options for the
future of Block 350 to the public. Staff proposes the formation of a working

Regular Council Meeting — October 17, 2001
Page 22
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committee comprised of representatives of the Sandy Hook Community
Association, Sunshine Coast Conservation Association, IWA (International
Woodworkers' of America) representatives, forest contractors, the Ministry of
Forests, Interfor, Council and the District’s Planning and Development
Department. The purpose of the working committee meetings would be to discuss
alternatives and identify a preferred option that would then be presented fo a
community public meeting,.

DISCUSSION:

Staff met with representatives from Interfor to establish a process for discussing
the future of Cutblock 350 with the community. Issues raised by Interfor during
the meeting included:
" the current status of Cutblock 350 as an Information Block;
" Interfor’s interest to harvest parts of Cutblock 350;
Interfor’s proposed Retention Silviculture System;
relocation of access roads;
agreement to protect the Hidden Grove and the ‘Lonely Giant’;
protection of Davis Brook;
completion of a Visual Impact Assessment,
assessment of forest ecology and forest health; and
& reforestation strategy, among others,

- - | | L ] L] = L]

Coungillors have heard from the community at various Committee and Council
meetings and staff has discussed concerns with area residents who visit the site,
Issues identified by area residents and the community-at-large include:
*  extension of the Sechelt Heritage Forest;
= protection of representative old growth trees;
= protection of Davis Brook headwaters as a fish-bearing stream and a
sowsce of potable water;
= concerns over logging in an area designated for Park and Open Space
and logging it in close proximity to an established residential
community; -
= negative impacts on residential quality of life;
* disruption of an area used for passive recreation and quiet enjoyment;
= potential negative impacts of logging on the local environment and on
local tourism;
= jmpact on informal trails established on Cutblock 350; and,
» resultant nepative visual impacts of large scale cutting, among others,

Staff proposes that a community based committee, made up of representatives
from various sectors of the community, be struck to facilitate a resolution to the
interests and issues associated with the future of Cutblock 350. It would be of
value to strike this committee at the earliest possible convenience to enable
meetings to be initiated as soon as possible,

Regular Council Meeting — October 17, 2001
Page 23
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An initial meeting would (a) agree on the process to develop a mutually
acceptable solution, (2) identify and discuss shared and differing views regarding,
the property. Familiarizing committee members with the bio-physical
characteristics of the site would also be an objective of the initial meeting and
would be shared by community members and representatives from Interfor. A
walk through of the site would be conducted at a subsequent meeting to field
verify the information discussed. Based on this knowledge the committee could
proceed to discuss strategies for the future of the property. Options prepared at
these meetings would be presented to the public at a concluding meeting.

The proposed community public meeting could be held in early-2002. This
meeting would provide an opportunity to share the information assembled by the
committee with the community, It would also be an opportunity to gather any
additional information that may have been overlooked by the committee.

Staff proposes the committee to be struck be comprised of Sandy Hook residents,
Sunshine Coast Conservation Association, WA representatives, forest
contractors, Ministry of Forests representative(s), Interfor staff, Council and the
members of the District’s Planning and Development Department. 1t is intended
that members of the District’s Planning and Development Department and
Ministry of Forests staff would facilitate meetings of the proposed committee and

as such would be ex officio members and technical resource persons to the
committee members.

RECOMMENDATION:

THAT a community committee be struck to develop options for the future
use of Cutblock 350 and that the committee be comprised of two members
each from: the Sandy Hook Community Association, residents-at-large
familiar with the property, Council and Interfor; one representative from the
TWA, forest contractors, and two ex officlo staff from the Ministry of Forests,
and the District’s Plapning and Development Department.

Regular Council Meeting — October 17, 2001
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NEWS FLASH! NEWS FLASH! NEWS FLASH!

Re: Planning Report on Interfor Meeting on the Hidden Grove
for the regular Council Meeting, October 17, 2001

Copies of Hidden Grove letters have finally been obtained from the Ministry
of Forests under the Freedom of Information Act. Their unprecedented
numbers (usually 30 at most for any given cutblock) show overwhelming
support for preservation, and break down as follows:

Hidden Grove Preservation Pro-Logging of the Area
Sandy Hook - 4 8 Sandy Hook - 2
Other - 74 Other - 4
Total 122 Total 6

Copies of the above letters were given to the Planning Department.

The District of Sechelt has already exercised due dilligence by listening to
delegations from IWA and the Forest Coalition and meeting with Interfor.

It is clear from the planning report that Interfor, with minor concessions,
still intends to log the area.

Interfor can be thanked for their time and input but further meetings would
be drawn out and unproductive since the will of the community, clearly
demonstrated in the March Planning meeting and the above 122 letters, is
in direct opposition to Interfor’s plans.

A new proposal for an educational outdoor Heritage Pavillion of antique
logging machinery near the parking area has recently been suggested and
would quite possibly gain support from the entire Sunshine Coast.

The tourism potential of this idea, along with proposed hiking and mountain
biking trails, would allow the Hidden Grove to contribute to the emerging
economy.

Sincerely,

7’1@"% @ Hhchaed G %Mf" .
Marilyn Jafes Michael Davidson Genrtrude Pacific ﬁ"
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