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Welcome to Canada's First Grizzly Bear Sanctuary 

In August 1994 the 45,000-
hectare Khutzeymateen 

Valley was set aside as a Pro
vincial Park after 22 long 
years of conflict, meetings, 
letters, lobbying, research — 
even prayer. 

I attended the designation cer
emony in the native village of Port 
Simpson on August 17th as a rep
resentative of the Friends. I drove 
through B.C. for three days, 
vistiting naturalists en route. In 
Prince Rupert I hopped aboard a 
Twin Otter seaplane and flew up 
coast to Port Simpson with about 
30 people. Fog had been threaten
ing the coast, causing some anx
ious moments for Royal party or
ganizers, but it lifted, and we flew 
over islands and inlets that re

vealed some pretty bad forestry. 
Vicky Husband, who spearhead

ed the Friends' campaign to pro
tect the Khutzeymateen, was un
fortunately not able to attend an 
earlier ceremony in the Khutzey
mateen estuary due to some bu
reaucratic bungling. It appears that 
she was invited too late to get ap
proved by Scotland Yard. 

When we landed at the Port 
Simpson dock, our party was wel
comed with Tsimshian song and 
dance. A procession led by B.C.'s 
Minister of Aboriginal Affairs, 
John Cashore, whose previous 
ministerial duties included presid
ing over this congregation, entered 
the Port Simpson United Church. 

The Provincial officals and the 
Gitsee chiefs signed a memoran
dum of understanding that created 

Canada's first grizzly reserve, to be 
co-managed by the B.C. Govern
ment and the Gitsee people. 

Attending were Prince Philip, 
Chairman of World Wildlife Fund, 
Richard Hill , President of the 
Tsimshian Tribal Council, John 
Cashore, ministerial assistant Bob 
Peart, many Tsimshian elders and 
BC Parks officals, and Wayne 
McCrory, who had more to do 
with creating this park than any
one else. 

Later in this magical day, our 
hosts laid on an amazing banquet, 
spread with many traditional dish
es. Al l the guests were honoured 
individually by Chief Richard Hil l 
and Minister Cashore, and their 
particular contributions to the 
Khutzeymateen were recognized. 
The Friends were given a beautiful 
hand-carved grizzly bear in recog
nition of the work we did to pre
serve this rich and valuable wil
derness for future generations. 

Trudy Chatwin 

A handsome Khutzeymateen poster is 
available free from the B.C. Govern
ment; call 1-800-668-2800, And the 
Friends have large numbers of "Her 
child deserves a future" Khutzeyma
teen posters to give away. 
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EDITORIALS 

Paralysis by Analysis 

It's close to midnight. I sit with the computer humming 
away, surrounded by sheaves of paper. Maps are 

strewn in piles around my chair. I'm struggling to make 
recommendations on Goal 2 Protected Areas proposals 
for Vancouver Island. These are areas with features 
"made special by their rarity, scarcity, and uniqueness or 
significance in intrinsic or perceived worth." 

Thanks to our being left off the Regional Protected 
Areas Team (RPAT) mailing list, we have three days to 
examine 54 proposed protected areas on Vancouver 
Island, whittled down from a compilation of 330 areas. 

The Province has not created any new ecological re
serves since March 1991. We have repeatedly asked 
government officials for an explanation. Since the Pro
tected Area Strategy was established, the answer has 
invariably been that ecological reserve proposals will be 
dealt with in the second phase of the process. 

Three days to point out and document the many areas 
that have been omitted from the Vancouver Island RPAT 
list — long-standing ecological reserve proposals; areas 
identified by BC Parks in its study of the Coastal Douglas 
Fir Zone; newly discovered areas that would make likely 
candidates for ecological reserve status. 

One small example: Buck Hill / Ragged Mountain, 
Ecological Reserve Proposal #320, two small areas near 
Victoria that have, the International Biological Program 
application notes, "very rich flora typical for southeast
ern Vancouver Island in ecosystems transitional be
tween the CDFa and b" biogeoclimatic zones. When 
proposed in 1981, it was considered "the only remaining 
area of Crown land on SE Vancouver Island where the 
once common, rich spring flora could be protected." The 
plant list includes a red-listed species, a blue-listed spe
cies, and thirty-four yellow-listed species. According to 
the RPAT list, ERP 320 is toast; no explanation given. 

I should be writing a letter to endorse a tree protection 
by-law in our own municipality that the Garry Oak 
Meadow Society has worked so hard to get through. I 
promised to write to the president to Equador to protest 
the senseless slaughter of Galapagos Island tortoises by 
ruthless, exploitive sea cucumber fishermen. 

But this comes first. 
Are volunteers in environmental non-government 

groups being driven to burn-out by politicians' agendas? 
If you are involved in as many causes as I am you need 

to get out and enjoy the bits of nature we are struggling 
to protect for the future. Please join us on our Spring field 
trips and read this issue of the newsletter to find out what 
we've been up to. 

Trudy Chatwin 

Towards Meaningful Protection 

The commitment to double the size of B.C.'s parks 
system was a key plank in the NDP election cam

paign that got it elected to power in 1991. More than three 
years later, the NDP Government is well on the way to 
fulfilling that promise. 

Ts'yl-os, Kitlope, Khutzeymateen, Tatshenshini, Megin 
— protected at last! 

Or are they? 
"Paper parks" — that's what Friends director Vicky 

Husband, who chairs the Sierra Club of Western Canada, 
calls most of B.C.'s newly-protected areas. For some, like 
the Khutzeymateen, there's a cabinet order-in-council. 
For most, there's only a promise. That includes the 23 
protected areas announced in the Vancouver Island Land 
Use Plan, as well as the Megin and other parts of 
Clayoquot Sound. 

Which means they can be whittled away — or the 
decisions reversed — at whim. An order-in-council is 
better than nothing, but it can be amended or rescinded 
without any public or legislative scrutiny. 

Whaf s needed is legislation that creates new parks. 
Only a few of B.C.'s provincial parks — Strathcona, 
Purcell, Spatsisi — were created by legislation. 

That's just one issue. 
Another is maintaining the integrity of our protected 

areas in the face of relentless development that is turning 
them into islands. Effective protection may require "strict 
enforcement of existing regulations," in the words of 
Rolf Kellerhals, warden of the Nimpkish River Ecologi
cal Reserve. The serious management problems sur
rounding that magnificent forested area are detailed in 
this issue. They should give us pause to reflect on the 
challenge all protected areas pose. 

The list of abuses in and around ecological reserves is 
long. Mountain biking in Mt. Tzuhalem. Illegal geoduck 
harvesting in Checleset Bay. Grazing by feral sheep and 
goats on several Gulf Island reserves. Commercial use of 
the road through the Mt. Tuam reserve. 

Meanwhile, only one reserve — Nimpkish Island — 
has a management plan, and Mr. Kellerhals questions its 
prescriptive value. 

We wonder whether BC Parks has got this message. 
Requiring small groups of naturalists to obtain written 
permits for three-hour field trips to ecological reserves 
— as at least one district is doing — is a red herring. I 
suspect we're an easy mark: "Look, we're doing some
thing." We'd rather see government agencies devote 
their valuable, taxpayer-supported time protecting our 
ecological reserves against real impacts. 

Peter Grant 
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FRIENDS' BUSINESS 

1994-95 Projects 
At the Friends' annual meeting on 
April 30, 1994 the society approved 
continued funding of research on 
the biology of marbled murrelets 
(2 projects) and killer whales. We 
responded to a request for funding 
for biodiversity studiesto support 
establishment of a buffer zone 
around Lew Creek Ecological Re
serve, near Upper Arrow Lake. 

Subsequently we made a dona
tion to research on the Vancouver 
Island Marmot population in the 
Haley Lake Ecological Reserve. 

We recently contributed a size
able donation towards the pur
chase of Jedediah Island, made 
possible by the continuing gener
osity of the Eden Conservation 
Trust and our members. 

See articles in this issue for more 
details on these projects. 

1994-95 Directors 
Henry Bauld treasurer 

Pen Brown membership secretary 
Syd Cannings 

Sue Can-
Trudy Chatwin vice president 

Bristol Foster president 
Peggy Frank 

Evelyn Hamilton 
Vicky Husband 
Lynne Milnes 
Briony Penn 

Mary Rannie secretary 

Peter Grant office manager 

Membership Renewal 
In this issue you will find an in
voice for membership dues. Your 
invoice will indicate whether you 
have already paid your 1995 dues. 

Please consider making a tax-
deductible donation to support our 
research and conservation pro
grams. 

We'd also like to know whether 
you're willing to work for the 
Friends in a volunteer capacity. 

And be sure to inform us if your 
address has changed. 

We Appeal to You 
Membership Drive 

Members can help the Friends broaden our base by co-ordinating and 
publicising a field trip in your area and selling memberships on site. Note 
that BC Parks' policy on field trips to ecological reserves is changing. You 
may have to obtain a permit — or choose a park or unprotected area in
stead. Please call Peter Grant at (604) 595-4813 to co-ordinate. 

Reports on Ecological Reserves 
A special request to wardens of ecological reserves: the Friends are docu
menting management problems in ecological reserves around the prov
ince. We would like to publish stories in The Log and build a case for better 
management of B.C.'s reserves. 

We're especially interested in hearing from members and wardens in 
B.C.'s interior! 

Khutzeymateen Kudos 
rJ~he Khutzeymateen Valley came research in the valley and 
JL perilously close to being just 
another logged-out disaster. Here's 
to the many dedicated individuals 
who worked hard to keep the 
dream alive long before the valley's 
grizzlies and other outstanding 
features became widely known. 
• The late Dr. Vladimir Krajina, 

who with three associates pro
posed the Khutzeymateen Valley 
as an ecological reserve in 1972 

• Brian Wilkes, then of the Minis
try of lands in Terrace, Allan 
Edie of the Ministry of Environ
ment in Smithers, and Hans 
Roemer of the Ecological Re
serves Program in Victoria, who 
kept the ecological reserve pro
posal alive 

• Richard Oversta II, founding pub
lisher of the Telkwa Foundation 
Newsletter, who exposed the 
back-room politicking surround
ing the Khutzeymateen Valley 
while reporting on the ongoing 
North Coast titnber rip-off 

• Ray Travers, who, while a for
ester with the Ministry of Envi
ronment in Victoria, alerted the 
Friends and others that the 
Khutzeymateen was in imminent 
danger of being logged in 1985 

• Vicky Husband, the Friends' 
president from 1985 to 1989, who 
raised more than $100,000for 

worked tirelessly to bring the 
issue into the public eye. 
(When the Khutzeymateen was 
nominated as a Friends' project, 
there was polite confusion. 
"Where is it?" Vicky asked.) 

• Jim Walker, then Wildlife 
Branch director, who quietly and 
persistently urged the B.C. Gov
ernment to protect the grizzlies 

• Bear biologists Wayne McCrory 
and Steve Herrero, who ven
tured into the valley with Wild
life Branch biologist Ralph 
Archibald in 1985 and brought 
back the first expert account of 
its wildlife 

• Wayne McCrory, Erica Mai lam 
and Herb Hammond, who 
worked in the valley summer 
after summer, amassing the tech
nical information needed to con
vince the B.C. Government to 
fund a thorough study 

• Major supporters of the Friends' 
Khutzeymateen research pro
gram: Monte Hummel and Arlin 
Hackman of World Wildlife 
Fund Canada; Bert Hoffmeisier 
of the Nature Trust of B.C.; 
Rudy Haase; James C Currie of 
the Eden Conservation I rust; 
and Paddy Stewart of the 
McLean Foundation 
Here's to you alll 

j 
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CALENDAR 

Winter I Spring 1995 Field Trips 

Brackman Island Broom Pull 
February 25 and 26 

Kayaks aweigh! This five-hectare 
island, four km. north of Swartz 
Bay, is part of Ecological Reserve 
#121, which protects a total of 35 
hectares for "pristine Gulf Island 
vegetation" and the adjacent ma
rine area. Scotch broom poses seri
ous competition to the spring wild
flowers. Last year we pulled most 
of the broom, but new shoots are 
showing, and now is the best time 
to eliminate the invader. Weather 
permitting, the Friends will em
bark at 11 a.m. on Saturday for the 
marine park on Portland Island 
from the put-in east of the Swartz 
Bay ferry terminal (take the Canoe 
Cove Rd. exit). Bring camping 
gear, food and cooking equipment, 
warm clothes, work gloves and 
shears. Or join us on Sunday. For 
more information call Trudy at 
592-3559. 

• •• : :.: : : :' :y:: ^W^-B 
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Race Rocks 
Saturday, March 11 

Sponsored by the Royal B.C. 
Museum's Newcombe Program, 
Trudy Chatwin leads this trip to 
the fascinating marine ecological 
reserve and light station site. Par
ticipants have a choice of sailing to 
Race Rocks from Victoria's Inner 
Harbour, departing at 8 a.m., and 
returning by bus, or taking the bus 
at 10:30 and returning by water. 
Aboard the Duen, Trudy will lead 
a discussion of marine specimens 
collected by the diving students of 
Pearson College. The cost, 
$75+GST, includes tour, lunch and 
bus transportation. For informa
tion and booking, call 387-3701. 

The Push to Buy Jedediah Island 

J'edediah Island is the largest of a little archipelago dotting Sabine 
Channel, between Lasqueti and Texada islands in mid-Georgia Strait, 

he 243-hectare island is owned by a couple who farmed it for 20 years 
and now live on Vancouver Island. Jedediah is up for sale, at a bargain 
$4.2 million. The Government of B.C. recently ante'd up $2.6 million, and 
other groups have narrowed the shortfall to less than $400,000 — but the 
vendors want to conclude the deal by the end of February. The Friends 
recently made a $2000 contribution toward the purchase, and we've writ
ten a letter to Minister of Environment, Lands and Parks Moe Sihota. 

Jedediah's principal attraction is the Douglas fir forest that covers about 
one-quarter of the island. As a protected area, it would add valuable rep
resentation to the largely modified Coastal Douglas Fir biogeoclimatic 
zone, particularly since the island's isolation makes it unlikely to suffer 
encroachment. But there's a complicating factor: domestic goats, sheep 
and horses have disturbed the natural vegetation of the island. Goats in 
particular extensively browse native shrubs and wildflowers. Weedy spe
cies of plants gain a foothold in such disturbed areas, and the vegetation 
structure is usually very different from that of a natural ecosystem. The 
Friends would like to see the island's feral goats removed and an ecologi
cal reserve established over a portion of the old-growth Douglas fir forest 
and all of the ungrazed small islets, to afford maximum protection for 
these remarkable sites and by provide a baseline area for research by 
which to monitor the effect of surrounding management and restoration 
of the vegetation. 

BC Parks has a long-standing interest in Jedediah for its scenic and rec
reational values — meadows, rocky coves, arbutus trees overhanging little 
shell beaches, sheltered anchorage for pleasure craft. Human artifacts in
clude a turn-of the century farmhouse and several archaeological sites. 
And Friends of Jedediah Island, a group on Lasqueti Island, is frantically 
trying to raise the purchase price, as are the Nature Trust of B.C. and the 
Marine Parks Forever Society. A fundraising concert is planned for Febru
ary 22 at the Roxy Cinegog in Victoria. Members of the Friends who wish 
to donate may address donations to Friends of Jedediah, Lasqueti Island, 
B.C. V0R 2J0, attention Sue Wheeler, or call (604) 333-8785/-8876. 
Cheques in favour of Minister of Finance and Corporate Relations may be 
sent directly to BC Parks, 2nd Floor, 800 Johnson Street, Victoria, B.C. 
V8V 1X4, attention Karen Williams, or call (604) 953-3156. Both Friends of 
Jedediah and the government will issue tax-deductible receipts. 
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Lasqueti and Jedediah Islands 
Easter Weekend, April 14 to 17 

An island-hopping adventure in 
Georgia Strait (originally sched
uled for last summer) to view the 
Lasqueti Island Ecological Reserve 
and jewel-like Jedediah Island. 
Bring backpack, tent, sleeping bag, 
cooking equipment and food for a 
three-day excursion. The passen
ger-only ferry leaves from French 
Creek at 2:30 p.m. on Friday. We'll 
likely hike to our campground. On 
Saturday, Adolf Ceska, botanist at 
the Royal B.C. Museum, will guide 
us around the rugged reserve, 
whose plant community is repre
sentative of the driest variant of 
the Coastal Douglas Fir Zone. On 
Sunday, chartered boats will take 
us to Jedediah Island, guided by 
members of Friends of Jedediah. 
(The especially adventurous —and 
skilled — may be able to borrow 
kayaks; there's room for six kayaks 
on the ferry, on a first-come basis.) 
Space is limited to 15; the cost of 
chartering will be shared. To regis
ter, call Peter Grant (595-4813). 

ONLY NOTICE TO MEMBERS! 
You are cordially invited 

to participate in the 
Annual General Meeting of 

Friends of Ecological Reserves 
11 a.,m., Saturday, April 22,1995 

Luncheon will follow (please 
bring a pot-ruck contribution). 

Catch the 10:15 a.m. ferry from 
Swartz Bay to Fuiford Harbour. 

Salt Spring Island 
Ecological Reserves 

Saturday, April 22 

This Earth Day hike will follow the 
Friends' Annual Meeting. We'll 
pool cars for transport and walk 
from the summit to the base of 
either Mount Tuam or Mount 
Maxwell ecological reserve. Resi
dent-guides will outline land-use 
issues and development impacts 
along the way. The Friends fenced 
Mount Maxwell ER to protect 
wildflowers from grazing feral 
sheep; the fence is in poor repair; 
a reconnaissance is indicated. 

WAIVER OF LIABILITY 

Friends ofEcological Reserves takes 
great care to ensure that our field 
trips are safe and enjoyable, 
Hwever, neither the society nor any 
member of, or guide for, thesociety 
will be liable for any injury, mis¬
hap, or privation incurred for any 
reason on a field trip we sponsor. 

Galiano Island 
April 29 and 30 

We'll join the wardens of the 
Galiano Bog Ecological Reserve, 
conduct a spring bird survey, visit 
natural areas on the island, discuss 
local conservation issues and share 
a pot-luck dinner on Saturday 
evening. Please arrange your own 
accommodations. Ferries to 
Galiano leave Swartz Bay at 9:40 
a.m. and from Tsawwassen at 9:25 
on Saturday. Meet at the Galiano 
Conservancy Association office, 2¬
1122 Porlier Pass Road, at noon. 
For more information call Peter 
Grant (595-4813). 

Ragged Mountain ERP 
Saturday, May 27 

Botanist Hans Roemer leads a hike 
to this repository of threatened 
and endangered spring wildflow
ers. Meet at the Camp Thunder-
bird parking lot, Glintz Lake Road, 
off Sooke Road at 10 a.m. 

The Caren Range 
Saturday, June 10 

Friends of Caren will guide us 
through the ancient sub-alpine 
forest of the Caren Range, in the 
Sechelt Peninsula. The road into 
the range is in rough shape; four-
wheel-drive vehicles are an asset, 
good tires and adequate clearance 
a necessity. We will organize a car-
pool in advance. Please register by 
phoning Peter Grant (595-4813). 
Bring a lunch and sturdy footwear; 
carry rain gear. We'll meet near the 
Horseshoe Bay ferry terminal at 9 
a.m. and catch the 9:30 ferry to 
Langdale. At 11 we'll rendezvous 
with Paul Jones and other mem
bers of the Friends at the Sunshine 
Coast Wildlife Rehabilitation Cen
tre, just past Halfmoon Bay. We'll 
aim to catch the 6:30 p.m. ferry 
back to Horseshoe Bay. 

Canada's Oldest Trees 

The Caren Range forms the 
backbone of the Sechelt Penin

sula. A fifty-year old logging road 
winds up from Halfmoon Bay to 
subalpine forests of yellow cedar 
and mountain hemlock. Logged 
until 1991, when heavy flooding 
prompted the imposition of a 
moratorium, the Caren retains the 
largest remnants of old growth 
forest on the peninsula. (One tract 
is about six kilometres in length.) 
Friends of Caren dated one yellow 
cedar stump to 1820 years, another 
to 1717 years — the oldest known 
in Canada. Four are more than 
1200 years old. A western hemlock 
log was dated at 1239 years. 

Friends of Caren also conduct 
Marbled Murrelet surveys in the 
forest. In 1993, observers located 
an active nest — the first in 
Canada — and made film footage 
of adults feeding a chick. In June 
1994, researchers found a chick in 
the same nest — the first such 
breeding record. (In one other case 
the birdsused the same tree for a 
second year.) 

Winter 1994-95 • 5 



The Log 

FIELD REPORT 

The hillside habitat of the 
Vancouver Island marmot, 

one of the rarest mammal spe
cies in the world (between 200 
and 300 animals), straddles 
subalpine avalanche bowls and 
recent clearcuts in the Nanaimo 
River drainage. Virtually their 
entire range may be viewed at 
once from a vantage point we 
visited in early September. 

Clear skies made visible much of 
southeastern Vancouver Island. 
Marmot researcher Andrew Bryant 
used the opportunity to point out 
the bounds of the 127-hectare 
Haley Lake Ecological Reserve, 
right in the middle of the marmots' 
range, an area of 50 to 60 square 
kilometres that extends north to 
Mt. Moriarty, south and east to Mt. 
Franklin, and west to P. (or Pea) 
Mountain. About 75 per cent of the 
population live within an area of 
20 sq. km. In the splendid mead
ows above bowl-like Haley Lake 
several glossy, well-fed females 
were sunning on boulders before 
going to hibernate in burrows for 

The Marmot Paradox 
six and a half months. As we 
toured their habitat, Andrew re
counted the complex, still puzzling 
story of this animal's response to 
logging-

In 1910 a scientific collector, 
Harry Swarth, shot 11 of the 
chocolate brown rodents at three 
sites on Douglas Peak and Mt. 
McQuillan, near Port Alberni, and 
revealed to the world a species of 
marmot unique to Vancouver Is
land. A peculiar characteristic of 
the Vancouver Island marmot is 
the small size of its colonies — 
fewer than six adults each. An
drew believes a distinctive 
"lifestyle" has been forced on them 
by the nature of their habitat. 
These animals are capable of dis
persing and re-establishing in 
widely-separated subalpine mead
ows that are surrounded by miles 
of forested valleys. Sub-adults 
typically leave a colony in their 
second or third year and travel 
until they find a sunny slope with 
wildlflowers and secure dens. 

Archaeologists have found mar
mot bones, dated to between 900 

and 2,700 years ago, at five sites 
across Vancouver Island. Tool 
markings establish indisputably 
that they were hunted. Why would 
native hunters have bothered seek
ing out handfuls of marmots in 
remote upland reaches when the 
bounty of the coast was at their 
disposal? Andrew doubts conven
tional for-food-and-clothing ac
counts, pointing to the traditional 
use of marmot fat for medicinal 
purposes in parts of the former 
Soviet Union. 

Historically, the marmof s range 
extended as far north as Schoen 
Lake Provincial Park. Why don't 
marmots still inhabit the north 
island? Andrew doesn't know, but 
he doubts that hunting is solely 
responsible. More likely it was 
some combination of hunting, 
habitat alteration due to climatic 
change, and an increase in num
bers of predators. What is for sure 
is that human agency hasn't 
changed the marmof s traditional 
habitat — neither boulders nor 
wildflowers have yet become mar
ketable. What has changed, dra-

H P i i 
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matically, is the forested land
scapes in between. They've been 
extensively logged. And the mar
mots have adapted by colonizing 
clearcut sites, probably because 
they resemble their traditional 
habitat. About half the marmot 
population now lives in clearcuts. 

One would think that if marmots 
could adapt successfully to 
clearcuts, there would be a lot 
more marmots on Vancouver Is
land. Through a rigorous regime of 
monitoring individuals with tags 
and implanted transmitters, An
drew has discovered that there are 
important differences between the 
clearcut colonies and the natural 
colonies. In eight years of research, 
he has yet to find a marmot living 
past five years of age in a clearcut, 
and only one has attained five 
years. No marmot born in a stud
ied clearcut has yet reproduced. 
But he has noted the disappear
ance of 46 ear-tagged individuals 
from clearcut habitats. What's go

ing on? The animal's range has not 
expanded in recent decades. The 
clearcut habitats are apparently 
"sinks." The inhabitants of the 
clearcuts originate somewhere 
else, and, for some reason that An
drew doesn't yet know, their 
chance of survival is much lower 
there. Until two years ago, An
drew would have proposed that 
overwintering mortality was the 
primary mechanism, exploying a 
theory, almost universally ac
cepted by marmot researchers, that 
relates individuals' temperature 
variations to their chances of sur
viving a severe winter. More re
cently, he has noted that at least 
two radio-telemetered animals 
were eaten — both in alder thick
ets — and suspects three or four 
more met the same end. Now An
drew thinks terrestrial predators 
may be responsible. Cougar and 
wolf may hunt more successfully 
in clearcuts, aided by shrubby 
cover that is more prevalent there 

than in avalanche bowls. 
This phase of marmot research 

will be wrapping up this summer, 
when Andrew completes his PhD. 
Meanwhile, the Vancouver Island 
Marmot Recovery Team will be 
gearing up to effect a dramatic 
increase in the species' numbers. 
Established in 1988, the six-mem
ber team is staffed by the B.C. Min
istry of Environment, MacMillan 
Bloedel Ltd., the Canadian Wildlife 
Service, the Royal B.C. Museum 
and the Federation of B.C. Natural
ists. Its goal is to build three dis
tinct marmot populations totalling 
600 animals, at which point the 
species can be removed from the 
endangered list. The thrust of the 
project will be to transport animals 
by helicopter to presently vacant 
habitat and assist them to colonize 
it. Commencement of this project 
awaits the settlement of potential 
land-use conflicts and completion 
of research on habitat suitability. 

Briony Penn and Peter Grant 

Permits now required to visit ecological reserves in Strathcona District 
Ministry of Environment, Lands and Parks 

Box 1479 
Parksville, B.C. V9P 2H4 

June 13,1994 
Thank you for sending me a copy of your newsletter, The Log. The support your group provides for 

the Ecological Reserve program is much appreciated. As the person responsible for the management of 
the ecological reserves on Vancouver Island north of Nanaimo, I have an interest in all activities in and 
adjacent to these reserves. 

Lately I have become increasingly concerned with the use some of your articles are encouraging 
within reserves especially some of the more fragile reserves. The Ecological Reserves Act defines the 
objectives or the Ecological Reserves system and while it does accept that visits may occur, it does not 
encourage them. Your latest newsletter describes several field trips to reserves. I am not sure that orga
nized tours of these types are compatible with the intent of the Ecological Reserves Act. I realize the 
value of educating the public about the objectives of the reserve system but I am uncertain about 
whether this must be done in a reserve. 

I am sure you realize there is a potential for visitors to negatively impact the resource of the reserve. 
As manager, I must guard against such impacts. I know that your group is responsible and has the best 
interests of the system and its individual reserves in mind but I am uneasy about the planned trips. I do 
not feel that prohibiting this year's field trips would be appropriate. However, I think that in the future 
that we should meet and discuss your planned activities. In this way we can talk about the impacts and 
consequences of your activities and work out ways to minimize or eliminate negative impacts. 

I am looking forward to discussing this matter with you. 
R.J. Lampard 
District Manager, Strathcona District 

Winter 1994-95 • 7 



The log 

RESEARCH REPORTS 

Marbled Murrelet Research Makes Gains in 1994 

The past year produced 
many interesting develop

ments in research and conser
vation of marbled murrelets. 
These small tree-nesting sea-
birds are listed as threatened in 
Canada and in the United 
States south of us. Loss of nest
ing habitat in old growth for
ests through logging is the pri
mary threat but gill-nets and 
oil spills are also a concern. 

The recovery plan produced by 
the Canadian Marbled Murrelet 
Team was published this year. It 
does not make specific recommen
dations on areas of forest to be set 
aside, but summarizes the prob
lems facing the murrelet in 
Canada and outline an ambitious 
program of research necessary for 
a proper recovery plan. 

The Ministry of Forests pro
duced a preliminary map of po
tential forest habitat available for 
murrelets in B.C. Based on satellite 
imagery, the map includes a lot of 
unlikely murrelet habitat, such as 
stunted old-growth bog forest. But 
it is still a major step forward. In 
the area surrounding the Strait of 
Georgia, for example, the map 
paints a gloomy picture for 
murrelets. Only tiny pockets of 
potential murrelet habitat remain 
in what must have been excellent 
murrelet habitat on the southern 
mainland and eastern Vancouver 
Island. Many remnant forests are 
still slated for logging, including 
the old-growth patch in the Caren 
Range where a murrelet nest was 
occupied for the last two years. 

Another notable publication, 
due at the end of 1994, is the 
Marbled Murrelet Assessment, an 
international effort to document 
all available information on the 
biology and conservation needs of 
the bird. This will be exceedingly 
valuable to biologists and foresters 

trying to develop management 
plans. Two chapters deal with 
B.C.'s marine and inland habitats 
and cite the important studies 
made in Carmanah-Walbran and 
Clayoquot Sound, which were 
partly funded by Friends of Eco
logical Reserves. We now know a 
lot more about the murrelet's nest
ing requirements and seasonal 
patterns of behaviour. Eleven nests 
have been found in B.C. and more 
than 60 world-wide. The use of 
large old-growth conifers as nest 
sites has been overwhelmingly 
confirmed for areas south of 
Alaska. 

Some sobering facts emerge 
from this assessment. Compared to 
other birds in the alcid family, 
murrelets were found to have ex
ceedingly low nesting success and 
juvenile recruitment. A computer 
model of the population dynamics, 
based on available information, 
suggests that murrelet populations 
are likely to decline in most parts 
of the bird's range. The Marbled 
Murrelet is still a mystery bird. 

Many questions remain which 
are are essential for informed man
agement decisions. What is the 
spacing of nests in the forest? Does 
the number of detections seen in 
dawn surveys accurately reflect 
local population densities? What 
are the causes of low nesting suc
cess? What limits the species' 
populations — food or nesting 
sites? Where do the birds go for 
the winter? I foresee many exciting 
years of murrelet research aimed 
at answering these and other ques
tions. 

The research efforts of the UVic 
Marbled Murrelet team continued 
in 1994, with the support of 
Friends of Ecological Reserves and 
other organizations. It seemed to 
be a good year for murrelets, with 
exceptionally high densities at sea 
in Barkley Sound and off the West 

Coast Trail, high detection rates in 
the forests of Carmanah-Walbran, 
and relatively high numbers of 
fledged juveniles appearing on the 
water in late summer. This up
swing seems to be linked with 
ocean conditions: 1994 was a more 
"normal" year following two 
"warm-water" years under the 
influence of El Nino. We're hoping 
that our research will explain some 
of the interactions between 
murrelets and the ocean environ
ment. 

Tree climbers Kevin Jordan and 
Stephanie Hughes spent more than 
two weeks climbing the giants in 
the Carmanah and Walbran val
leys, including new areas near the 
mouth of Carmanah Creek. They 
found one new nest near Camp 
Heaven in Carmanah Pacific Pro
vincial Park. Our UVic team has 
discovered seven of the 11 nests 
known for B.C. We've checked all 
our known nest sites every year 
since 1990, but so far have found 
no evidence that the birds re-nest 
in the same nests, or even in the 
same trees. This suggests that they 
like to use a variety of nest sites if 
these are available and to spread 
out over large tracts of old-growth 
forest — something to consider in 
the management of our old-growth 
forests. 

Graduate student Sharon 
Dechesne is doing a detailed 
analysis of the calls of Marbled 
Murrelets, to see if she can identify 
individuals and thus get an accu
rate count of the birds calling over 
each forest survey site in the pre
dawn gloaming. 

Our research will continue in 
1995, with a new initiative, inland 
studies in forests adjacent to the 
West Coast Trail, to match nearby 
at-sea observations. Volunteers are 
welcome; please call me at 721¬
7127 if you are interested. 

Alan Burger 
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New Wildlife Habitat Area Designations 
To Protect Marbled Murrelets in B.C. Forests 

Due to our ongoing support of 
Marbled Murrelet research, 

the Friends hold a place on the 
Marbled Murrelet Recovery Team. 
Recovery Teams are appointed by 
the Recovery of Nationally Endan
gered Wildlife (RENEW) Commit
tee to formulate plans to restore 
populations of federally-listed en
dangered species. 

The Marbled Murrelet Recovery 
Team includes Ann Harfenist, Ca
nadian Wildlife Service (chairing), 
Dr. Alan Burger from the Univer
sity of Victoria, Dave Lindsay from 
TimberWest Ltd., Ron McLaughlin 
from MacMillan Bloedel Ltd, Bob 
Redhead from Parks Canada, Mike 
Chutter and Bill Harper from the 
Wildlife Branch and Andy 
Derocher, Ministry of Forests For
est Sciences. 

Over the past two years we have 
been working to produce guide
lines to set aside critical Marbled 
Murrelet nesting habitat in areas 
designated for logging. These 
guidelines include setting aside 
areas in which Marbled Murrelets 

display "occupied" nesting 
behavious, areas of known nesting, 
and areas with the old-growth 
habitat attributes (large old trees 
with large limbs) within 30 km. of 
the ocean. 

British Columbia's new Forest 
Practices Code requires that for 
designated landscape units, Wild
life Habitat Areas be set aside for 
Endangered, Threatened, and Vul
nerable species (Red and Blue-
listed species). The Marbled 
Murrelet is considered Blue-listed 
in British Columbia — hence Wild
life Habitat Areas will be set aside 
to conserve this species. Various 
guidelines outline size and cover
age of the Wildlife Habitat Areas 
for Marbled Murrelets. We are 
hoping to see areas greater than 
200 hectares to protect the "inte
rior" nesting habitat of murrelets. 

Despite the diverse nature of the 
group, we have made great 
progress in developing guidelines 
to protect the elusive and rare 
Marbled Murrelet. 

Trudy Chatwin 

Murrelet Publications 
on File 

Burger, Alan E.: 
Analysis of terrestrial and marine 
activities of Marbled Murrelets 
breeding on SW Vancouver Island 
1990-1993. Report from the 
Marbled Murrelet Research Group, 
University of Victoria, May 1994. 
35 pp. + 9 pp. appendices 

Marbled Murrelet Recovery Team: 
National Recovery Plan for the 
Marbled Murrelet. Recovery of 
Nationally Endangered Wildlife 
(RENEW) Report # 8, May 1994. 
vii + 36 pp. 

Hughes, Stephanie, Kevin Jordan, 
John Kelson, Irene Manley: 
Marbled Murrelet Forest and At-
Sea Studies in Clayoquot Sound, 
B.C. Unpublished Report for 
Friends of Ecological Reserves, 
June 1994.11 pp. 

i 

John Kelson reports that he has 
begun a master's program in 

resource management at the Uni
versity of British Columbia's Fish
eries Centre. His studies dovetail 
perfectly with his ongoing work on 
oolichans for the Haisla people: 
"I first worked on oolichans in 1992 
when I did a small study in the 
Kitlope River at the head of 
Gardner Canal. In 19941 was hired 
by the Haisla of Kitamaat Village 
to run their oolichan study in the 
Kitimat River and, to a lesser ex
tent, in four other rivers in the 
area. The purpose of this research 
is to add a technical knowledge 

Research Communiques 
base of oolichan stocks within 
Haisla territory to traditional 
knowledge of its life history. The 
Haisla hope to generate under
standing of oolichans necessary for 
management, protection and, if 
possible, repair of damaged 
stocks." More on John's oolichan 
work in the next issue. 

Wayne McCrory sent us a let 
ter of thanks for our dona

tion to support biodiversity re
search in the Selkirk Mountains. 
The Valhalla Society is arguing for 
the establishment of a forested 
buffer west of the 815-hectare Lew 

Ecological Reserve, near the north
west corner of the proposed White 
Grizzly Wilderness. "Massive 
clearcutting has now extended 
from the north and south to near 
the reserve." As part of a project to 
map ecosites, old-growth forest 
and caribou early winter range in 
and around the reserve, the society 
contracted Dr. James Bergdahl of 
the Pacific Northwest Biodiversity 
Institute to the vicinity to collect 
carabid (ground) beetles — "one 
of the best representations of forest 
biodiversity" — last fall. A more 
complete report will be forthcom
ing in the next issue of The Log. 

Winter 1994-95 • 9 



The Log 

ECOLOGICAL RESERVES 

Managing Erosion of the Nimpkish River Ecological Reserve 

Ecological Reserve #118 
protects an extraordinary 

stand of Douglas fir trees on an 
extremely productive 18-hect-
are site known as Nimpkish 
Island. Most of the more than 
700 Douglas firs on the island 
are about 365 years old, and a 
few monsters are more than 650 
years old; the tallest specimen 
(measured in the mid-1980s) is 
80.4 metres high; the thickest, 
204 cm. diameter at breast 
height. It's probably the grand
est stand of the species remain
ing in Canada, possibly any
where. 

The south, west and north sides 
of Nimpkish Island are defined by 
a U-shaped bend in the upper 
Nimpkish River, which flows 
northwest out of the Vancouver 
Island Mountains onto a narrow 
floodplain. Sebalhall Creek, which 
drains Vernon Lake, flows north 
and meets the west-trending 
Nimpkish River opposite the 
southeastern "nose" of the island. 
Gravel and woody debris build up 
around the "nose" of the island 
during peak flows. Build-ups of 
gravel and debris alter the flow of 
the river. When the U-shaped 
channel of the Nimpkish (referred 
to below as the "main" channel) 
becomes blocked, the water flows 
down the channel that defines the 
east side of Nimpkish Island (the 
"east" or "cutoff" channel). The 
balance of flow has apparently 
shifted back and forth between the 
two channels over time. Some
times water spills across the island, 
leaving deep scour holes in places. 
Water has seriously eroded the 
banks of the reserve around the 
"nose" and undercut the roots of 
some of the tall trees, which have 
fallen. 

Another area of erosion is along 

the north side of the island, oppo
site the mouth of Kiyu Creek, 
which flows into the Nimpkish 
from the northwest. This once-
braided rivercourse has been re
peatedly machine-channeled, and 
it now shifts back and forth be
tween a southern and a northern 
channel that separate near its 
confluence with the Nimpkish. 
Low bridges span both channels. 
When Kiyu Creek follows the 
southern channel, gravel and de
bris pile up in the river, diverting 
water towards the the banks on the 
northwestern side of Nimpkish 
Island, which erode. 

The following account of the 
management of erosion around the 
reserve is based on documents in 
BC Parks offices and those of the 
reserve's volunteer warden, Rolf 
Kellerhals. 

The B.C. Government began re
acting to the threat of undercutting 
and blowdown while negotiating 
the purchase of Nimpkish Island 

from Canadian Forest Products 
Ltd. (Canfor) in the early 1980s. 
Following a storm in December 
1980, several logjams formed in 
the Nimpkish River near the 
mouths of Sebalhall and Kiyu 
creeks. At the time the main chan
nel was carrying the majority of 
the Nimpkish flow. The debris 
diverted the watercourse towards 
the island, eroding its riverbanks. 
An ad-hoc plan for yarding the 
logs out and shoring up the banks 
at the "nose" of the island was not 
implemented. 

By 1986 accumulated debris had 
blocked the main channel of the 
Nimpkish in all but peak flows, 
and the stream was now following 
the east channel. Riverbank ero
sion was accelerating, as evidenced 
by the presence of some 30 large 
fallen trees in the channel, which 
diverted the flow toward the is
land. Fisheries officers feared that 
gravel deposits in the channel was 
destroying fish habitat, and the 
Department of Fisheries and 
Oceans (DFO) office in Port 
NcNeill supported a Canfor pro
posal to yard out the timber. A 
woodsworkers' strike and DFO's 
prohibition of work after Septem
ber 15 to protect salmon runs de
layed the work until the following 
years. 

By August 1987, the situation 
was characterized as urgent, with 
two deep "scallop holes," or in
dentations, evident on the banks at 
the "nose" of Nimpkish Island. 
Under the direction of the Water 
Management Branch, Canfor 
workers yarded timber out of the 
main channel and pushed the 
gravel bars to form a 300-metre-
Iong berm along the right bank of 
the river, across the opening of the 
overflow channel. Canfor also built 
Cat trails to the east channel, 
yarded the fallen timber out and 
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shored up the roots of the trees at 
the edge of the scallop holes with 
compacted debris and gravel. The 
workers then placed 123 metres of 
rip rap {coarse rock) across the 
nose of the island. Additional rein
forcements of small debris was 
placed between the berm and the 
rip rap. 

Canfor picked up the cost of 
much of the work but probably 
made a huge profit on a deal that 
allowed it to trade salvaged mer
chantable timber for rip rap on the 
basis of equal value by volume. In 
fact, prime quality Douglas fir, 
only recently fallen into the river, 
would have been worth more than 
ten times the $26 per cubic metre 
that rip rap cost at the time. 

In 1987 the B.C. Government 
was under pressure to finalize the 
purchase of Nimpkish Island for 
the appraised value of $909,350. 
Before the deal was consummated, 
BC Parks sought expert opinion on 
the long-term viability of the 
stand. Ministry of Environment 
hydrologist D.E. Reksten studied 
air photos taken between 1953 and 
1987 to compare channel widths 
and locations before and after log
ging commenced, and concluded 
that "it is clear that the channel 
changes can be attributed mainly 
to logging activities which have 

"Large drift logs have 
historically played a 

major role in the 
morphological evolution 
and fish productivity of 

this river. Those left 
need to be preserved 
wherever possible." 

caused increases in suspended 
sediment and bedload movement 
especially in tributaries upstream 
of Nimpkish Island." Asked to 
project how long the berm and rip 
rap might protect the island, 
Reksten wrote: "If logjams are not 
allowed to accumulate, these 
works could protect at least [the 
southeastern] part of the island for 
a 25 to 50 year return period 
event." The hydrologist also rec
ommended diverting Kiyu Creek * 
to its northern channel 'Tay con
structing a berm upstream of the 
road bridges." More thorough pro
tection might be afforded, he sug
gested, by building a dike of rip 

The southeast corner of Nimpkish 
Island, looking west, showing the 

rip-rap dike installed in 1987. 
Photos by Rolf Kellerhals 

rap two metres high around the 
entire island! But he could offer no 
reassurance that the unstable river 
would not continue to erode the 
island, and "even if no further log
ging was carried out, the system 
would not return to a 'stable' con
dition for many years." 

This report gave the government 
enough reassurance that it moved 
to complete the deal with Canfor 
in March 1988. The ecological re
serve was created by order-in-
council in May. Rolf Kellerhals 
was appointed the volunteer war
den in July. Mr. Kellerhals is him
self a consulting engineer special
izing in river hydrology. "Your 
assistance and expertise should 
prove to be quite valuable to help 
us monitor the stability of the is
land," the co-ordinator of the Eco
logical Reserves Program wrote to 
him. 

No management activity was 
recorded in available documents 
from 1988 or 1989. 

Mr. Kellerhals expressed his 
views of the reserve's needs in a 
letter to BC Parks in the spring of 
1989: 

"About half way along the west 
side of the island, a log jam is di
verting part of the river towards 
the right (island) bank. My pre
ferred method for fixing mis » > 
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would be to walk a cat or large 
backhoe down the river (or tip 
from the Kiyu Creek bridges) at 
low stage in August before the 
salmon return to the river, to re
arrange the logs and to tie them to 
standing trees on either side to act 
as future bank protection. This 
would hopefully be reasonably 
permanent. It would also be cheap 
and it would leave the large logs in 
the river, where they create hold
ing pools and provide cover for 
chinook rearing habitat. Large drift 
logs have historically played a ma
jor role in the morphological evo
lution and fish productivity of this 
river. With the extent of logging in 
the valley, the future supply is 
limited so that those left need to be 
preserved wherever possible/' 

The area of chief concern to 
Kellerhals was the large gravel bar 
created by the southern channel of 
Kiyu Creek. He recommended the 

diversion of the creek to its north
ern channel, and pointed out that 
"Canfor recently replaced the 
northern Kiyu bridge with a 
smaller structure that can no 
longer handle this creek.... this 
type of structure requires a permit 
under the Water Act, which Canfor 
probably did not have... " 

The island was subjected to in
creasing stress from severe winter 
storms in November 1989. 

Early in 1990, when responsibil
ity for ecological reserves de
volved to BC Parks' line authority, 
the South Coast Region began to 
address the long-term stability of 
Nimpkish Island by inviting ten
ders for an erosion control plan. 
Hay & Company Consultants Inc. 
(Hayco) of Vancouver was the suc-

Aerial of Nimpkish Island in 1990, 
looking south. The Nimpkish 
River flows west at upper left. 
Kiyu Creek enters middle right, 

and forms the gravel fan at centre. 
Photo by John Lamb 

cessful applicant. Hayco's 
Nimpkish Island Ecological Re
serve Erosion Protection Plan out
lined and estimated the costs of six 
plans "encompassing three basic 
approaches or philosophies": 
• a short-term plan with three 

components: diversion of Kiyu 
Creek; protecting the west bank 
of the island; and strengthening 
the eroding berm at the south
eastern corner 

• an expanded version of the 
short-term plan to provide long-
term "back-up protection as in
surance against critical future 
maintenance" 

• four "geomorphic options" 
aimed at diverting the flow of the 
Nimpkish through "geomorphic 
alteration," creating a short-cir
cuit that would follow old cut-off 
channels east of the main cut-off 
channel. 
BC Parks' Strathcona District 

solicited Rolf Kellerhals' response 
to Hayco's plan. Among his com-
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ments: 
"The identification of an ongoing 

trend towards channel widening 
brought about by logging is... sup
ported by many observations at 
other, comparable sites. The causes 
are flood plain logging and the 
associated bank destabilization, 
possibly also increased gravel sup
ply from upstream. 

(The influence of logging on 
channel widening is disputed by 
Canfor.) 

"There is not a scrap of evidence 
for accentuated flood hydro-
graphic peaks due to logging in 
any major river of coastal B.C., as 
claimed by Hayco. 

"The Hayco report does not 
make it clear that the flood of No
vember 1989 destroyed the effec
tiveness of the 1987 diversion dike 
at the head of the east-side cutoff 
channel. A major channel shift into 
that cutoff may be imminent, de
pending on the magnitude and 
return period of the November 89 
flood. An assessement of that flood 
is therefore essential to rational 
decision making. 

"The placement of riprap dikes 
or rock groins around an ecologi
cal reserve is an abomination. It 
would be resource management 
with blinders on, benefitting a few 
old growth trees to the detriment 
of substantial aquatic and scenic 
values. There are several alterna
tives, all somewhat less time 
proven, but probably also less 
costly. Would it not make sense to 
try some of the biological river 
training methods that are being 
experimented with by various or
ganizations? 

"The odd log jam may have to be 
dealt with, but removal is the 
wrong approach — rearrangement 
is what should be done..." 

BC Parks did not respond to his 
concerns. In the summer of 1990 
the agency began to implement 
Hayco's erosion protection plan. 
The first project was to divert Kiyu 
Creek onto its northern channel by 
constructing a rock groin, or short 

"The odd log jam may 
have to be dealt with, 

but removal is the 
wrong approach — 

rearrangement is what 
should be done." 

dike, where the creek divided. The 
plan was also to construct an over
flow channel through the gravel 
that had built up in the Nimpkish 
opposite the southern channel of 
Kiyu. 

In the interagency referral pro
cess, DFO criticised the proposed 
rechanneling of Kiyu Creek into its 
northern streambed, stating that it 
was just such work that had previ
ously accelerated erosion by creat
ing the present build-up in the 
Nimpkish main channel. 

This work was barely completed 
when a series of storms created 
havoc around Nimpkish Island. 
Storms at the end of October and 
on November 11,1990 over
whelmed the groin in the Kiyu and 
washed out the southern bridge. 
The gravel bar in the Nimpkish 
was washed away, and erosion of 
the Nimpkish Island bank opposite 
caused ten trees to topple. A 
Hayco engineer reported: "The 
contral bar left in place to form the 
side of the overflow channel const 
at the mouth of Kiyu Creek has 
been eroded leaving the thalweg 
[the low flow path of the river] 
centred between the banks... sedi
ment has been deposited against 
the previously eroding bank along 
the north side of the island" 

To local concerns that the diver
sion channel was a patent waste of 
money, BC Parks asserted that 
"gravel was deposited between the 
(overflow) channel and the re
serve, effectively keeping the 
Nimpkish away from the island. A 
number of windfalls in the river 
also assisted in diverting the water 
away from the island" 

The winter floods had also 
wrought wholesale changes on the 
southeast corner of Nimpkish Is
land. Sometime before February 
14,1991 the gravel berm installed 
in 1987 failed. The main flow of the 
river was now in the east channel. 
"The low flow channel now runs 
through the side channel at the 
back of the island," a Hayco em
ployee reported. "Flow has broken 
through the upstream end of the 
berm installed in 1987 and has 
washed out the large log jam that 
existed at the NE [sic] corner... in 
the cut-off channel there has been 
some bank erosion and two large 
trees have fallen across the stream 
commencing a new jam" 

This development provided a 
window of opportunity that man
agement agencies ignored, accord
ing to Rolf Kellerhals' later obser
vation: "The failure of the dike at 
the SE corner, the re-opening of 
the east-side cutoff channels and 
the extensive obstruction of the old 
river channel with large drift logs, 
combined to greatly reduce the » 

Stump of tree removed from south 
side of Nimpkish Island by Canfor 

workers. Rolf Kellerhals photo 
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erosion problems of the reserve 
and provide an opportunity to 
achieve long term stability with a 
few low-cost, unintrusive mea
sures...." 

But this was not how the au
thorities saw the situation. If s un
certain who was in charge of 
implementing the erosion protec
tion plan in the summer of 1991. It 
appears that a Canfor logging en
gineer assumed responsibility for 
remedying the erosion problems. 
Beginning in late June, Canfor be
gan bucking up and then yarding 
large logs out of the cut-off chan
nel — including logs that had 
come from the ecological reserve. 
At some point not documented, 
the company obtained the consent 
of DFO to yard the timber out of 
the stream, but its employees 
failed to consult with BC Parks. 
The company trespassed on the 
ecological reserve and cut down 
trees for which the Crown had 
already paid it handsome compen
sation. 

Canfor also removed log jams 
from the dried-up main channel of 
the Nimpkish. When BC Parks 
officials showed up to inspect, they 

"By re-opening the 
almost abandoned and 
blocked river channel 
Canfor has probably 

done severe long-term 
damage to the reserve." 

complained about the company's 
failure to consult. They did not, 
however, press charges for tres
pass. 

Canfor then ignored BC Parks' 
explicit directions not to encroach 
further on the reserve or undertake 
any bank stabilization work with
out the advice of a hydrologist. 
The company actually build a 
small road into the reserve. They 
removed logs from the river that 
had been flagged to be left. 

Early in August BC Parks zone 
manager Martin Ehieck issued a 
stop-work order to Canfor. The 
company agreed to pay for recla-

- Half-burned pile of debris left by 
Canfor in the abandoned main 

channel, just south of the north
west corner of Nimpkish Island. 
Photos (1992)by Rolf Kellerhals 

mation work and a hydrological 
study, conducted by Rolf 
Kellerhals for BC Parks. The work 
included replacing some of the 
timber that Canfor had removed. 
BC Parks downplayed Cantor's 
trespass. "I believe we have resolu
tion to the Nimpkish Isl. trespass," 
district manager Ron Lampard 
reported to his supervisor by elec
tronic mail. "I can only assume 
their intent was to get their job 
done and resolve the problems 
when we found out. I also am con
fident that this decision was made 
at the field level and would not 
have been accepted by the local 
Canfor management..." 

The species, volume and grades 
of wood that Canfor salvaged from 
the Nimpkish River was scaled at 
Beaver Cove on between July 23 
and August 2, as detailed in a Min
istry of Forests' scaling and royalty 
invoice. The company removed 
578 pieces of cedar, Douglas fir, 
hemlock, Sitka spruce and white 
pine, including five pieces of grade 
B fir, totalling 35.2 cubic metres, 
two of grade C fir comprising 5.4 
cu. m., eight of grade D fir (86.9 cu. 
m.), one of grade F fir at 7.1 cu. m, 
58 of grade H fir totalling 352.0 cu. 
m., and 48 of grade I fir, totalling 
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206.8 cu. m. Canfor was assessed a 
salvage rate of $.70 per cu.m. for 
most of the timber and paid the 
Crown a total of $1,231.12 in 
stumpage and scaling fees. At 1991 
average market values for Douglas 
fir, the grade B wood was worth 
$5,421.50, the grade D, $22,954.64, 
the grade H, $29,084.16, and the 
grade I, $14,112.03. This was a pe
riod when wood values were de
pressed. 

Kellerhals's consultanf s report 
to BC Parks district manager Ron 
Lampard levelled scathing criti
cism at Canfor: 

"By re-opening the almost aban
doned and blocked river channel 
Canfor has probably done severe 
long-term damage to the reserve.... 

"Unless you want to continue 
trading the large organic debris 
load of the Nimpkish River and 
the trees of the Ecological Reserve 
for rip rap diking, it appears to be 
well beyond the means of your 
ministry to stabilize the river 
banks of the reserve with the 
Nimpkish River kept in its old 
channel. The non-intrusive stabili
zation measures I have been pro
posing for several years are no 
longer feasible now, except at a 
few sites, because most of the large 
drift logs needed to implement 
these measures have been given 
away." 

Kellerhals proposed creating a 
cutoff further east than proposed 
in Hayco's plan; strengthening the 
embankments on the the east side 
of Nimpkish Island with tied logs; 
and building a low gravel dike 
across the old river channel, using 
borrow pits downstream. He pro
posed several remedial and aes
thetic measures at the northwest 
corner of the island. And he 
reinerated his opposition to the 
removal of large logs from the 
river: 

"In general you should be aware 
that the removal of the old growth 
forests from the flood plains of 
alluvial gravel-bed rivers such as 
the Nimpkish, tends to destabilize 

The southeast corner of Nimpkish 
Island, looking upstream, in 1992. 
The remnant of the rip-rap dike 
installed in 1987 is visible in the 
middle of the river, directing the • 
flow toward the island. Most of 

the fallen Douglas fir trees are 
from the ecological reserve. 

Photo by Rolf Kellerhals 

these rivers and leads to a gradual 
widening of the active channel 
zone. Ever since the Ministry of 
Parks removed the large wood 
debris from the Elk River channel 
in the mid-seventies, it has been 
known that this procedure does 
not alleviate channel stability or 
bank erosion problems but may in 
fact aggravate them. Stable, large 
organic debris is naturally also an 
important component of the fish 
habitat in these rivers. 

"Seeing that Fisheries and 
Oceans Canada is incapable of 
looking after their own interests 
and does not appear to care about 
anyone else's and the B.C. Ministry 
of Environment is completely ig
noring their mandate on northern 
Vancouver Island, the Ministry of 
Parks should oppose any debris 
removal from the Nimpkish River 
drainage at Ecological Reserve 
#118 and anywhere upstream if 

the debris might eventually reach 
the reserve. This needs to be made 
very clear to these agencies, as 
only they have the necessary man
date to address this problem." 

After visiting the reserve early in 
September, following Canfor's 
reclamation work, Kellerhals filed 
a warden's report with BC Parks: 

"The pile of stumps at the NW 
corner of the reserve was cleaned 
up more or less as agreed. The one 
short section of a large rotten log 
was nicely cable-tied into the bank. 
Unfortunately it is both and un
suitable log and an unsuitable site 
to test the cable tying method of 
protecting river banks. The large 
debris piles were not yet burnt. 
None of the work that I had rec
ommended for the SE corner of the 
reserve had been carried out. 

"The outlook for the coining 
winter is worrisome with the 
riprap at the SE corner failing, the 
potential for a log jam obstructing 
the new cut-off channel and the 
old channel cleared of all signifi
cant debris, thereby allowing effi
cient and totally unpredictable 
attacks on the banks of the reserve. 
Much will depend on the size of 
the winter floods." 

The winter of 1991 /92 did not 
see any significant flooding. » > 
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Managing Erosion, Nimpkish Island-
In the summer of 1992 BC Parks 
undertook to "attempt to reduce 
the erosion of the Island and sub
sequent loss of the large trees" by 
manoeuvring large windfall logs 
in the Nimpkish and securing 
them against the embankments on 
the southeast side of the island. An 
independent logging contractor 
was hired to do the work. 

This work resembled the protec
tive measures Rolf Kellerhals had 
been urging. Significantly, how
ever, he was not consulted. In fact, 
he was routinely ignored. In the 
Nimpkish River Ecological Re
serve Management Plan, published 
in October 1992, BC Parks recom
mended a "review of the role" of 
wardens. Kellerhals wasn't sent a 
copy of the management plan until 
he wrote to ask for one early in 
1994. He was not invited to join an 
"informal management commit
tee" of BC Parks, Canfor and DFO. 
(According to BC Parks, the 
committee's only function is to 
"look at adjacent land-uses.") 

In June 1993, Rolf Kellerhals 
filed another warden's report to 
BC Parks: 

"Kiyu Creek: Canfor has re
placed the southern Kiyu Creek 
bridge with a steel structure and 
rebuilt the approach dikes. The 
road surface was raised by a small 
amount and the waterway opening 
is now a little higher than before. 
Unfortunately Canfor has again 
failed to address their own real 
long-term problem while at the 
same time creating another serious 
long-term threat to the reserve. 

"Kiyu Creek is rapidly extending 
its alluvial fan into the now aban
doned Nimpkish River channel 
and across it towards the reserve. 
The fan is now blocking the old 
channel and creating a lake in it, 
which will probably keep growing 
for several years. The position of 
Kiyu Creek on the expanding fan 
is entirely unpredictable and is 
likely to keep changing frequently. 

As the fan deposits grow, Kiyu 
Creek is more and more likely to 
end up flowing along the reserve 
or right through it. In either case, 
more trees will be threatened. 

"The growing fan will also result 
in increasing bed levels upstream, 
thereby clogging Canfor's bridge 
opening and necessitating emer
gency repairs. 

"Kiyu Creek needs to be put 
back in its more northern channel, 
where it is less of a threat to the 
reserve and less likely to obstruct 
the bridge opening because of a 
more direct path out to the 
Nimpkish River. 

"The abandoned Nimpkish  
River channel: Little or no flows of 
any significance have used the old 
route of the Nimpkish River 
around the reserve. The evidence 
of Canfor's driftwood mining of 
1991 is essentially undisturbed, the 
partially burned debris piles in the 
channel are particularly objection
able. 

Bridge built by Canfor over the 
' southern channel of Kiyu Creek, 

without permit, in 1993. 
The clearance, already inadequate, 

is filling in with gravel. 
Rolf Kellerhals photo 

"It is rather unlikely that the 
Nimpkish River will adopt this 
channel again as its main course, 
although flood water will spill 
through it from time to time.... 

"It is important to add the aban
doned river channel to the reserve 
now, before it ends up as part of 
the Canfor TFL land base. The re
serve has lost some 10 to 20 per
cent of its land area due to erosion 
resulting largely from ill conceived 
river training schemes of the Prov
ince in cooperation with Canfor. 
Since the reserve is, to the best of 
my knowledge, not defined by a 
legal survey, the erosion losses 
represent real reserve land losses. 
The abandoned river channel pre
sents an opportunity to compen
sate for this loss, at least for the 
land area part of it. 

"Erosion at the south-east cor 
ner: Your log tying of last year at 
the SE corner has been quite suc
cessful in maintaining or initiating 
a log jam there. The floods of last 
winter were not big enough to test 
the long term effectiveness of log 
tying but so far so good. The river 
is now impinging on the reserve 
over a distance of probably less 
than 100 m, but the impingement 
is very severe and the conse-
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quences of the river breaking 
throug h the log jam along this 100 
m bank would be major land 
losses of reserve land and trees 
and a long period of renewed river 
problems... 

"The remants of the rip rap 
placed by Canfor in 1987 is now 
acting as a weir and diverts the 
river towards the reserve. It neeeds 
to be removed. The material can be 
used to stengthen the logjam 
along the present bank. 

" A few large logs need to be 
pulled upstream some 50 to 100 m 
and tied solidly there... It is impor
tant to lengthen the log jam in the 
upstream direction as there is a 
danger that the river could get 
behind the existing jam. 

"Some 2 or 3 of your cable an
chors have been called into service 
and are now very tight. If left they 
might, in due course, kill the an
chor trees..." 

Kellerhals also wrote to the 
Comptroller of Water Rights to 
complain about the bridge Canfor 
constructed over the southern 
channel of Kiyu Creek to replace 
the one washed out in the flood of 
November 1990. Section 41(j) of the 
Water Act prohibits construction 
of "any works" affecting a 
streambank "without authority." 

The complaint was referred to 
the Regional Water Manager, 
Nanaimo, whose staff responded: 
"We are not contemplating legal 
action at this time... Rather than 
proceeding on an adversarial tone, 
it is felt that a co-operative ap
proach is preferable, and we sug
gest that both BC Parks and Canfor 
work together with a view to re
solving the situation. (Dambergs to 
RK, Aug 25,1993) 

Erosion control work that BC 
Parks planned for 1993 was to 
"close off the old channel around 
the island;" pull up a few trees and 
close off the old area behind the 
rip-rap; loosen tight cables around 
anchor trees and put pieces of tire 
between trees and cable. But the 
work wasn't done — perhaps be-

"The reserve has lost 
some 10 to 20 percent of 

its land area due to 
erosion resulting largely 
from i l l conceived river 
training schemes of the 
Province in cooperation 

with Canfor." 

cause it was initiated too late. 
In January 1994, Kellerhals' frus

tration reached critical mass. He 
initiated a Freedom of Information 
and Privacy Act request for the files 
on Ecological Reserve #118 from 
BC Parks, as well as the Ministry of 
Forests' information on Canfor's 
log salvage operations from 1987 
and 1991. 

He also wrote to Minister of En
vironment, Lands and Parks Moe -
Sihots to complain about the envi
ronment ministry's brush-off of his 
concern for the construction of the 
Kiyu bridge and the "continuing 
mismanagement" of the reserve by 
BC Parks and "abuse of the area by 
Canfor," with particular reference 
to the 1991 incidents. "Under the 
leadership of your Parks Branch, 
everyone concerned, including the 
Ministry of Forests and Fisheries 
and Oceans Canada, looked the 
other way." 

Kellerhals recommended "a shift 
to strict enforcement of existing 
regulations," which would require 
"clear directives from you for a 
change in the every-day operating 
mode." 

Sihota's response was to propose 
"discussion on-site with represen
tatives of the various parties in
volved. I believe that through such 
dialogue you will receive a much 
more effective response to the is
sues you have raised." 

As a result of Kellerhals' letter to 
Sihota, BC Parks invited Kellerhals 
to a meeting on-site in June 1994. A 
DFO offical was also present. In 

Kellerhals' view, BC Parks zone 
manager Martin Dueck "honestly 
tried to solve the outstanding ero
sion problems" at the southeast 
corner of the island. But the De
partment of Fisheries and Oceans, 
having twice allowed Canfor to 
remove large numbers of logs from 
the rivercourse — inexplicably, 
given its policy to encourage the 
maintenance of large organic de
bris in fish habitat — wouldn't 
allow BC Parks to reposition the 
logs and the rip rap so that they 
would protect the highly vulner
able embankments, instead of di
verting water into the reserve. 

At present the situation is as 
follows: the logjam at the south
east corner of Nimpkish Island is 
not big enough to keep the river 
from flowing through the reserve. 
If the log jam builds up it could 
provide a bulwark. Another peak 
flood, on the other hand, may float 
the logs away. The 1987 riprap is 
still acting as a weir, directing the 
river toward the reserve. The un
sightly piles of half-burned debris 
Canfor left in the old main channel 
in 1991 remain. The 1993 bridge 
over the southern channel of Kiyu 
Creek is in the middle of a grow
ing fan of gravel, and the build-up 
will probably have to be removed 
with heavy equipment on a regu
lar basis. But Canfor, having in
vested in the bridge, is unlikely to 
abandon it to allow the diversion 
of the creek onto its northern chan
nel, as first proposed by D.E. 
Reksten of the environment minis
try in 1988 to reduce erosion of the 
reserve's banks. Thus Kiyu Creek 
will continue to erode the banks on 
the northwest side of Nimpkish 
Island during peak flows, and the 
bridge, says Kellerhals, "endangers 
the long-term security of the eco
logical reserve." 

One can only wonder how much 
more management the Nimpkish 
River Ecological Reserve will be 
able to handle. 

Peter Grant 
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Ecological Riches in Victoria's Water Supply Area 

We're hiking up the Niagara 
Creek valley, just west of 

Goldstream Provincial Park, near 
Victoria. From the small parking 
area on Highway 1 we climbed to 
the Esquimalt & Nanaimo Railway 
tracks. Now that we've crossed the 
tracks, we're in the Greater 
Victoria Water Supply Area 
(GVWSA). Sh-h-h! If water district 
staff should find us here, they 
could prosecute us for trespassing. 
No matter that this is non-
catchment land — Niagara Creek, 
like several sizeable drainages sur
rounding Goldstream River, will 
never flow into Victoria's taps. No 
matter that the GVWSA is admin
istered by public servants and 
owned by a creature of Victoria's 
core municipalities, the Greater 
Victoria Water District (GVWD). 

The noise of traffic recedes into 
the the plashing of the picturesque 
creek. We encounter the odd mas
sive Douglas fir. Some veterans are 
reputedly 600 years old. Animal 
sign appears. Roosevelt elk hoof-
prints and cougar scat have been 
found in these hills. As our guide, 
Ray Zimmermann of the Sea-to-
Sea Greenbelt Society, pointed out 
from the roof of a downtown 
parkade before we drove here, 
almost the entire western back
drop of the city forms a green con
tinuum, little used and never de
veloped, even for water — an eco
logical treasure-trove and a pre
cious fragment of the Nanaimo 
Lowlands ecosection of the Coastal 
Douglas Fir biogeoclimatic zone in 
relatively undisturbed condition. 

The GVWSA's non-catchment 
lands came up for study and re-
evaluation in October. Areas off-
catchment or soon-to-be off-
catchment that are owned by the 
GVWD include Niagara Creek 
(1257 hectares) on the northeast 
side of Goldstream River, Veitch 
Creek (1448 ha.) and Waugh Creek 
(1120 ha.) southwest of 
Goldstream, and seven other small 

parcels. The off-catchment area 
totals 4,575 ha. — five times the 
size of the entire Commonwealth 
Nature Legacy, protected in 1994, 
that includes Mt. Finlayson, the 
Gowlland Range, Partridge Hills 
and Tod Inlet. Southwest of 
Goldstream are two watersheds, 
Ayum Creek (c. 1,300 ha) and 
Charters Creek (c. 2,150 ha), that 
are mostly mostly in private 
hands. Other potential protected 
areas in the western greenbelt in
clude bits of Crown Provincial 
land — the 46 ha. Ragged Moun
tain and 147 ha. Buck Hil l sections 
of Ecological Reserve Proposal 
#320 — and the Y M / Y W C A ' s 

Camp Thunderbird (c. 160 ha. 
Crown lease and 320 ha. private) 
between Veitch Creek and Sooke 
Mountain Provincial Park. 

In some observers' view, the 
GVWD board, forced to stop log
ging in the GVWSA by the Sierra 
Legal Defence Fund, is looking for 
another way to subsidize water 
rates. The study of surplus lands 
may dovetail with a recent 
consultant's report on the city's 
long-range water supply that rec
ommended a high level of invest
ment in infrastructure while main
taining low water rates. The hid
den agenda may be to subsidize 
the cost of water » » 
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A Response to the Vancouver Island Land Use Plan 

Following the B.C. Govern- rently, approved cutting permits 

ment's release of the Vancou- — representing 2300 hectatres — 

'ollowing the B.C. Govern
ment's release of the Vancou

ver Island Land Use Plan inl994, 
the Protected Areas Boundaries 
Adjustment Team (PABAT) solicit
ed submissions and made recom
mendations to government. 

Excerpts from the Sierra Club of 
Western Canada brief to PABAT: 

"On Vancouver Island, 90 % of 
the alpine tundra is protected, but 
only 6 % of the critical low and 
mid elevation forest is protected in 
the government's Vancouver Is
land Land Use Plan. The ancient 
forest used to cover 2 /3 of 
Vancouver Island; now only a few 
significant remnants are left. Ac
cording to the sciecne of conserva
tion biology, there are real con
cerns that protection of only 6% of 
such an important ecosystem is not 
enough to protect biodiversity 
across the landscape. 

"Low intensity areas (LIA), only 
8% of the island, could help to pro
tect biodiversity, but only if the 
principle of reverse onus is fully 
and fairly applied — that is, identi
fication of values to be protected 
and assurance that any extraction 
plan, if approved, would not affect 
those values. However, over 20 % 
of the LIAs are already logged, and 
through the transition phase of the 
last 7 months, logging has contin
ued in these areas as well as in the 
proposed protected areas. Cur-

aleady exist without any incorpo
ration of new LIA standards... 

"The Sierra Club of Western 
Canada has always viewed the 
CORE plan as a serious compro
mise of ecological values. The Con
servation Sector proposal was for 
18% protection and 15% in low 
intensity use. The governmenf s 
land-use plan is for 13 % protected 
and 8% in LIA. We feel, therefore 
that it is essential to have the most 
critical and threatened areas con
tained in the protected areas of 
Vancouver Island." 

Principles: 
1. Major boundary changes and 

reductions to Protected Areas 
contingent on large area substi
tutions 

2. Protect whole intact watersheds 
3. No roaded and clearcut areas, 

except where integrity not totally 
damaged — heart of the 
Walbran, Maber Creek / 
McBride, Block 101 of Tsitika 

4. Connectivity 
5. More protection of low and mid 

elevation ancient forests 
a. Carmanah / Walbran 
b. Clayoquot Sound 
c. Kyuquot / Brooks 

(of 5, only Nasparti protected) 
+ Tahsish / Kwois / Silburn 
(nearly 1 / 3 of lower Tahsish) 

Victoria Water Supply Area 
by encouraging the sale of off-
catchment lands to real estate de
velopers. 

The argument that the district 
needs to develop the off-catchment 
lands to keep water rates low is 
deeply flawed, according to re
searcher Mehdi Najari of the Sierra 
Club of Western Canada, given the 
success of even limited voluntary 
conservation programs in keeping 
water consumption down. 

Meanwhile the logging lobby 
has been busy promoting estab
lishment of "demonstration for
ests." People interested in visiting 
the GVWSA are directed to the 
local of the I.W.A., which provides 
tours of the surplus lands on be
half of the water district. 

The Sea-to-Sea Greenbelt Society 
is organizing an Urban Wildlands 
Conference at the University of 
Victoria on May 26 and 27. For 
information call 370-3384. 

A Response from 
KyuquotSound 

Sandra Kayra of Kyuquot, the 
volunteer warden of the 

Tahsish Ecological Reserve and a 
member of the Kyuquot Economic 
and Environmental Protection So
ciety (KEEPS), sent the Friends 
copies of letters to the Vancouver 
Island Protected Areas Boundaries 
Adjustment Team recommending 
that the Lower Tahsish protected 
area include Silburn Creek, the 
second largest tributary, which 
drains into the Tahsish some 100 
metres upstream from the reserve. 

"The Lower Tahish / Silburn 
area encompasses a still intact 
11,664 hectares. Yet the proposed 
protected area [encloses] only 
7,535 hectares. Excluding the intact 
Silburn [will] subtract approxi
mately 1 /3 of [the] area...". 

"The purpose in establishing the 
Tahsish Ecological Reserve was 
'Conservation of the delta and es
tuary of the Tahsish River, includ
ing a small patch of productive 
alluvial Sitka spruce forest and elk 
winter range on an island in the 
mouth of the river.' Any industrial 
development in the Silburn water
shed will adversely affect the high 
values in the ecological reserve. " 

Ms. Kayra points out that many 
ecological reserve proposals have 
been "whittled down in size" — 
particularly areas of high timber 
value. The Klaskish ER, estab
lished July 5,1990, was 132 ha.; the 
ERP, 376 ha. Its stated purpose 
was conservation of a productive 
estuary and alluvial forest. "I do 
not believe this fragmented area 
will be capable of conserving any
thing once the surrounding area is 
clearcut." She cites the Clanninick 
ER, on the east side of the notori
ous St. Paul's Dome, as a case in 
point: "Logged up to its perimeter, 
most of the huge Sitka spruce trees 
have blown down." The original 
Tahsish ERP was for a much larger 
area. "It too was whittled down." 
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Tourism Mag Touts 
Ecological Reserve 

I . • 11. WHS 
Islands, a markethv . filii 

\ prod u ced' by the Tourism A$soda~ 
• Hon of Vancouver Island and Key 
; Pan fi c Publislwifs Co v has this ttd-
. • blfc about Saturna Island: 
;:;;"PIan a picnir and a hike Hp 
Mount Warburto:i Piki to sec the 
feral :goat$on the ecological re
serve al the top." 

This raises some * : J t l l j l l 
1. Should there be I in an 

ecological reserve? 
2. Should there be fe , sin the 

iI H I If Islands at ; | | | | | | 
3. Should- ecological reserves be 

; pointed out as attraction? in 
tourist brochures? 

Jim I'l'jiii 

IN THE B C GOVERNMENT 

Upcoming changes to 
Ecological Reserve Act 

Last September 25th, Friends' 
directors Briony Penn, Lynne 

Milnes and Trudy Chatwin met 
with Dennis Moffat, Mona Holley, 
and Ken Morrison of BC Parks to 
discuss planned amendments to 
both the Ecological Reserve Act and 
the Park Act. The existing Ecological 
Reserve Act and Regulations are 
weak and toothless. The amend
ments, expected to be introduced 
in the Legislative Assembly this 
Spring, are meant to: 
• Clarify the purposes of the Eco
logical Reserve to ensure that pres
ervation and protection of natural 
values are the fundamental pur
poses of ecological reserves 
• Increase penalties for Ecological 
Reserve infractions (up to $1 mil
lion and / or imprisonment) 
• Allow for legal definition of the 
boundaries of reserves 
• Identify inappropriate activities 
in an Ecological Reserve 
• Provide for designation of eco
logical reserves on lands other 
than Crown Lands 

More on Mount Tuam Ecological Reserve 

Last Spring the Friends wrote 
letters to Thomas Gunton, 

Deputy Minister of Environment, 
Lands and Parks, and to the B.C. 
Ombudsman to complain of indif
ference to development pressures 
on the Mount Tuam Ecological 
Reserve, on Salt Spring Island. 
These pressures have been detailed 
in previous issues of The Log, most 
recently in the last issue (Spring 
1994), where we detailed a pro
posal by a developer to push a 
road through Crown park reserve 
land to gain access to "water acces 
only" property at Cape Keppel. 

In our letter to Dr. Gunton, we 
pointed out: "The Mt. Tuam Eco
logical Reserve has already been 
significantly eroded by deletion of 
a right of way, undertaken without 
any public review, and we have 
observed that the ecological re
serve has since suffered from de 
facto modification. Why? Either 
your ministry is not committed to 
ensuring its integrity, or there is a 
•serious need for policy develop
ment in this area." 

To the Ombudsman we wrote: 
"The case reveals alarming gaps in 
the authority created by the statute 
that protects land and water as 

ecological reserves... We would 
like the Ombudsman to identify 
where policy development is re
quired to establishing the climate 
of leadership that will ensure the 
continuing small but viatally im
portant role that ecological re
serves fulfil in expanding our un
derstanding of B.C.'s natural re
source dynamics." 

Dr. Gunton replied: 
"I am aware that the proposed 

80 metre section of road is in the 
vicinity of the Mount Tuam Eco
logical Reserve. For this reason, the 
staff of BC Parks is carefully re
viewing the road proposal. The 
Ministry of Transportation and 
Highways endorsed the proposal. 
The Islands Trust recommends 
approval subject to BC Parks rec
ommendations to BC Lands. 

"The staff of BC Lands has ad
vised that the road section through 
the ecological reserve predated the 
reserve, and was not intended to 
be included in the reserve when it 
was established." 

The Ombudsman's office cited 
this letter in refusing to consider 
our complaint. 

BC Lands is about to make a 
decision on the appplication. 
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