
From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Parklnfo ENy-EX 
Magnes Wendy ENV-EX 
FW: Tetrahedron Park Management Plan 
September 10, 2018 9 :33:46 AM 

Here are the incoming files 

-----Original Message----
From: s .22 
Sent: Sunday, June 3, 2018 1:56 PM 
To: Park.Info ENV:EX 
Subject: Tetrahedron Park Management Plan 

Below is the result of your feedback fo1m. It was submitted by 
s .22 on 2018 06 03, at 13:55:54 

confirm_email: s.22 

h b 
s .22 

p one_num er 

park_name: Tetrahedron Park 

messaoe 5 ·
22 

"' s.22 During this time, the evidence became clear that continuing our current harvest rates of coastal old 
growth forests would severely impact the species that depend on this type of habitat, and would lead to the 
extinction of some of those species. 

We need to protect more coastal old growth forest ecosystems, and should definitely not be further modifying 
protected areas. In the long term, we should use alternate sources for all of the lower Sunshine Coast's water needs, 
and allow Tetrahedron Park to revert to it's natural state. 

Future generations will thank you. 

Thank you for conside1ing my views, 

s .22 

refen"ing_page: https·llwww 2001:-Je ca/ 

Submit: Submit Information 

Above fields delimited by I 
s.22 
s.22 During this time, the evidence became clear that 

continuing our cuITent harvest rates of coastal old growth forests would severely impact the species that depend on 
this type of habitat, and would lead to the extinction of some of those species. 

We need to protect more coastal old growth forest ecosystems, and should definitely not be further modifying 
protected areas. In the long te1m, we should use alternate sources for all of the lower Sunshine Coast's water needs, 
and allow Tetrahedron Park to revert to it's natural state. 



Future generations will thank you. 

Thank you for conside1ing my views, 

s.22 

I https · //ww w g-oo g-!e ca/IS ubm it Infom1a ti on 1---------------------------------------------------------------------------



From: 
To: 
Subj ect: 
Date: 

Here is another one 

Ljddjcoat Tammy C ENV"EX 
Magnes Wendy ENY-EX 
FW: Park Boundary Modifications 
September 10, 2018 9:34:00 AM 

-----Original Message----
From: Parklnfo ENV :EX 
Sent: Thursday, February 15, 2018 10:45 AM 
To: Rutherford, Erin ENV:EX 
Subject: RE: Park Boundary Modifications 

Thanks Erin 

I think Rod is a good first contact for the writer, and he would like contact the Senior Planner if he suppo1ts the 
request. I am not sure of what the exact process would be to grant this request...but the planner would know for 
sure. 

I will keep an eye out. Let me know if I can be of any help etc 

Thanks!! 

-----O1iginal Message-----
From: Rutherford, Erin ENV :EX 
Sent: Friday, February 9, 2018 4:33 PM 
To: Parklnfo ENV:EX 
Subject: FW: Park Boundary Modifications 

Hello Tammy, 

Please see the below message from a member of the public, I am unclear who can best answer their questions. 

Thank you, 

Erin Rutherford 
Senior Park Ranger 
South Coast Region, North Vancouver 
BC Parks and Protected Areas 
Ministry of Environment & Climate Change Strategy 
Office: 604 924 2234 
Cell: 604 790 1975 
erin.rutherford@gov.be.ca 

-----O1iginal Message----
From: s .22 
Sent: Thursday, February 8, 2018 11:14 AM 
To: Rutherford, Erin ENV:EX 
Subject: Re: Park Boundary Modifications 

Good Morning Erin; Since our original conversation on January 10 of 
this year, I have heard nothing from Rod Dalziel to whom you forwarded my original request for information. Will 
you please re-forward the original email to him to see if we can connect on the second attempt. 



Tl k s .22 rnn s, 

On 01/10/2018 05:08 PM, Rutherford, Erin ENY:EX wrote: 
> Hello s .22 

> 
> Thank you for your inquiry, 1 am forwarding your request to the Sunshine Coast Area Supervisor Rod Dalziel for 
follow up. 

> 
> Thank you, 

> 
> Erin Rutherford 
> Senior Park Ranger 
> South Coast Region, North Vancouver 
> BC Parks and Protected Areas 
> Ministry of Environment & Climate Change Strategy 
> Office: 604 924 2234 
> Cell: 604 790 1975 
> erin.rutherford@gov.be.ca 

> 
> 
> 
> -----Original Message----
> From:S,22 

> Sent: Wednesday, January IO, 20'18 4:27 PM 
> To: Rutherford, Erin ENY:EX 
> Subject: Park Boundary Modifications 
> 
> Hello Erin, I just finished speaking with you on the phone regarding 
> modifications to park boundaries at the request of municipalities. 
> Specifically in this case, changes to water supply from Chapman Lake which was established as the water supply 
for the area before Tetrahedron Park was established. 1 would like to speak with someone in the Parks Branch that 
is directly involved in such proposals. (such as divorcing Chapman Lake from within the Park Boundaries, or 
increasing the level of Chapman Lake, or deepening the existing out take channel in order to draw down deeper into 
the lake. All this is to find a way to avoid stage 4 water restrictions in the Gibsons-Sechelt area which are occuring 
more frequently as population demands and fi sheries demands, require greater volumes of water. Raising the level 
of the lake is one such idea which would address this issue. Hope you can help in this endeavour and direct this 
request to the appropriate person. I look 
> forward to your reply. Yours truly, s .22 

> 



From: 

To: 
Subj ect : 
Date: 

Here is another 

Parklnfo ENy-EX 
Magnes Wendy ENY-EX 
FW: SCRO request to dredge Chapman lake outlet 
September 10, 2018 9:34:19 AM 

-----Original Message----
From: s .22 
Sent: Thursday, May 24, 2018 1:02 PM 
To: Park.Info ENV:EX 
Subject: SCRD request to dredge Chapman Lake outlet 

Below is the result of your feedback fo1m. It was submitted by 
s .22 on 2018 05 24, at 13:01:51 

confirm_email: 5 
· 
22 

park_name: Tetrahedron 

message: As a resident if Tuwanek in the District of Sechelt, I strongly urge Parks BC to refuse the Regional 
Districta srequest to lower the outflow of ChapmanLake. 

This would be both a waste of money and cause damage to the Park. 

The SCRD needs to look at other water sources and/or build reservoirs outside the Park on Chapman and Gray 
Creek. 

referring_page: http-//www env g-ov be ea/beparks/vo)unteers/eontaet/ 

Submit: Submit Information 

Above fields delimited by I 
s .22 fetrahedron IAs a resident if Tuwanek in the District of Sechelt, I strongly urge Parks BC 
to refuse the Regional Districta srequest to lower the outflow of ChapmanLake. 

This would be both a waste of money and cause damage to the Park. 

The SCRD needs to look at other water sources and/or build reservoirs outside the Park on Chapman and Gray 
Creek.lhttp' //www env gov be ea/beparks/vo)unteers/contaet/lSubmj t Information!------------------------------------------



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Hi Jennie, 

Beveridge Megan ENV·EX 
Aikman lennie s ENV-EX 
RE: new PUP policy 
January 30, 2018 5:03:00 PM 

Yes, the policy is intended to apply to new permit applications, renewals, amendments, etc. (see 

section 1.2.2 of the policy). In the same way that the previous language under section 20(3) of the 

Park Act appl ied to permits being issued by the minister, which included transfer permits, renewal 

permits, amendments to permits, and new permits. This was clarified for staff during a training 

session on the new policy last week. 

An important note is that our Boundary Adjustment Policy would apply to a proposa l to amend a 

park boundary as described in Barry's email. The Public Notif ication and Engagement Policy would 

apply to a permit amendment. 

Cheers, 

Megan 

From: Aikman,Jennie S ENV:EX 
Sent: 30January 201816:51 
To: Beveridge, Megan ENV:EX 
Subject: FW: new PUP policy 
Hi Megan, 

I assume Barry is correct that it appl ies to amendments - can you confirm? 

Thanks. 

Jennie 

From: Barry Janyk [mailto:barry.janyk@mountaioclubs.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 30, 2018 4:44 PM 
To: Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX 
Subject: new PUP policy 
Hi Jennie 

Could you clarify a point for me ... does this new policy - that comes into effect today - affect 

amendments to PU P's - either new or previously submit ted? I assume it does; wou ld j ust like to be 

clear. I refer to the proposed boundary amendment scheme Chapman Lake in Tetrahedron PP as an 

example. 

Thanks as ever 

B 

http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/bcparks/permits/consultation/docs/public-notification-and-engagement

policy.pdf?y=1517358723414 
Barry J Janyk 

Executive Di rect or 

Federation of Mountain Clubs of BC 

www mountaioclubs org 
s.22 

Soyons realistes, nous a/Ions rever /'impossible! 



From: 

To: 

Subject: 
Date: 

s.22 

Minister ENY ENY· EX 
Keep the Tetrahedron Park intact! 
May 1, 2018 10:53:36 AM 

Please leave Tetrahedron Park as it is! 
s.22 

Sent from my iPhone 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subj ect: 
Date: 

s.22 

Sechelt council: iofo@scrd ca 
Simons MLA Nicholas LASS·EX; Minister ENV ENV·EX; Minister FIN FIN·EX 
Threat of drought sparks fight over Sunshine Coast"s Tetrahedron Park 

May 2, 2018 3:49:06 PM 

To District of Sechelt Council and Mark Le Bel and Directors of the SCRD 

I am attending the BC Parks Open House today at 5 p.m. at the Sechelt Seaside Centre 

regarding the possible decommissioning of Tetrahedron Provincia l Park in order to 

industria lize Chapman Lake. 

First of all, there was seriously inadequate notice to the community for this Open House on an 

issue of such importance. There has also been an embarrassing lack of planning in regards to 

enhancing our water supply on the Sunshine Coast. I have lived heres.22 now 

and have endured water restrictions and/or drought conditions practically every year. It seems 

that local government cannot plan for the future. 

You are very good at issuing permits for endless housing developments, but we are getting to 

a crisis point with our water here and nothing substantia l has been done, and now this band 

aid solution to draw down Chapman Lake ( that is not going to solve our drinking water supply 

problem) is probably going to divide our community. 

The fact that logging is still allowed in our precious watershed is outrageous. The fact that 

many of the Community Forest logging permits are in the watershed is also outrageous. This 

situation only causes divisiveness and jeopardizes our watershed. Note, there is no logging 

al lowed in the VGRD watershed. 

Building permits are being issued by the District of Sechelt for hundreds and hundreds of new 

homes as we speak. Have you thought about how you are going to provide these new homes 

w ith an adequate water supply? Have you thought about how we can continue to attract 

thousands of tourists or temporary residents to our communities every summer if we don't 

have enough water? 

Have you thought about making new housing builds ecological ly feasib le by instituting 

requirements for green roofs, cisterns, grey water systems or other water saving methods? 

Years ago a previous incarnation of the SCRD conducted a survey of what we could do in our 

community to conserve energy and water use. Was anyth ing done? No ! In your desperation to 

have more property tax money in the coffers, permits have been approved and (I th ink 

)thousands of homes have been built with not one water or energy saving system. 

The last few summers my husband and I have spent countless hours every day handwatering 

plants, haul ing grey water from our water barre ls, taking short showers, letting it mellow, etc. 

etc. 

We are getting sick and tired of doing this and many of our neighbours fee l the same. 

It is about time we had some plausible and feasible so lutions to our water problem. We have 

so much water and no storage for it. How complicated can it be to create more water storage? 

Every small community in the prairies used to have a water tower. How about an incentive for 

every home to have a cistern for grey water? It seems a reservoir is much too compl icated for 

the current loca l governments to consider. 



I don't think Chapman Lake was ever intended to serve the demand which is now being 

inflicted upon it. We need serious help from the provincial government, and NOT the 

decommissioning of a Park. 

Thank you, 

PS Please see link to article from CBC news publ ished today, May 2nd, 2018. 
s.22 

Subject: Threat of drought sparks fight over Sunshine Coast's Tetrahedron Park 

http://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/bri ti sh-col um bia/threat-of-drought-s parks-fight-over
sunshine-coast-s-tetrahedron-park-1.464 3169 

s.22 



Federation of Mountain Clubs of BC 
Accessing the backcountry one step at a time 

FMCIC 

June 7, 2018 

Email: bcparks.planning@gov.bc.ca 

Vicki Haber!, Planning Section Head 
BC Parks 
PO Box 220, Brackendale, BC 
VON IHO 

Dear Ms. Haberl: 

RE: Options for Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

PO Box 19673 Vancouver, BC V5T 4E7 
fmcbc@mountainclubs.org 

www.mountainciubs.org 
Tel: 604.873.6096 

The Federation of Mountain Clubs of BC (FMCBC) promotes self-propelled activities, such as 
hiking, mountaineering, trail running and backcountry skiing through leadership, advocacy and 
education. We are a federation of 45 outdoor clubs with a membership of over 5000 people from 
across the province. We engage with outdoor recreation organizations, government agencies and 
others to protect and maintain access for quality non-motorized recreation in BC's mountains and 
wilderness. 

With respect to the Tetrahedron Provincial Park, one of our member clubs is the Tetrahedron 
Outdoor Club, which has a long history with the park and maintains the cabins and trails that allow 
the public to enjoy the park. The FMCBC and member clubs are very concerned about the options 
being considered by the Sunshine Coast Regional District (SCRO) and BC Parks for resolution of 
the Sunshine Coast's water supply issues and by the precedent that this sets for other protected 
areas. 

The FM CBC is opposed to the re-designation options currently being considered by BC Parks for 
Tetrahedron Provincial Park in response to SCRD's application to amend their current park use 
permit. Since Chapman Lake supplies water to 85% of the SCRO water users, we believe every 
effort should be made to preserve the Chapman Lake watershed in as pristine condition as possible. 
We are therefore recommending that the Class A park status be maintained, along with the current 
special park regulations, which are in effect to protect the watershed. In our view, provincial parks 
should not be compromised to deal with water shortages or other crises caused by climate change. 
This is especially the case when water shortages or other crises can be averted with long-term 
planning. 

Since we understand that the SCRO is split on the Chapman Water Expansion Project and the 
Project is at best a temporary solution, pending development of water source solutions outside the 
park, BC Parks should defer any re-designation options until other sustainable water solutions have 
been implemented. This would include, but not limited to, developing water storage alternatives 
outside the park (e.g., construction of permanent water reservoir; tapping into aquifers), completing 
implementation of universal water metering on the Sunshine Coast (SCRD expects this alone to 



yield 20-30% consumption savings), educating the public about and enforcing acceptable water use 
during summer or fall droughts (i.e., no watering oflawns), and implementing reasonable outdoor 
water use stages during increasing drought seasons. 

The FMCBC is not opposed to SCRD's use under Stage 4 water restrictions of the temporary siphon 
installed at Chapman Lake in 2017. We do not however support increasing the allowable draw down 
of Chapman Lake from 3m to 8m. We also support the Sunshine Coast Conservation Society's 
priority recommendation to develop water storage outside the park and diversified water sourcing in 
order to eliminate, or at least limit, the need for future use of the temporary siphon. 

With respect to the public consultation process, we are concerned that the public online survey is 
inconsistent with the printed survey, which was available at the Open Houses held on the Sunshine 
Coast. The printed survey permitted the public to express a preference for maintaining the status quo 
with explanation or to propose other options. Failure to include the status quo option or to invite the 
public to propose other options leaves the impression that the re-designation options are the only 
options being considered by BC Parks. In our view, this is misleading and curtails public 
engagement in the consultation process. For this reason, our letter conforms to the intent of the 
printed survey, indicating our preference for the status quo and our reasons for it. 

Sincerely, 

Dave Wharton, President 
Federation of Mountain Clubs of BC 

cc: Hon. George Heyman, Minister of the Environment and Climate Change Strategy 
Nicholas Simons, MLA for Powell River - Sunshine Coast 

2 



April 27, 2018 

Honourable George Heyman 

Minister of Environment & Climate Change Strategy 

The executive Council Victoria 

PO Box 9063 

Victoria BC V8W9E2 

DearMiniste.r Heyman: 

Re: Public Engagement on Chapman Lake and Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

File No: 5280 

This letter i:S to urge you to reconsider the approach taken with regard to pending decisions regarding 

Tetrahedron Provincial Park and the misnamed Chapman Lake Expansion Project. The key element at 

the moment is BC Parks efforts to gal!ge public sentiment through a publfc consultation process that is 

entirely inadequate. 

The Open House ta. consider two alternative options to facilitate infrastructu'te development in 

Tetrahedron Park is held with only one week's notice to the community. The fir.st option i~ to declassify 

the entire Park from a Class A to an ELUCdesignated area; the second 'option' is to declassify only the 

impacted waterways - Chapman Lake, Edwards Lake and associated streams, creeks and rivers within 

the Park area. Neither option considers alternatives .nor does the Open House provide any opportunity 

for public input into the preferred public option: none of the above. For public consultation to be 

effective and authentic, citizens need to be aware of the opportunity an.d adequately informed of all of 
the options. 

I trust you are well briefed on the technical issues involved in the Sunshine Coast Regional District's 

request and the geographic impacts as they relate to Park boundaries. However, I would like you to also 

know about the community divisions and decis.ions on this issue. The Sunshine Coast Board is deeply 

divided on what some call the Chapman Lake Expansion Project but which is more correctly narned the 

Chapman Lake Drawdown. No vote taken in recent months has commanded a majority support for 

resolutions to continue this project. In fact, at one Committee meeting this spring the entire Committee 

unanimously defeated a motion to confirm support for this project. Committee members wanted to 

block such a motion going to the Board where they realized it would be defeated and change existing 
Board policy. 

The District of Sechelt is the largest user of the Chapman Regional Water System - by far. Our district 

also contributes the largest tax requisition to fund the system. As the Mayor of-the District of Sechelt, I 

can say unequivocally that this project is not in our best interests. It is unnecessary; there are 

alternatives. We expected a public consultation process that would provide an opportunity for our 

community members to fully understand the issues and express their views. 

Distrlr-t of St:chE•lt ~-~ Second F!o(>r .. 57;~7 Co,vrii~. StrE~€~t,. PO 8()'~ ; 2Q, Seche-lt. BC .. VON 3J\(} 

T: (604) 88S-1.986, F: (50,1) 885- 7501. W\vv1. SedHc:t.-:,; 



During the Alternative Approval Process required for 'consent' to borrow funds for this project (APP -

negative billing for local governments), almost 1,000 people took the time to protest this approach and 

ask for a full borrowing referendum. Denying public input during a 'consultation' process or channelling 

all public discussion into a false choice between two unacceptable options will not help build a better 

community. Differences that are silenced or oppressed will .simply erupt in other, more divisive, ways. 

legitimacy is not fostered when consultation is falsely constructed to avoid full an_d informed discussion. 

If the current approach continues, the outcomes of the proposed Open House will not provide social 

licence for the Ministry's plans to declassify significant portions of Tetrahedron Provincial Park. In fact, 

the current approach seems to indicate that decisions have already beeh made by your staff. 

Plea.se engage in a legitimate and foll public consultation process with regards to Chapman lake and the 

Tetrahedron Provincial Park, At the very lec;1st the community needs the opportunity to consider 

alternatives to changing the boundaries of a Class A provincial park. 

Thank you, 

~~\~ 
Mayor Bruce Milne 

Copy: Jim Standen, Assistant Deputy Minister 
BC Parks and Conservation Officer Service Division Victoria 

Jennie Aikman, Regional Director 
Planning Section Brackendale 

Mark Zacharias, Deputy Minister 
Deputy Minister's Office Victoria 

Nicholas Simons, MLA 
Powell River-Sunshine Coast 

D~strkt of S~che!t ···· Se~onct· Fh.'}Cif, 5797 Co"~;rir: Street~ PC! 8~1~ 1.!~\ S,~~t:tH?iL BC .. VON .3.40 
T: (E~MJ 885 1986, F· (60:1) 885-7591, w·-,.;w.Secln·?lu:i:l 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Importance: 

Barry Janyk 

Minister ENY ENY· EX 
Standen lim ENV·EX: Aikman lennie S ENV·EX 
Tetrahedron clarification 

Tuesday, May 8, 2018 12:19:17 PM 

Tet LRUP draft Oct 13 1994.pdf 
Letter to 1anyk Feb 21 1995.pdf 
High 

Dear Minister Heyman 

I would like to clarify a serious misrepresentation attributed to your Regional Director, Ms. 

Jennie Aikman, at the BC Parks "Open House" in Sechelt on May 2nd, 2018. In the Coast 

Reporter article of May 3rd, staff writer Sean Eckford quotes Ms. Aikman thus, "the 

Management Plan for Tetrahedron park allows the SCRO to apply to expand its water 

infrastructure in the park, and once it applies BC Parks has to follow the process laid out in 

the plan". 

As Chair of the team that drafted the Tetrahedron Park Management Plan (MP) in 1997 I 

don't believe there is any such statement anywhere in the document and would ask BC Parks 

staff to verify this. 

It is important for me to once again review some critical aspects of the MP with you, 

especially the "Future Designation" section of the plan on page 3 of the document. It states 

clearly that the "Designation under the Park Act does not allow for future flooding diversion 

and storage of water for community purposes. Options for future designation need to be 

explored so that the commitment as a watershed does not weaken the Park Act legislation." 

This statement is__run open to a late comer's specious interpretation. It is clear. 

Finally- I refer Ministry staff to the founding documents (attached) that led to the creation 

of this significant provincial park for the Sunshine Coast - a large percentage of the only 3% 

protected area represented regionally. I'd like staff to explain this point, and seek this 

information: 

• How has staff used the direction to government per LUCO (Feb 21, 1995) and the 

LRUP recommendations (ands. 4.3.1) to structure their current "consultation" process and 

options?; 

• Can your ministry- or SCRD - provide copies of the studies referenced in 

recommendations s. 4.2.3.4 and 4.2.3.5 of the LRUP report? 

As these are the bases of the wording in the MP they would seem crucial to present day 

management ... would they not? 

Many thanks. I look forward to the answers to my queries. 



B 

Barry J Janyk 

Executive Director 

Federation of Mountain Clubs of BC 

www.mountaindubs.org 

s.22 

Soyons rea/istes, nous a/Ions rever /'impossible! 

<< >> << >> 

<< >> << >> 



Fortin, Patricia ENV:EX 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Minister, 

s.22 

June 5, 2018 8:32 AM 

Standen, Jim ENV:EX 

The Tetrahedron is a CLASS A PARK!!! ! 

I am a longtime user of Tetrahedron Park, the most beautiful hiking and nature area on the Sunshine 
Coast. The idea of using Chapman Lake as a water source and impacting this beautiful park in any 
way is a horror to me. Tetrahedron has become a place used not just by local hikers, but by tourists 
from all over the world. I run a BNB and many of my guests return after hiking to the top of Mt Steele, 
left with a feeling of awe and inspiration due to the vast untouched beauty, gorgeous views, pristine 
lakes, and expansive hiking trails. 

I moved here because of the natural beauty, hiking trails. I cross country skiied on the Tet long before 
the cabins were built. This park is my heart and soul. The following article points out that there has 
been lots of time to find other water sources. The park must not be touched, any commercial activity 
that negatively impacts the lake source is illegal in a Class A park. I totally agree with the following 
article. 

We need to maintain the Class A status for 
Tetrahedron Park. Any commercial activity that 
negatively impacts the lake source area is illegal in 
a Class A Park. We need to maintain the Class A 
status so that the SCRD does not degrade our most 
important asset. The three BC Parks options to 
change the status from Class A Park are suggested 
to "legalize" a means to allow the SCRD to degrade 
the Park. 
The Sunshine Coast Regional District (SCRD) gets its 
drinking water from Chapman Lake, inside 
Tetrahedron Park. The SCRD neglected to develop 
other potential water sources and storage options 
outside the park for 20+ years. Now, it has asked 
government to remove land from the park in order 
to blast a trench and draw down Chapman Lake 
levels up to -25 ft, to access more water from lake. 
The $5 million Chapman expansion project would 
permanently degrade the source area ecosystem 
and the water quality. The SCRD can and must 
diversify water source and storage options that 
exist outside the provincial park. The SCCA website 
identifies many other options in this document: 



s.22 

Tetrahedron Park and Sunshine Coast Water 
Supply Brief. 
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Fortin, Patricia ENV:EX 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Dear Mr. Heyman, 

s.22 

June 4, 2018 7:45 AM 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX 

Standen, Jim ENV:EX; Haber!, Vicki ENV:EX; Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX; Janzen, Tim D 
ENV:EX 

Tetrahedron Provincial Park - Please Keep Class A Designation 

I am writing to request that you maintain the class A status of Tetrahedron 
Provincial Park. I have followed the issue of the Chapman Lake Water 
Supply Expansion Project very carefully over time, am aware of the 
arguments put forward by the proponents and discussed them with 
members of the SCRD staff, and attended the public information held in 
Sechelt by the BC Parks. In my opinion, none of the three options to 
reclassify the park are satisfactory. 

The SCRD has acknowledged it did not adequately consult community 
groups on the Sunshine Coast prior to pursuing the project. Funding for 
the construction was obtained only through the Alternate Approval 
Process which does not indicate that the majority of the people on the 
Sunshine Coast support the plan. This spring a poll in a local newspaper 
(the Coast Reporter) indicated that approximately two-thirds of the 
residents are opposed to the project. Although the sample size was too 
small to make the poll scientifically valid, it does indicate a trend. 
Furthermore, current members of the SCRD are split over their desire to 
see the project proceed. The chair of the SCRD (mayor of Sechelt, Bruce 
Milne) feels strongly the project is not in the best interests of the people 
who live here. 

The SCRD now says that the extra draw down of water from Chapman 
Lake would only be used during periods of drought. Our local First nation, 
the shishalh, only agreed to the building of the trench under those 
conditions. In this sense the project is only a temporary measure that will 

1 



not adequately increase our water supply. We already have a means of 
increasing the short term water supply during times of drought: the siphon 
that has already been purchased by the SCRD. 

What we really need is to diversify our water sources in a sustainable way. 
There are options which will not degrade our water system or put the 
ecosystem of the source area at risk. It is also important to implement 
measures that conserve existing supplies of water. I commend the SCRD 
for installing metres which are already helping to save millions of litres of 
water but the SCRD has not followed through with a plan to subsidize 
private water harvesting systems (i.e.) cisterns. Improved water sharing 
among the different jurisdictions on the Sunshine Coast will also help to 
get us through the periods of drought until a comprehensive long term 
water supply is ensured. 

Of course, every potential solution is expensive. The $5 million dollars 
allocated for the building of the Chapman Lake trench is too much to 
spend unnecessarily for a quick fix. That money should be directed to the 
other plans that are being pursued, mainly the building of a reservoir that 
will catch a sufficient amount of the enormous amount of water that falls 
on the Sunshine Coast each year. 

Thank you for taking the time to read my letter. 

Respectful! y, 
s.22 
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Fortin, Patricia ENV:EX 

From: 
Sent: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

s.22 

June 8, 2018 5:28 AM 

Haber!, Vicki ENV:EX 

Fwd: Tetrahedron Provincial Park & water supply on the Sunshine Coast 

(wrong email address in original copy) 
Sent for your infonnation. 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: 5 ·
22 

Subject: Tetrahedron Provincial Park & water supply on the Sunshine Coast 
Date: June 8, 2018 at 5:12:19 AM PDT 
To: ENV.Minister@gov.bc.ca 
Cc: Jim.Standen@gov.bc.ca, vicki .baherl@gov.be.ca, jennie.aikman@gov.be.ca, 
Tim.Janzen@gov.be.ca, n icholas.simons@leg.be.ca 

Hello Minister Heyman, 

Over the summer of 2016, I was one of almost a thousand Sunshine Coast residents who voted, via 
an Alternate Approval Process, against the Sunshine Coast Regional District's proposal to borrow 
five million dollars to be able to draw down Chapman Lake to increase the availability of water for 
the Chapman water system. It seemed to me like a quick fix for something that required a longer 
term solution. 

Increasing and diversifying water capture and storage capacity by finding water sources other than 
Chapman Lake should be a priority. I believe the draw down of Chapman Lake would put the 
water supply on that system at risk, while delaying the procurement of alternate drinking water 
supplies. 

Keep the Tetrahedron Park AS IS. Please ensure that the entire park continues to be protected as a 
Class A park. 

Thank you for your attention and your service to the public of BC. 

s.22 



Fortin, Patricia ENV:EX 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

s.22 

June 6, 2018 8:24 PM 
Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
SimonsNicholas.Simons.MLA@leg.bc.ca; Standen, Jim ENV:EX; Haberl, Vicki ENV:EX; 
Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX; Janzen, Tim D ENV:EX 
Leave the Tet alone! 

The Tetrahedron Park is a jewel of the Sunshine Coast, well-used and loved by locals and tourists alike. 
This beautiful, recreational area was thoughtfully protected many years ago and should not be declassified. 
Changing the status of the Tetrahedron does not solve the Sunshine Coast's water issue. 
It makes no sense to me why we would change the status of the Tetrahedron when the extra water made available 
could only be used in an emergency situation. This is not a solution to the real issue! 
The Sunshine Coast Regional District needs to invest in an actual solution to our water problem, rather than having the 
provincial government make changes to this park, just so it looks like the SCRD have made progress on our water issue. 
Let the SCRD come up with a real solution and Leave the Tet alone! 

Sincerely 

s.22 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

BC Parks Plannjng Branch ENV·EX 
Haberl Vicki ENV-EX 
FW: Chapman Lake Drawdown 
June 13, 2018 2:44:24 PM 

This should probably be batched wit h the rest for MO reply? 

From: 5 ·
22 

Sent: Wednesday, June 6, 2018 11 :38 PM 
To: BC Parks Planning Branch ENV:EX 
Subject: Chapman Lake Drawdown 

Ms. Haberl ( or To Whom It May Concern) 
I wish to voice my support for the Chapman Creek Drawdown Project. I consider myself part 
of the silent majority on this topic. I'm sure you are aware that this area has the same -200 
people vocally opposed to most infrastructure projects, whether it be highway safety, land 
rezoning, or water supply. 

I've done a reasonable amount of research on the project and attended your open house in 
Roberts Creek. 
I consider the local water supply in desperate need and way behind schedule in being 
enhanced. I recall Gordon Wilson musing about our water supply limitations at a candidates 
meeting in the early-mid 90's! For over two decades it seems we have "sat on our hands"! 

The concerns I have heard are : 
"The project is in a park" - but as you well know, this park status was granted with the caveat 
that water supply enhancement was a possibility. 
"If drawn down, the lakeshore could slough-in" - I looked at the SCRD's presentation and 
questioned the local representative regarding this. The lake shores are mostly very low-sloped 
except near the center where there are some steeper slopes but they only occur below the 8 m 
level ! i.e. lower than the water would ever be potentially drawn down to! 

I further discussed with the SCRD representative what the practical timeline would be for 
alternative sources and structures. Any reservoir structure would not be sited, the land 
acquired, zoned, structure constructed and functional in under 10 years ... pessimistically 
longer! 
Our only real hope of augmenting the water supply from other sources is to find good wells. 
Again, referring to the SCRD's numbers, a high-production well would still only provide a 
small fraction of the projected water needs in the near future. 
I recall at the information meeting there were some questions pressing how much area would 
be needed for the project. I suspect that it would not be a great area and welcome the provision 
that there would be "no overall loss of protected area". In fact, I could provide some 
suggestions on where to add compensatory area, 

Further, I do not believe Mayor Milne's letter to you accurately reflects the opinion of the 
majority of people using this water supply. Again, the silent majority is too silent. 

I consider myself "environmentally-minded" and believe each project should be evaluated on 
a case-by-case basis. This case refers to one of a number of lakes, in an area where the 
population is steadily growing and climate change is making our needs and supply more 
en-atic. 



I believe the cost is worth the benefit of having the water when it will really be needed. 

Thank you for your time and consideration on this matter, 
s.22 



From: 

To: 

Cc: 
Subj ect: 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Sarah, 

Standen lim ENv-EX 
Andrews Sarah ENV·EX 
Aikman ! ennie S ENV·EX 
FW: Tetrahedron clarification 

J une 7, 2018 10:00:49 AM 

Re- Proposed Amendment to Park Boundary l une 6 2018.pdf 
image001.png 

For CLI FF and assignment for response. 

Jim 

Jim Standen 

Assistant Deputy M inister 

BC Parks I Ministry of Environment 

Telephone: 250-387-1288 

iim standen@gov be ca 
www.bcparks.ca 

From: Barry Janyk [mailto:barry.janyk@mountainclubs.org] 
Sent: Thursday, June 7, 2018 9:45 AM 
To: Standen, J im ENV:EX 
Cc: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Subject: RE: Tetrahedron clarification 

Thanks for the letter and attachments Jim. They are appreciated. 

Unfortunately t hey don't address t he key issues t he ministry appears to be ignoring about the 

process. No one is denying t he plan called for "enhancing" the water system. It is the process being 

fol lowed t hat is flawed and there is now a lega l opinion - attached - and statements from two plan 

signatories saying the process is run what it should be. 

As I was involved in the draft ing of t he M P I can aver that Mr. Gage's analysis of how BC Parks, at the 

t ime, expected any applicat ion by the SCRO to be undertaken, is accurate. However, BC Parks must 

be convinced t here are no viable alternat ives to using the Park. There are ! And they can be 

determined by drafting a report on Parks' analysis of the va rious alternat ives proposed by t he SCRO 

to supply community water - includ ing using t he Park - by prepping an associated impact statement 

on all alternatives proposing the use of t he Park, and then seeking public comment on those reports. 

The results of t he consultation on t he alternatives shou ld then be presented by Parks to t he 

M inister. 

This is, or should be, st andard policy in dealing w ith any application involving potent ial impacts to 

any park resources. The current review seems to be addressing admjnjstrat jve opt ions associated 

with designat ion. But f irst should come a review of t he technical options to determine if t he use of 



the Park is even required . 

The SCRO has a Comprehensive Water Management Plan. Some of the options open t o the SCRO to 

alleviate the pressure on t he Chapman system and the Class A Park are here: 

1. completion of the regiona l metering program - saving the SCRO at least 30-40% of treated 

volume - 2019/2020; 

2. Town of Gibsons withdrawing from the SCRO distribution system saving ~230,000 m3 per 

annum - approx .. 500 residences - 2019; 

3. introduction of area groundwater distribution systems - 2019/2020; 

4. construction of a reservoi r - scheduled for ~2020-2021 

Please advise how BC Parks has taken these options into consideration? 

Thank you 

B 

From: ENVMail ENV:EX <env.mail@gov.bc.ca> 

Sent: June 6, 2018 4:04 PM 

To: 'barry.janyk@mounta inclubs.org' <barry.janyk@mountainclubs.org> 

Subject: RE: Tetrahedron clarificat ion 

Importance: High 

Reference: 316314 

June 6, 2018 

Barry J. Janyk, Executive Director 
Federation of Mountain Clubs of BC 
Email: barry,janyk@mountainclubs.org 

Dear Mr. Janyk: 

Thank you for your email of May 8, 2018 to Minister Heyman regarding the Tetrahedron Park 
Management Plan and the Chapman Lake community water supply issue. I am pleased to respond on 
behalf of Minister Heyman. 

Please see the attached document, "Excerpts from the Tetrahedron Park Management Plan Related to 
Community Water Supply," for several references that support Ms. Aikman' s comments during the 
May 2 open house regarding the Sunshine Coast Regional District's (SCRD) water infrastructure in 
the park. The "Future Designation" section (p. 3) addresses the need to change the designation from 
Class A to another designation if future water management projects are to be constructed, in order to 
uphold the integrity of the Park Act. This concept is reinforced in the "Land/Park Boundary" section 
(p. 12) where it states that "the Park Act does not allow.for improvements to existing watershed 
infrastructure in the park, and new methods of land designation must be reviewed in order to 
permit this type of non-conforming use within Tetrahedron Park." 

BC Parks staff has spoken with the former District Manager from the time that Tetrahedron Park was 
established, who confirmed that there was an understanding at the time that the SCRO may someday 



wish to apply for improvements to their infrastructure, and that the management plan addressed a 
process that would be followed to allow the application to be considered. It is also clear from the 
Hansard of the day that there was concern and debate about designating Tetrahedron as a Class A 
park, and the minister of the day committed that "all decisions made with respect to the plan for the 
park in the future had to support the provision of water to the local communities." 

To answer your question about how staff has structured the public consultation process and options, 
I refer you to the "Public Information Paper" (attached) which explains why this process is being 
undertaken, and the options BC Parks is exploring to enable the SCRO to apply for a park use permit 
amendment. 

Regarding your final question about the recommendations in the LRUP (4.2.3.4 and 4.2.3.5), the 
Tetrahedron Park Management Plan includes similar recommendations. One of the objectives for 
Water (p. 16) is "To ensure there is an appropriate mechanism for authorizing existing and future 
watershed enhancement and infrastructure development that may be required by SCRDfor future 
population growth on the Sunshine Coast." And the actions which follow include direction that, 
"Where regional water supply improvements are proposed within the park, an impact assessment 
and comprehensive public consultation process will be developed." The SCRO has completed an 
impact assessment on the Chapman Lake expansion proposal; the Environmental Assessment Report 
is available on the SCRO website. 

I hope this provides the clarification you are seeking. Thank you again for taking the time to write. 

Sincerely, 

Jim Standen 
Assistant Deputy Minister 
BC Parks and Conservation Officer Service 

From: Barry Janyk [mailto:barry.janyk@mountainclubs.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 8, 2018 12:19 PM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Cc: Standen, Jim ENV: EX; Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX 
Subject: Tetrahedron clarification 
Importance: High 

Dear Minister Heyman 

I would like to cla rify a serious misrepresentation attributed to your Regional Director, Ms. Jennie 

Aikman, at t he BC Parks "Open House" in Sechelt on May 2nd, 2018. In t he Coast Reporter art icle of 

May 3rd
, staff writer Sean Eckford quotes Ms. Aikman thus, "the Management Plan for Tetrahedron 

park allows the SCRO to apply to expand its water infrastructure in the park, and once it applies BC 

Parks has to follow the process laid out in the plan". 

As Cha ir of the team that drafted the Tetrahedron Park Management Plan (MP) in 1997 I don't 

believe there is any such statement anywhere in the document and would ask BC Parks staff to 

verify t his. 

It is important for me to once again review some crit ical aspects of t he M P with you, especially t he 



"Future Designation" section of t he plan on page 3 of t he document. It states clearly that the 

"Designation under the Park Act does not allow for future flooding diversion and storage of water for 
community purposes. Options for future designation need to be explored so that the commitment as 
a watershed does not weaken the Park Act legislation." This statement is not open to a late comer's 

specious interpretation. It is clear. 

Final ly- I refer M inistry staff to the founding documents (attached) t hat led to the creation of t his 

significant provincia l park for the Sunshine Coast - a large percentage of t he only 3% protected area 

represented regiona lly. I'd like staff to explain t his point, and seek this information: 

• How has staff used the direction to government per LUCO (Feb 21, 1995) and t he LRUP 

recommendations (ands. 4.3.1) to structure their cu rrent "consultation" process and options?; 

• Can your minist ry - or SCRD - provide copies of the studies referenced in recommendations s. 

4.2.3.4 and 4.2.3.5 of the LRUP report? 

As these are the bases of the wording in the M P they would seem crucia l to present day 

management ... would they not? 

Many t hanks. I look forward to t he answers to my queries. 

B 

Barry J Janyk 

Executive Di rector 

Federation of Mountain Clubs of BC 

www.mountainclubs.org 

s.22 

Soyons realistes, nous a/Ions rever /'impossible! 

<> <> 

<> <> 



6 June 2018 

Jennie Aikman 
Regional Director, South Coast Region 
BC Parks 
Ministry of Environment 
PO Box 220 
Brackendale, BC VON lHO 
BY FAX: 604 930 7119 

200-2006 West 10th Avenue, Vancouver, BC V6J 2B3 I Coast Salish Territories 

xwmaekwayam (Musqueam), SkwJ!.wu7mesh (Squamish) & salilwata7¼ (Tsleil-Waututh) 

T 604.6847378 I 1.800.330.WCEL IF 604.684.1312 I admin@)wcel.org 

In W @ @)WCELaw I wcel.org 

Re: Proposed Amendment to Tetrahedron Provincial Park Boundary 

Dear Ms. Aikman: 

We write to object to BC Parks' current process and proposals to remove the park designation from some or all 

of Tetrahedron Provincial Park (the "Provincial Park"). In our view, BC Parks is taking a one-sided approach to 

the SCRD's request to amend its Park Use Permit. 

While we are not necessarily opposed to measures to use Chapman Creek in ways which enhance the water 

security of the SCRD, we are opposed to a process and approach that rushes to that conclusion, that fails to 

consider the impacts on the Park, or that does not critically consider alternative approaches to addressing 

water scarcity. 

We believe that BC Parks needs to hit pause on the current process and instead develop a process that 

critically examines the region's water needs and does not assume that the SCRD's water needs justify the 

removal of the Park designation from some or all of the Park. 

Chronology 

Since 1978 or earlier, the Sunshine Coast Regional District has had a water licence authorizing the construction 
of a weir and associated infrastructure on Chapman Lake for water storage (Conditional Licence 50724, the 

"storage licence"). The Storage Licence is used to allow flow of water into Chapman Creek to be then used by 
the SCRD under a series of other licences. (Conditional Licences 16599, 22345, 65258, 69217, 69999, and 
107474, collectively the "use licences"). 

Tetrahedron Provincial Park was created in 1995 as a result of recommendations of the Land Resource Plan 

process, which involved multiple stakeholders and public consultations, and as part of the Province's Protected 
Areas Strategy.1 One of the key purposes in creating the park was to protect the headwaters of Chapman 
Creek and the SCRD's water quality. 

A Park Management Plan was finalized in 1997 and (because of legal restrictions on activities in a park) a Park 
Use Permit was issued authorizing continued use of the Storage Licence and the weir. This PUP has since been 
amended and updated, most recently in 2014. 

1 Tetrahedron Provincial Park Management Plan, 1997, p. 2. 



The Park Management Plan clearly contemplated the possibil ity t hat the SCRO might one day wish to access 
additional water from Chapman Lake and that it might be necessary to review legal options to allow this. The 
legal meaning of those portions of the plan are discussed in more detail below. 

In 2000 the Protected Areas of British Columbia Act2 designated the Park as a Class A Park, meaning that the 
boundaries of the park can only be modified through an Act of the Legislature. 

In April 2016, the SCRO applied for an amendment to the PUP, and for a new Water Licence, to allow for t he 
extract ion of water directly from the Lake. The potential impacts on the park include, in the short-term 

blasting and trench building to build a permanent pipeline through the park, as well as an increased extraction 
of water from the Lake during times of drought, with the resulting loss of ecological values. 

Initially BC Parks appeared willing to consider the requested PUP amendments. However, in August 2017 I 
wrote, on behalf of the Sunshine Coast Conservation Association, pointing out that the proposed amendment 
would be contrary to the Park Act and the Protected Areas of BC Act. According to our files, we never received 
a direct response to that letter. 

As a result, BC Parks and/or the SCRO initiated a "process" to consider options for the removal of land from 
Provincial Park. 

In November 2017, BC Parks wrote to the SCRO to provide an update on the PUP amendment request, stating: 

BC Parks is evaluating the options with respect to the water supply improvements proposed in 

Tetrahedron Park by the Sunshine Coast Regional District, including options for a public consultation 

process on the possible options. This is consistent with the Tet rahedron Provincial Park Management 

Plan (1997) which indicates that "[w]here regional water supply improvements are proposed, an 

impact assessment and comprehensive pubic consultation process will be developed." 

In April 2018, BC Parks clarified that the options it was considering were limited to removing the park 
designation for some or all of the park and re-designating the lands in a manner t hat would allow for the 

SCRD's request to be granted. 

BC Parks is preparing to initiate a public consultation process on options to enable the province to 

consider a permit to authorize the Sunshine Coast Regional District's proposed Chapman Lake water 

supply expansion project .... Two options identified are: 1) cancelling the Class A park designation 

under the Protected Areas of British Columbia Ad and re-establishing the lands as a protected area 

under the Environment and Land Use Act with the necessary powers to authorize community water 

supply infrastructure upgrades; or 2) deleting an area totaling approximately 130 hectares containing 

Chapman and Edwards lakes from Tetrahedron Park and re-establishing those lands as a protected 

area under the Environment and Land Use Act with the necessary powers to authorize community 

water supply infrastructure upgrades. Both options will require an act of the legislat ure. 

Amending park boundaries 

As a matter of law, the parks listed in the Protected Areas of BC Act are supposed to be protected in 

perpetuity. As then-Environment Minister, Joan Sawicki, explained in 2000: 

2 Protected Areas of British Columbia Act, S.B.C. 2000, c. 17. 

West Coast Environmental Law I 2 



[E]stablishing parks and ecological reserves in schedules in an act in front of this Legislature provides 

the highest possible protection to these areas for permanent retention of their boundaries. Time and 

time again -- and we certainly heard it through the extensive legacy consultation that happened 

throughout British Columbia -- British Columbians are clear about that. They want to know that for 

those areas that we have put in protected status, their boundaries are secure forever . [Emphasis 

added] 

Notwit hstanding this legislative directive, BC Parks has developed a Park Boundaries Adjustment Policy that 
outlines when and how a person may apply to amend the boundaries of a park, and the Minister of 
Environment has shown a willingness to ask the Legislature to enact amendments to the Protected Areas Act 
where proposed boundary adjustments have been through the policy.3 

In the usual course of things, the SCRD, if it wishes to proceed with the water system, should have applied 
under the Park Boundary Adjustment Policy for amendments to the Provincial Park. However, BC Parks staff 
have apparently taken the view that the Park's Managemnt Plan mandates an ad hoc process leading to a 
possible boundary adjustment. 4 

Moreover, BC Parks seems to have designed this process based on a narrow reading of the Tetrahedron 
Provincial Park Management Plan, which appears to assume that the Province has a positive obligation to 
pursue options to make Chapman Lake available for any water system needs identified by the SCRD. 
Consequently, BC Parks have not invited the public to comment on the opt ion of leaving the land in the park 

and not developing the expanded water system, but only on options for removal of the land. 

Legal effect of the 1997 M anagement Plan 

While we agree that the 1997 Management Plan does contemplate the possibility that the park designation 
and/or legal restrictions on park use may be reviewed to accommodate SCRD access to Chapman Lake, we 
submit that the Management Plan does not suggest that such review will automat ically result in a change in 

the park designation. Any suggestion t hat the Crown has any obligation to repeal or replace the park 
designation is incorrect in law, both on a correct reading of the Management Plan and given the statutory 
framework. 

The 1997 Management Plan acknowledges t hat the Park was created to accommodate a range of values. The 
desire to protect Chapman Lake from logging while allowing for some future flexibility in relation to water 
systems was an important goal, but the plan also protects the Parks's "natural and wilderness values", 
"educational and spiritual values" and the integrity of the ecosystem. 

BC Parks, in describing its current review, appears to have quoted selectively from the Management Plan, 
highlighting sections of the Plan that emphasize a process for the purpose of accommodating SCRD water 

3 We do not endorse the Park Boundaries Adjustment Policy. It is open to the government to have a policy mandating how an individual 
may apply to change a law that affects them, but as a general rule this is not done. Indeed, amendments to the law intended to benefit 
a particular company or individual are not generally considered good practice. On the one hand, the Park Boundaries Adjustment Policy 
does provide some transparency and standardization to what would otherwise be backroom lobbying efforts to modify park 
boundaries. On the other hand, the existence of such a policy invites applications and normalizes the idea that the law establishing 
park boundaries can be modified, which undermines the Legislative intent of the Protected Areas of BC Act. 

4 It is not at all clear to us why following the Park Boundary Adjustment Policy would not be consistent with the public process 
mandated under the Plan. 

West Coast Environmental Law I 3 



system requirements, while ignoring sections that suggest that the SCRO's goals must be balanced against 
these other values. 

For example, in an April 2018 letter to the SCRO, BC Parks quotes a section of the Management Plan related to 

developing an "impact assessment and comprehensive public consu ltation process" to address options that 

might remove the park designation, but drops a key sentence that emphasizes that: "Retention of the park's 

natural and wilderness values will remain a high priority." 

Consider a ll options - The Management Plan does not guarantee the SCRO that any water system proposal will 

result in lands being taken out of the park. Rather, it speaks of "seeking" a decision and options that "may 

affect the existing park status." The Impact Assessment and the public consultation mandated by the Plan are 

not merely to procedural requirements to be satisfied, but information gathering to allow the Minister to 

decide where or not to make changes to the park status. While BC Parks does recognize that the Minister, 

Cabinet or the Legislature might ultimately decline to modify the park designation, the fact that the options 

being consulted on do not include the option of not modifying the park boundary continues to be confusing. 

Impact Assessment -According to the Management Plan, an Impact Assessment is supposed to be a key part 

of the removal of land from the park and of the public consultation. This would help reassure the public that 

the impacts of the proposed water system on other park values can be addressed. However, in BC Parks' 

backgrounder5 on its process, it identifies an impact assessment as being prepared after the land is removed 

from the park and a park use permit is under consideration: 

If the Legislature approves a re-designation, BC Parks would be in a position to consider a park use 

permit application for water supply improvements from the SCRO. Any park use permit application is 

subject to review under the BC Parks Impact Assessment Process, including completion of a detailed 

environmental impact assessment. The permit authorization process helps ensure the preservation 

and maintenance of protected area values and the recreational opportunities they provide. BC Parks 

can apply permit conditions such as restricting the use of any additional water capacity to emergency 

use during droughts, and other conditions that reduce future dependence on Chapman Lake water. 

Not only does this seem inconsistent with the plan, 6 but it means that both the SCRO and the public are in the 

dark as to what the impacts ofthe project on the park will ultimately be, and what constraints will be put on 

the water system (which could in theory affect the SCRO's desire to proceed with it). As a result, the public is 

being asked to comment on options without highly relevant information. 

Consideration of alternatives - The Park Boundary Adjustment Policy makes it clear t hat before land will be 

removed from a Park: "Proponents must consider and document alternatives that would avoid a protected 

area boundary adjustment." In our submission this must be part of any public process seeking to avoid 

unnecessary impacts on the Park and to consult the public in the decision of whether or not to change the park 

status. 

5 http://www.env.gov. bc.ca/bcpa rks/PBAProcess/ current-a pp I ications/tetrah edron/ docs/tetrahedron-park-public-information
pa per. pdf?v= 1527179459533 

6 We do note that an environmental assessment of the proposed expansion was done, but that this was not intended to be an impact 
assessment and did not focus on the parks' values in particular. 
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To the extent that BC Parks is still of the view that the Management Plan in some way binds it to re-designate 

land in the park, it is worth noting that the Protected Areas of BC Act, which was enacted in 2000, indicates a 

clear legislative intent to protect Tetrahedron Provincial Park in perpetuity. An Act of the Legislature would 

override any contradictory legal requirements arising from t he 1997 Management Plan. 

The question of whether or not to remove land from the Park will ultimately be a decision of the Legislature -

not of BC Parks and not even of the Minister. As such, we would hope that the Minister would want to 

reassure the Members of the Legislative Assembly that any process leading to legislation to repeal or replace 

the park status of Tetrahedron Park was thorough and transparent, considered all available alternatives, and 

demonstrated that no alternatives to removing the park designation existed. 

The Siphon Option 

We are advised that BC Parks may be of the view that West Coast Environmental Law and/or SCCA threatened 

litigation against BC Parks and/or the SCRO for the existing practice of ext racting water in emergency 

circumstances from the park. We are quite shocked that this may have been suggested, as our correspondence 

clearly indicates that we have been concerned throughout about the proposed expansion of infrastructure, 
and not the occasional use of a siphon in times of emergency. 

We trust you will retract any statements made by BC Parks staff suggesting that we have threatened litigation 

if the current practices continue, as those statements are incorrect and prejudicial. 

Conclusion 

We are opposed to any process that presupposes that lands should easily be removed from a park or that fails 

to consult the public on changes to park status. We believe that alternatives, including water conservation, 

must be fully canvassed and impacts to the park fully examined before any decision should be made on the 

SCRO proposal. It is our sense that the current process is rushing towards a recommendation that the park 

boundaries be removed out of some sense that this was promised in 1995 when the park was created and 

without consideration of the full range of values protected by t he Park. 

Sincerely, 

Andrew Gage, 

Staff Lawyer 

cc. George Heyman, Minister of Environment and Climate Change 

West Coast Environmental Law I 5 



From: 

To: 

Subject: 
Date: 

Attachments: 

FYI 

Jim Standen 

Standen lim ENv-EX 
Aikman lennie s ENV-EX 
FW: Tetrahedron Provincial Park 
June 7, 2018 10:06:13 AM 

ima&e001.pn& 

Assistant Deputy M inister 

BC Parks I Ministry of Environment 

Telephone: 250-387-1288 

iim.standen@gov.bc.ca 

www bcoarks ca 

From:5 ·22 

Sent: Thursday, June 7, 2018 10:05 AM 
To: Standen,Jim ENV:EX; Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Subject: Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

Honourable George Heyman 
Minister of Environment & Climate Change Strategy 
The Executive Council Victoria 
PO Box 9063 
Victoria BC V8W9E2 

Dear Minister Heyman: 

Re: Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

I am protesting the proposed deletion of Tetrahedron Provincial Park as a Class A park or 
the alternative option which is the gutting of the park by removing Chapman and Edwards 
lakes. I call it a sham process because there is no option to retain the park as is. It strongly 
suggests that Minister Heyman and his leading bureaucrat, Mr. Jim Standen have already 
made a decision to accede to the pressure exerted by the Sunshine Coast Regional District 
to declassify Tetrahedron as a Class A park. 

Mr. Standen disingenuously says it is a misunderstanding that lands would be deleted from 
Tetrahedron. Rather, they would be "re-designated" but under the Environment and Land 
Use Act as a "protected area." That is sophistry on Mr. Standen's part. If it is an equivalent 
designation then why have Class A provincial parks? The Environment and Land Use Act 
allows all manner of resource development whereas the Park Act doesn't. 

I would suggest that the Minister has been briefed by the SCRO on the proposed benefits 
of its proposal and been given assurance that the environmental damage is acceptable. 
Myself and others totally disagree. I would even venture the case that your actions in this 
matter will eventually lead to the reading and logging of Tetrahedron and its old growth 
forests. 



BC Parks has given insufficient time to adequately engage public opinion. The single open 
house scheduled in Sechelt did not provide Metro Vancouver residents a fair hearing. 
Tetrahedron is a regionally important provincial park. It is the only reason for many Metro 
residents to make the ferry trip to the Sunshine Coast. 

BC Parks in its website says the SCRO is proposing to enhance the community water 
supply. It makes no mention that the first option is to remove the entire park from the park 
system. The second option is to gut it. It presents no third option - preservation of the 
park, as is without additional park use permits or water licenses. 

I call on the Minister to properly engage the public, including Metro residents, and present a 
third option, which is the status quo. 

s.22 

Website: www.wanderung.ca 

cc: Jim Standen, Assistant Deputy Minister, BC Parks and Conservation Officer Service 
Division 



Fortin, Patricia ENV:EX 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Hello Minister George Heyman, 

s.22 

June 8, 2018 4:26 PM 
Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Standen, Jim ENV:EX; Haber!, Vicki ENV:EX; Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX; Janzen, Tim D 
ENV:EX 
Maintain Class A park designation for Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

This email is in regards to the proposal to declassify or remove land from the Tetrahedron Provincial Park. As you are 
the elected officials and staff responsible for stewarding the BC Parks system I am requesting that you protect the entire 
Tetrahedron Park as a Class A Park and not allow this to happen. As our province is decimated around us you people 
can protect this part of it. Do this for us, for future generations, and perhaps most importantly, for the environment 
and all its creatures. If this proposal goes through it will just be the beginning of taking more of our descendents' assets 
to supply current greed. Do we really need to take apart a Provincial Park, and if you believe so t hen I ask you, for 
what? So more laundry can be done, more grass can be watered, more cars can be washed, more decks can be cleaned, 
more houses can be built, more money can be made? There are other options, most obviously water storage, but you 
people have the ability to decide. You can protect this park or you can be part of t he machine that sets a precedent for 
taking apart other protected areas in B.C. Please leave the entire Tetrahedron Park protected. 

Sincerely, 
s.22 



Fortin, Patricia ENV:EX 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Dear Minister Heyman: 

s.22 

June 5, 2018 3:56 PM 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX 

Standen, Jim ENV:EX; Haber!, Vicki ENV:EX; Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX; Janzen, Tim D 
ENV:EX 

Maintain the Class A status for Tetrahedron Park 

I don't support any changes to Tetrahedon Park boundary or designation. 

After years of local government mismanagement of the water supply system, giving away a provincial public 
resource to temporarily bandage over incompetence and neglect is only adding insult to injury. Only about 3% 
of land on the Sunshine Coast is protected in parks, a very low percentage as you are no doubt aware. We the 
citizens worked hard to establish Tetrahedron as a park, and we want to keep it a park. 

The SCRD needs to pull up its big-boy pants and implement a permanent solution. Spending $5million on the 
Chapman expansion project, which is supposed to be an interim solution, is insane not to mention fiscally 
irresponsible, and the province should not aid and abet it. The damage caused by blasting down into bedrock is 
unsupportable: It would permanently degrade the source area ecosystem and the quality of the water. 

The SCRD can and must diversify water source and storage options outside the park. To that end the Sunshine 
Coast Conservation Association has identified the following measures: 

• Recognizing the current problem is storage, Sechelt Mayor Bruce Milne, the new SCRD Board chair, wants to 
use the aforementioned funds toward building a reservoir. The Sunshine Coast has plenty of water for 10 
months of the year, but the SCRD has done little to develop storage capacity to see residents through the 
drought season. Unfortunately, although SCRD directors representing over two-thirds of Chapman supply users 
have voted against the proposed plan, Chair Milne has been unable to convince the majority of directors to 
expedite the reservoir project. 

• Water metering is proceeding across the Regional District and in Sechelt, which is experiencing the highest 
level of growth and development. Metering will undoubtedly result in the type of water savings experienced by 
other metered areas as existing leaks are repaired. The Town of Gibsons reports 50% water savings since 
installing meters in 2008. 

• The SCRO Board - due, in part, to pressure applied by individuals and organizations like the SCCA and 
FMCBC - is at last exploring ground water capacity. It has begun an aquifer exploration program and will 
begin test drilling this summer. A report received by the SCRD in October 2017 indicates good potential for 
expanded supply from aquifers. 

• The Town of Gibsons recently committed to stop buying bulk water from the SCRO and instead supply all its 
residents from the Gibsons aquifer. This change will free up at least 6% of the current SCRD supply by 2019 
and buy time while the SCRD diversifies its water source supply, continues to implement conservation 
measures, and builds a new reservoir. 

• Other source options include piping water from one of the large lakes such as Clowhom Lake on Salmon Inlet 
and/or small diversions from diverse local watersheds. 



So clearly options exist, and Minister Heyman, by ensuring the Tetrahedron remains protected in its 
entirety as a Class A Park, you can be confident that you are fulfilling your responsibility to act as a steward 
of the BC parks system. 

Sincerely, 
s.22 

2 



Fortin, Patricia ENV:EX 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Dear Minister Heyman, 

s.22 

June 6, 2018 2:14 PM 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX 

Standen, Jim ENV:EX; Haber!, Vicki ENV:EX; Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX; Janzen, Tim D 
ENV:EX 

Save our Tetrahedron Provincial Park! 

s .22 outdoors person and nature lover. I am both shocked and deeply 
distressed that your ministry and BC Parks is even considering changing the status of The Tetrahedron Park. 
The Tetrahedron Park is a gem of a park and the only on the Sunshien Coast accessible by car to its boundary 
but where vehicular entry into the park is prohibited. Accordingly, the Tet (as we lovingly call it) has remained 
a largely untouched wilderness area which is used on a daily basis by all manner of folk, many of them young 
and in need of an affordable getaway where they learn to respect our natural resources. I am not sure hither you 
are familiar with this park but I would like to tell you that it is a magical place where one can hear The Sounds 
Of Silence. 

As backcountry lovers we have seen the devastation that occurs immediately after an area is made accessible by 
vehicle or not thoroughly protected from commercial or other exploitation. We do not want to see this happen 
to the Tet, so I implore you to please let this park remain as is, a CLASS A Park! 

The SCRD has been remiss in finding a timely and sustainable solution to the water problem on the Sunshine 
Coast for over 25 years. There are many other solutions that should be tried before even the thought of 
changing the parks classification in order to deepen Chapman Lake is considered. Please leave the Park as 
designated today and don't lend a hand to the SCRD's plans which at best would be a short-term solution to the 
water problem and might actually relieve them of finding a real, long-term solution. All this is before we even 
touch the controversy of the impact on the lake and its surroundings by drawing the lake deeper. 

Also, I am quite certain that there must be a way to find a solution to deepen the outflow of Chapman Lake 
without declassifying the park. Laws are here to guide us and have to serve us, not the other way around. If they 
don't, they need to be changed. 

I would be absolutely horrified if the classification of this, or indeed any, Class A Provincial Park, would be 
downgraded, now or ever. We need more parks, not less! 

with all my gratitude for your attention to this matter, 
s.22 

Sechelt 



Fortin, Patricia ENV:EX 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

Hello Vicki 

s.22 

May 8, 2018 10:34 AM 
Haber!, Vicki ENV:EX 
Heyman, George ENV:EX; Bruce Milne; SCRD INFRASTRUCTURE; Coast Reporter; The 
Local 
Re Designation Options for Tetrahedron Park 
2014-09-24 Final MLWS Report (Staats).pdf; Re designation options for Tetrahedron 
Park.docx 

No doubt a daunting task but one that will impact our growing population and the Tetrahedron Park for many years. 

Respectfully 

s.22 



From: 
To: 

Subject: 

Date: 

to 

s.22 
Minister ENY ENY-EX: Standen lim ENY·EX: Simons MLA Nicholas LASS·EX: Haberl Vicki ENY-EX: Aik.m..a.n. 
lennie S ENV:EX; lanzen Tim D ENV:EX: bruce.milne@scrd.ca; Doug.Wright@scrd.ca; jeremy.valeriote@scrd.ca: 
keith.julius@scrd.ca: frank.mauro@scrd.ca; garry.nohr@scrd.ca: mark.lebbell@scrd.ca; lorne.lewis@scrd.ca; 
ian.winn@scrd.ca 

KEEP CLASS A status of TETRAHEDRON PARK as is -- NO CHANGES 

J une 8, 201811:41:57 PM 

Minister George Heyman ENV.Minister@gov.bc.ca 
Assistant Deputy Minister Jim Standen Jim.Standen@gov.bc.ca 
Powell River - Sunshine Coast MLA: Nicholas Simons nicholas.simons.mla@leg.bc.ca 
and all 
--------------------------------------

==KEEP CLASS A status of TETRAHEDRON 
PARK== 

"Tetrahedron Provincial Park protects both a vital component of our biodiversity 
heritage and drinking water quality for future generations. Only about 3% of land on 
the Sunshine Coast is protected in parks, likely the least protection of natural habitats 
in BC" 
-- Tetrahedron keeps Class A. 

This is year 2018, 
You need to stop driving the same old method. 
-the world, Earth, the Environment, the future and even the present humans ALL 
require that the humans co-partner with Nature Earth NOW .. 
-- FIND INNOVATIVE SUSTAINABLE WATER SOULUTIONS co-partnered with 
Nature Earth .. 
-- http://www.thescca.ca/ 
-- http://www. thescca .ca/i mages/2016/Watershed-D issent. pdf 

also 
-- a real consultation whould have provided a mircophone or two, a real talking stick 
for the people as well, 
-- you would have invited Lorne Lewis, Area E 
Di rectorhttp://www. thescca. ca/i mages/2016/Waters hed-D i ssent. pdf 
-- you would have also invited others with environmental information 
-- you would have made actual time for the people's voices to be heard in person 
-- this is just 1 example of how what you've been doing driving the old method, has 
not been a consultation 

-- stop doing do do turf or turf party politics sham jam nonsense 
-- the set to fail oligarchic system of government and voters of THE oximoronic 
cleverly toxic disastrously manipulated business system of bunch of corporatized 
oligarchic turf workers 



-- in-on the field 
-- and there is only one field on Earth, and Earth is a living breathing being .... with 
human caused environmental crisis=opportunity .. now ... 

-- our canada's pm with nice pretty facade is dogmatic with continued oligarchic rule 
with unenvironmental tarsand pipelines -- he says it's good for us, good for canada, 
good for Earth Nature environment. 

-- the SCRO is reviewing the Zoning Bylaw 310, which includes the airbnb and the 
Affordable Housing Crisis, 
-- The professionals, the experts, the activists, and everyone cares, the all, the all 
peoples everywheres mention the importance of the Affordable Rent in a healthy 
vibrant community, ...... it's mentioned once during a caring presentation, ... and that's 
it. .. 
-- you can talk about putting more tiny homes or mobile rentals on people's 
properties, and you can also continue the lie that it's only anecdotal that the current 
business models of short term rentals lol doesn't affect long term rentals, .... but the 
RENT isn't going down, the RENT is legally criminal commodity business ... . 
-- in canada, in be, we don't have affordable housing, ... 
-- and this crisis to many and mere commodity business to some, this system is not 
accidental. .... 

-- The NOP said and says it's the Liberals this that blah blah housing crisis 
uncare ..... 
-- In 2018, NOP raised the allowed annual rental increase to 4% from Liberal's 2017's 
2% allowed annual rent price increase .... 
-- In 2019, NOP again allows 4% rental increase. --- ndp says they're doing what they 
can to benefit the renters ..... . 

-- recently, Sunshine Coast Community Forest did a short presentation at a Roberts 
Creek OCPC meeting of 11 members board. 
-- Then SC so called Community Forest used that in official Court, by stating that they 
consulted with The Public, that they consulted with and was supported by the 
community. 

-- then recently, regarding the killing trees for toilet paper and money profits etc tree 
industry of cutting down our Forests, the RC OCPC board members are asked to 
work with an "operational governmental people" who have ZERO power in 
policymaking. 
-- This tactic has been done many times before and continues as THE NORM. 
-- I said we don't want to be part of that continued manipulation. 

-- just yesterday on June ?,.Doug Ford is voted in as the premier of ontario, canada. 
--He defeated the past premier who did the Sorry Not Sorry campaign. Doug 
positioned himself during the campaign as a defender of 'the little guy 
--On booze: Ford says he will allow the "buck-a-beer" to return to the province. 

--and many pretty nice oh oh canadians still choose the continuation of driving the old 



path, 
and points and singles out the other over there drumpfy trumpy .... ya, over there, 
ight ... 
-- with oh oh so pretty nice comfy caring Canadian styled shadowy neglectful sham 
sham ... 

--- etc 
--- these are all related. -- oil spills, canadians who stand up for Earth Nature 
Environment are charged as criminals by some candian judges and canadian 
governments standing with the powerfully filthy rich oligarchic industries threaten and 
hurt the people co-partnering with Nature Earth, ---- .... the canadian municipal, 
provincial federal governments and canadians that allowed and allows housing crisis, 
housing as commodity with criminal businesses, buck a beer, sorry not sorry, 
tetrahedron, cutting down forests for toilet paper in 2018, 
etc .. 
-- oh oh canada, 
--- oh oh oh, barn barn bamm .... 

== KEEP CLASS A status of TETRAHEDRON PARK 

-- Tetrahedron keeps Class A. 

best reqards, 
s.22 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Date: 

s.22 

Minister ENY ENY· EX 
Standen lim ENV·EX: Aikman lennie S ENV·EX; Haberl Vicki ENV·EX: lanzen Tim D ENV·EX 
June 8, 2018 8:09:40 PM 

To: Minister George Heyman <ENV.Minister@gov.bc.ca> 
Cea€™: Assistant Deputy Minister Jim Standen <Jim.Standen@gov.bc.ca> 
Cea€™ Vicki Haberl, Regional Planning Head <Vicki.Haberl@gov.bc.ca> 
Cea€™: Jennie Aikman, Regional Director <Jennie.Aikman@gov.bc.ca> 
Cea€™: Tim Janzen, Senior Parks and protected Area planner, 
<Tim.Janzen@gov.bc.ca> 

Dear Minister George Heyman, 
( Mr. Standen, Ms. Haberl, Ms. Aikman, & Mr. Janzen) 

I would like to say thank you very much for the opportunity to listen to our voice who 
live in Sunshine Coast. 

I am very taking this issue seriously and thinking to contribute to our future of the 
community. 

I have so much to say. However, I am currently struggling with my day to day living 
s.22 

I would like to appologize for my poor writing due to lack of time. 

I would like to let you know that I would like to strongly oppose the SCRD and BC 
Park's suggestion of redisgnation for Tethahedron Provincial Park because of 
following reasons. 

The main reason is because the SCRD failed to identify or to address the real 
problem and failed to take more comprehensive approaches. 

I would need to go now. 
But may I kindly ask for exemption? May I ask you for extention of time for me to 
submit the feed back? 

Thank you very much for your time and considerations. 
It has been very much appreciated. 

I am looking forward to hearing from you. 

Sincerely, 



s.22 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

s.22 

Haberl Vickj ENV'EX: Aikman lennie s ENV·EX: Heyman Geonw ENV'EX 
Coast Reporter: The Local: SCRD INFRASTRUCTURE: Barry l anyk 
September 27, 2018 9:23:21 AM 

Re Chapman Lake drawdown.docx 



Re Chapman Lake drawdown 

The historical agreement, grandfathered into the 199 5 
Tetrahedron Park designation, must be weighed very carefully. 

Yes this lake has been the primary Sunshine Coast water source 
and thus has been captured in the outdated Park Master Plan. 

But some very critical changes have occurred since 1995. 
None the least is the SCRD Water Plan incorporating Chapman 
Lake in providing all possible water for fisheries and Sunshine 
Coasters. But here lie the primary changes. Population growth 
has doubled and climate change seems a mounting issue. 

This 0.3 sq km lake, tucked up in the mountains at 970 meters, 
remains our principle supply. If each of you could understand 
this fragile ecosystem and how our fine water is provided and 
protected, the issue before us could be laid to rest, and 5 million 
dollars would not be wasted. Simply, there is too little water to 
meet growing demands. But before we get there, there is a wake 
up call for the SCRD. We should give the SCRD some credit for 
the planning and the four projects in the fire to get us into this 
crisis. Temporary fixes such as metering, a backup reservoir, and 
wells will only work to postpone the inevitable. Too little too 
late is the summary. The SCRD have not adequately crunched 
the supply numbers and have scapegoated BC Parks. Attention 
to change is wholly lacking and the Province bears some 
responsibility. 

We may be lucky for a couple years, but without a doubt all 
those new building permits, tourists, and visitors, will soon find 
a dilemma. Residents are well tuned to the problem. Dipping 
into Chapman Lake another five meters will not solve the 
problem. The solution is a new second major source. Take your 
pick but the price will be high. We need new sourcing 
equivalent to duplicating the existing supply. It's past time to 



s.22 

expand our vision at least another fifty years! An election may 
help but the idea is crystal clear. 

Don't re-designate this Park or a portion therein. We need all 
natural processes to sustain life as we love it. Lets get on 
exploring new options. 

June 04, 2018 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 

s.22 

Minister ENY ENY· EX 
Standen lim ENV· EX: Haberl Vicki ENV·EX: Aikman lennie S ENV·EX: l anzen Tim D ENV·EX 
Maintain Class A park designat ion for Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

J une 8, 2018 4:58:54 PM 

Hello Minister George Heyman, 

This email is in regards to the proposal to declassify or remove land from the Tetrahedron 
Provincial Park. As you are the elected officials and staff responsible for stewarding the BC 
Parks system I am requesting that you protect the entire Tetrahedron Park as a Class A Park 
and not allow this to happen. As our province is decimated around us you people can protect 
this part of it. I'm a Sunshine Coast resident, please leave the entire Tetrahedron Park 
protected! 

Sincerely, 

s.22 



Fortin, Patricia ENV:EX 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

s.22 

June 5, 2018 6:40 PM 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX 

Standen, Jim ENV:EX; Haber!, Vicki ENV:EX; Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX; Janzen, Tim D 
ENV:EX 

Maintain Class A park designation for Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

To whom all of this concerns: 
I am appalled that removing the Tetrahedron Provincial Park from a class 
A category is even being considered. We must protect this park. Any of 
the "options" offered leave much too much room for exploitation, and 
may set a precedent for other Class A parks. 
We have enough water. There are many options to tap into that water 
without destroying the ecosystem of the Tetrahedron Park. 
I am sure you know some of the options that have been put forward 
including a raw water reservoir, water metering which I am fully in favor 
of, drawing water from Clowhom lake or even Sakinaw lake ( also 
providing water to those who have arsenic in their wells) as just a few 
options. 
We could also consider banning the watering of lawns, as this is the 
biggest draw of water of all. We may even consider limiting building 
permits until we have come to some satisfactory options for our water. 
I urge you to consider other options, rather than risk destroying and 
damaging a truly magical park and important park. 
Thank you. 

s.22 



Fortin, Patricia ENV:EX 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 
Subject: 

s.22 

June 5, 2018 12:36 PM 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX; Standen, Jim ENV:EX; Haberl, Vicki ENV:EX; Aikman, Jennie S 

ENV:EX 
Janzen, Tim D ENV:EX 

Maintain Class A park designation for Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

I am asking that you stand strong and resist the pressure to remove even a part of the Tet (Tetrahedron 
Provincial Park) from its Class A status. I disagree with the idea of changing the designation of the Tet for 
many reasons. First, citizens should have confidence that once a designation has been made that it will be held 
for future generations and not eroded by the pressures of population growth. Canada made a commitment to 
protect 17% of its land mass and 10% of its oceans by 2020. Studies show that we are well behind that target, 
so it strikes me as absurd that we would consider removing any part of an area already designated! 

Protection of an important local watershed is crucial to the long term health of its most important resource -
fresh water. Changing the designation puts this at risk and only provides short term relief for the current issues 
facing the municipalities and regional districts of the Sunshine Coast. They have a llowed for a growth in 
population that far exceeded the current water infrastructure with the full knowledge of the past negotiations 
over land and water management with BC Parks that finally culminated in the Class A Park Designation for the 
Tet. 

The lack of freshwater available to residents of the sunshine coast during the summer months has been an on
going issue for decades. I lived here in the 1980's and it was a topic of discussion even then, however now it is 
exacerbated by climate change causing drought conditions in the summer and a rapidly growing population. I 
hope that you might work with the local governments and First Nations to find alternative public lands where 
the applicable status such as "conservancy" would allow for its use as a fresh water reservoir as well as provide 
habitat for flora and fauna. 

The Tet is maintained as a preserve with only limited human interaction. I do believe that the principal reason 
for preserving large swathes of natural habitat is for nature not humarns .22 
s .22 
within the park and so I know for a fact that the hiking trails and overnight cabins are used extensively. Access 
to the park by motor vehicles is limited in order to preserve the natural environment. 

Sincerely, 
s.22 



From: 

To: 

Subject: 
Date: 

Haberl Vicki ENv-EX 
BC Parks Plannine Branch ENY-EX 
RE: Tetrahedron Park re-designation options comment period submission 
June 13, 2018 3:00:46 PM 

Yes, it does seem like one that should be answered through t he eApprovals process. Thanks. 

Sincerely, 

'Vicki Jfa6er[ 
Vicki Haberl 

Planning Section Head 
BC Parks, South Coast Region 

Ministry of Environment and Climate Change Strategy 
P.O. Box 220, Brackendale BC VON 1 HO 
Phone: 604-898-3678, ext. 2227 

From: BC Parks Planning Branch ENV:EX 
Sent: Wednesday, June 13, 2018 2:43 PM 
To: Haber!, Vicki ENV:EX 
Subject: FW: Tetrahedron Park re-designation options comment period submission 

Hi Vicki, just going t hrough the mail box now and came across th is. Should it be fi led for MO reply 

w ith t he rest? 

From: Ian Winn [mailto:Ian.Winn@scrd.ca] 
Sent: Friday, June 8, 2018 3:09 PM 
To: BC Parks Planning Branch ENV:EX 
Subject: Tetrahedron Park re-designation options comment period submission 

Vicki Haberl, 

Planning Section Head, 

BC Parks PO Box 220, 

Brackendale, BC 

VON lHO 

Sent via email - June 8, 2018 to bcparks.planning@gov.bc.ca 

Dear Ms. Haberl, 

Thank you for your participation in the recent Tetrahedron Park re-designation options open houses. 

As you are no doubt now aware, and were probably already aware, the issue of a safe and secure 

water supply on the Sunsh ine Coast is a very import ant and contentious issue in our community. 

I'm conf ident that you have al ready received many comments from concerned citizens during this 30 

day public comment period and as SCRO Area F Director I have also heard from many concerned 

citizens. I have also been copied on letters and emails from other Sunshine Coast elected officials to 

Minister Heyman. 

At issue of course is the re-designation of Tetrahedron Park to something that will permit the SCRO 

to proceed with Chapman Lake infrastructure improvements. In my responses to people I refer to a 

bit of the history of how we got to w here we're at and more importantly w hat is now being done to 

remedy a bad situation. Of great concern to me however is that despit e intense efforts on t he part 



of the SCRO and BC Parks to provide factual and current information t here are many people t hat still 

don't understand the serious nature and scope of the situation we' re in and t he amount of work, 

especially in the last 3 years, t hat has been committed t o by both the SCRO and BC Parks to find 

solut ions to the challenges we face. 

What fol lows is the main body of my response to many people, and I would appreciate if this 

complete email could be considered as my personal SCRO Area F Director input into t he current 

comment period. 

The SCRO developed and released the Comprehensive Regional Water Plan in 2013 and since then, 

and especia lly since 2016, al l 4 major proj ects (water metering, ground water sourcing, raw water 

st orage and t he Chapman Lake infrast ruct ure improvements) have been accelerated and are 

advancing concurrently. 

A very succinct summary (link below) is available from t he SCRO that details t he current state of the 

4 concurrent projects. The t imel ines are very important to understand because they underscore the 

crit ical nat ure of w here we are today and t he very rea l t hreat for approximately 23,000 Coast 

residents to run out of water in t he event of a severe drought. I say t his because the one and on ly 

backup system for drawing wat er from Chapman Lake should t he level of t he lake fall below t he 

water outlet of the current dam is a siphon system of plastic pipes laid over t op of t he dam. I have 

referred to t his as a "th ird world solut ion in a first world country" . This backup system has been used 

on ly once, in 2017, and drew t he lake down an additional 1 meter before the October rains started 

and refil led the lake. 

Al ready this year we have experienced t he driest May on record, t he snowpack is melt ing at a high 

rate, and t he forecast is for a long hot and dry summer. My concern is what if the Coast is in a 

drought situation by September and t hose 23,000 people and the fish in Chapman Creek are tota lly 

dependent on that th ird world siphon that has not been proven to even function below a 1 meter 

drawdown? Also, in 2016, under the Water Sustainability Act, t he Province implemented an 

Environmental Flow Needs {EFN) requi rement of 200 liters per second to meet the needs of fish in 

Chapman Creek. This change represents a significant impact on t he Chapman Lake water supply, 

furthering the deficit of water storage that was identified in t he CRWP. 

Should somet hing have been done 20 years ago to avoid a crisis - absolut ely. 

Should proj ects be underway now to avoid a crisis - yes, and they are. 

But opponents continue to block the projects without a ful l understanding of the consequences. 

Previous attempts in 1999 and in 2005 to improve the water supply infrastructure were met with 

similar opposit ion from a small group of people and have brought us to where we are today. 

However, t he big difference between then and now is t hat four concurrent projects are now 

underway to improve our water supply. The projects w ill provide solut ions but they may not happen 

soon enough to avoid a severe water shortage driven by t he unpredictable rate and effects of 

climate change. 

In my opinion, a $5 million investment to provide a secure source of water unt il t he other solut ions 

are providing water is the right invest ment for 23,000 people. 

This is not t he t ime to do nothing to provide for that secure source of water. Water supply 

infrastructure improvements to the Chapman Lake system must be done. 



There are many reports and valuable information available on the SCRO website and I encourage you 

to refer to t hem for the most up to date and factual information related to the SCRO Comprehensive 

Regiona l Water Plan and its implementation plan. A link to t he current state summary is: 

http://www.scrd.ca/files/File/1nfrastructure/Water/2018-May-

17%20CRWP%2Qlmplementatjon%20Executiye%20Summary pdf 

I thank you Ms. Haber! for your consideration of this input into t he public comment period, and 

leave off wit h a quote from a Roberts Creek resident: 

"I t hought t hat t he park was created to protect t he water for the people, not from the people" 

Best regards 

Ian 

Ian Winn 

SCRO Director 

Area F, West Howe Sound 

C (604) 989-3337 

H (604) 886-9475 

This email was scanned by Bitdefender 



From: 

To: 

Cc: 
Subj ect: 

Date: 
Attachments: 

s.22 

Standen lim ENv-EX 
s.22 

Aikman l ennie S ENV·EX: lanzen Tim D ENV·EX: Haberl Vicki ENV·EX: Andrews. Sarah ENV·EX 
RE: Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

J une 4, 2018 9:46:00 AM 
image001.png 

Thank you for your email and for sharing your views and comments with me with respect to 

Tetrahedron Park. I have passed your comments along to my regional team who are lead ing the 

consultations so that they can be considered when t he f inal report to M inister Heyman is prepared. 

Again, t hank you for taking the t ime to write. 

Regards 

Jim 

Jim Standen 

Assistant Deputy M inister 

BC Parks I Ministry of Environment 

Telephone: 250-387-1288 

jim.standen@gov.bc.ca 

www bcparks.ca 

From: 5 ·22 

Sent: Saturday. June 2, 201810:37 AM 
To: Standen. J im ENV:EX 
Subject: Tetrahedron Provincia l Park 

Sir, 

I am strongly opposed to al lowing the SCRO to devastate the park due to their lack of 

forethought in creating more infrastructure to adequat ely capture water during the rainy 

season. This seems to be the easiest solution for the local government, however, I believe the 

long t erm consequences w ill overshadow this and t he environment and biod iversity will be 

forever damaged. Do not give permission for this travesty. I have been a resident of t he 

Sunshine coast, permanently, s.22 

s.22 

the entire Coast is my home and I treasure the natural beauty and lifestyle. I also appreciate 

natu re and al l its wonders and w ish to keep the Tetrahedron Provincia l Park for what it is 

intended, a w ild life conservati on and biod iversity area. A class A park, of which we have little 

of on the Coast. 



s.22 



Jennie Aikman 
Regional Director 
BC Parks and Conservation Officer Service Division 
PO Box 220, Brackendale, BC VON lHO 

Dear Ms. Aikmen, 

Sunshine Coast 
Conservation 
Association 

PO Box 1969 Sechelt, BC VON 3AO 
www.thescca.ca 

May 24, 2018 

At the BC Parks Open House at the Seaside Centre in Sechelt on May 2nd, it came to the attention of Sunshine 
Coast Conservation Association (SCCA) Directors that BC Parks is concerned about a letter it received on 
August 25, 2016 from West Coast Environmental Law (WCEL). The let ter was initiated by Daniel Bouman of the 

SCCA and sent to Jennie Aikmen, by Andrew Gage of WCEL. 

In his August 25, 2016 letter, Mr. Gage made a number of legal arguments and conclusions. He pointed to 
West Kootenay EcoSociety v. BC, where Madame Justice Prowse of the BC Supreme Court struck down a 
government decision to re-locate a park road to accommodate a local developer, noting that: 

"These restrictions and limitations on the Minister's decision-making powers (when the decision results in the 
disturbance, destruction, damage etc. of park land) are very much in keeping with the type of role that the 
Minister is to have in relation to parks as defined in s.3(1) of the Park Act -that is, a stewardship role." 

Mr. Gage pointed out that, "Given that the Management Plan itself recognizes that the expansion of SCRO 
water infrastructure cannot be accommodated within the Park designation, it is inappropriate for the Province 
and the SCRO to be proceeding as if it can." 

Mr. Gage was clear, and so is the SCCA, that nothing in his letter should be taken as suggesting that the 
boundaries of Tetrahedron Provincial Park should be modified or that other measures should be taken to 
accommodate the SCRO's Chapman Water Expansion Project (CWEP) proposal. Clearly, the intent of the 
August 25, 2016 letter was to inform BC Parks that the SCRO's CWEP proposal is illegal under BC's protected 
areas legislation and the Minister had a solid legal foundation to refuse the PUP application for the CWEP 
project. 

The SCCA would also like to specify our current position on the SCRO's use of the emergency siphon system to 
temporarily draw down Chapman Lake in the event of a Stage 4 water shortage. The SCCA does not contest 
the SCRD's use of the siphon under emergency Stage 4 conditions in the next three years. Our priority is to 
ensure the SCRO pursues water storage and diversified water sourcing outside the Tetrahedron Provincial Park 
as that would limit the need for future use of the siphon. If BC Parks has indicated to any other parties that 
SCCA and/or WCEL is intending to sue them for emergency siphon use, we would appreciate a retraction of 
this statement. 

If you have any questions or concerns about the SCCA's comments and intentions, please do not hesitate to 
contact us. 

~.d~~~-:;,-, 

Lee Ann Johns n, Chair, 
Sunshine Coast Conservation Association 

Cc: Tim Janzen, Minister George Heyman, SCRO Board of Directors 

Charity# 873220446RR0001 To preserve the natural biodiversity of the Sunshine Coast region 
for the present and future benefit of humanity and a/I life 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

s.22 

Minister ENY ENY· EX 
Standen lim ENV·EX: Haberl Vicki ENV·EX: Aikman lennie S ENV·EX: lanzen Tim D ENV·EX: Simons MLA 
Nicholas LASS:EX 
SCCA responce to BC Parks re TPP 8June 2018 
June 8, 2018 1 :05:12 PM 
TPP-BCP-SCCAresponce81 une20J 8finaLdocx 

Dear Minister Heyman, 

Please find attached the Sunshine Coast Conservation Association response to BC Parks ca ll for 

input regarding the Tetrahedron Provincia l Park. 

Thank you, 

s.22 



June 7, 2018 

Honourable George Heyman, 
Minister of Environment 
Province of British Columbia 

Sunshine Coast Conservation Association 
Box 1969 
Sechelt, BC VON 3A0 

Re: Proposal to remove land from the Tetrahedron Provincial Park for SCRD 
infrastructure expansion. 

Dear Minister Heyman, 

I am writing today on behalf of the Sunshine Coast Conservation Association (SCCA). 
We are a federally registered charitable not-for-profit society. Our mandate is to seek 
protection for ecologically significant lands and waters in the Sunshine Coast Natural 
Resources District. We approach this task by nominating appropriate areas for protection, 
maintaining an educational outreach and through a liaison with First Nations, 
municipalities, other citizens' organizations and the general public. Many of our 
members, advisors and current and past directors were part of the campaign to establish 
the Tetrahedron Provincial Park. We also served in the Tetrahedron Local Resource Use 
Plan (LRUP) process and the drafting of the Tetrahedron Park Management Plan. Our 
members participate in the Tetrahedron Advisory Committee. All of which is to say that 
we have direct knowledge of how the Park came to be, what the intentions of the 
founders were and what the continuing issues are. 

About the Class A status. Tetrahedron Provincial Park was created for three purposes: to 
protect the ecological features of the area, enhance opportunities for low impact 
backcountry recreation and to preserve the main source area of potable water supply in 
the Sunshine Coast Regional District (SCRO). The first purpose is of significance to all 
the people of the Province of British Columbia since it provides a valuable ecological 
representation in our system of protected areas. The latter two are of enormous 
significance to the people of the Sunshine Coast. The Class A status of the Park means 
that all commercial activities in the Park must have a Park Use Permit and must support 
the purposes for which the Park was created. In regard to the source area for potable 
water this means that new commercial activity that in any way degrades the source area is 
illegal. We believe that the Class A status of Tetrahedron Park is effective, protects the 
source area adequately and is entirely in the public interest. 

Condition of the Chapman and Gray watersheds. We usually consider the Chapman and 
Gray creeks as one watershed system because they both stem from the Tetrahedron 
source area and both have SCRO water infrastructure. Approximately half of the 
Chapman/Gray watershed system is in the Park and in almost entirely pristine condition. 
The other lower elevation half was severely damaged by logging and road building in the 
pre- Forest Practices Code Act era (1967-1994). The Integrated Water Management Plan 
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Page 11 



of 1997 recognized over 300 logging related land-slides in the lower Chapman's main 
course and sub basins. The damages inflicted by negligent logging practices over those 
years continue to plague watershed management right to the present day. 
General environmental context. Looking more broadly at the environment of the 
Chapman Landscape Unit Plan (LUP) we can see that there is less than 3% old growth 
left in the 2 lower forest subzones (Coastal Western Hemlock dry maritime and very dry Page 12 
maritime). The LUP protects these small old growth components plus an additional 5% of 
the land base that is "recruitment old growth". These are scattered fragments of 2nd 

growth forest that are not connected to each other and mostly not suitable for logging. 
Adjacent LUs are in similar condition and looking even farther afield we know that less 
than 3% of this Natural Resource District is protected as Class A Park. Clearly the 
Sunshine Coast region lacks adequate environmental protections in many categories 
including lack of old growth representation, no Deer Winter Range designations, 
unresolved species-at-risk issues (particularly Marbled Murrelet and Northern Goshawk) 
and of course, hardly any water source area protections other than the partially protected 
Chapman/Gray watershed. This is the environmental context of the Chapman Lake Water 
Supply Expansion Project (the Chapman expansion project). 

We believe that BC Parks has a responsibility to demand a rigorous explanation as to 
why the SCRO thinks it is necessary to compromise the protection of one of our few, 
rarest and most important natural assets. And, that the SCRO owes you as Minister, the 
BC Parks branch and the public an explanation as to why it has not pursued alternative 
source development and water conservation initiatives over the years since Tetrahedron 
Park was established (1995) and granted Class A status (2010). These explanations have 
not been forthcoming, despite requests to the SCRD and a public backlash over the 
proposed removal or declassification of land from the provincial park. 

Red flags in SCRD processes. This section lists a number of examples that have given us 
cause for alarm in the course of the SCRO development of the Chapman expansion 
project. 
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1. The Chapman expansion project does not appear in the SCRD's Comprehensive 
Regional Water Plan (CRWP). This project was never part of public consultations 
around the CRWP; 

2. There have been no special public meetings held by the SCRO to specifically 
address the Chapman expansion project; 

3. In June 2016, the SCRD used an Alternative Approval Process (AAP) to 
authorize spending $5,000,000 on the Chapman expansion project. The SCRO did 
not host an information meeting about the Chapman expansion project, which is 
highly unusual; 

4. At the time that the AAP was initiated, the SCRD Board of Directors had never 
discussed or disclosed to the public the fact that the Chapman expansion project 
would require land to be removed from the Park or from Class A protection; 
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5. During the AAP process the SCRD Board of Directors passed a motion to change 
the terms under which a siphon could be used to draw down more water than the 
SCRD's existing permit allows. The revised terms would allow use of the siphon 
to maintain water supply at Stage 3 levels in order to prevent the imposition of 
Stage 4 water use restrictions (Regular SCRD Board meeting, Recommendation 2 Page I 3 
July 14, 2016). In other words, the SCRD motion expressed its intent to use the 
Chapman supply to avoid water conservation requirements; 

6. The SCRD Board's deliberations on the above motion did not acknowledge the 
requirement of an amendment to the Park Use Permit. In our view, this illustrates 
a cavalier attitude toward the values protected under the BC Park Act. As well, the 
SCRD's intent to deploy the siphon at Stage 3 contradicts BC Parks' public 
statements that the project is intended to only provide temporary supply under 
Sage 4 conditions. 

7. At the outset of the Chapman expansion project the SCRD hired a firm (AECOM) 
to develop the project, undertake a public consultation, deal with regulatory 
compliance issues and ultimately supervise construction of the project. AECOM 
appeared to be entirely unaware of the Parks Act restrictions on commercial 
activities in a Class A Park as they did not include the fact that the Chapman 
expansion project is illegal under the Parks Act in any of its reports. As a result, 
the SCRD Board was unaware the project is illegal when it directed staff to 
pursue a park use permit for the Chapman expansion project. 

8. The illegality of the expansion project was brought to the SCRD and BC Parks 
attention by the SCCA and West Coast Environmental Law in August, 2016. Yet, 
rather than responding appropriately by pursuing alternatives outside the park, the 
SCRD chose to ask BC Parks to remove or declassify lands from the provincial 
park. 

9. Further, AECOM's public consultation only consisted of phone calls to a handful 
of local individuals and appearances at some community association meetings, 
after the SCRD had already decided to pursue the project. Consultation after a 
decision to proceed has been made is not really consultation. 

10. The SCRD's application for new amendments to its Park Use Permit was 
submitted with a partial environmental assessment from 1997 (Alan Whitehead). 
BC Parks, quite properly, did not accept this report as satisfying the requirement 
for an environmental impact assessment, a requirement that is still outstanding. 
The signal to the public here is clearly that environmental impact assessment is 
not an important priority for the SCRD. 

11. Another major 'red flag' for us is the SCRD' s habit oflisting possible alternative 
approaches at various planning opportunities, but not following through with 
funding in a timely way for definitive action. In effect, it appears the SCRD 



intends to move long-term resolutions far into the future, while resolving its short
tenn supply issues entirely from inside Tetrahedron Park. 

Understanding the Park Management Plan (PMP). As previously mentioned, our 
members (and this author) campaigned for the creation of the Park, participated in the 
LRUP process, helped draft the PMP (1997) and are currently serving on the Tetrahedron Page 14 
Advisory Committee (TAC). Our view of the PMP is that it clearly states that 
" .. . infrastructure expansion inside the Park is illegal. .. " . 

The PMP also clearly recognizes that BC Parks is obligated to consider changes to the 
Park's boundary or status if requested. This consideration would have to be supported by 
evidence from the applicant documenting the need and proving that other options are not 
available or have been exhausted. In any case, there is nothing in the PMP or the Act 
obligating BC Parks to support any particular outcome. Incidentally, the PMP was 
originally approved in 1997 and the Class A status of the Park was established in 2010. 
The legislative direction is that Class A status is intended to be permanent. If 
government' s intention were otherwise the Class A status would not have been 
established in 2010. Where changes are verifiably necessary, we reasonably expect the 
Park Boundary Adjustment Policy to be followed. This has not been the case. 

Emergency siphon use. We understand that BC Parks has concerns about the legality of 
issuing a Park Use Pennit authorizing emergency use of a siphon dming Stage 4 water 
supply conditions. However, we consider these concerns to be an esoteric legal issue. The 
fact is that a declaration of a local emergency from the SCRD or a declaration of 
emergency from the Minister of the Environment is sufficient to remove any barrier to 
emergency access to water from the Park. Therefore, the argument that a change in park 
status is required to accommodate a possible emergency is extreme and unnecessary. The 
SCCA is not opposed to the short-term (3-5 years) use of the emergency siphon, while 
the SCRD installs water meters and upgrades infrastructure, explores and develops 
groundwater sources and builds a new reservoir. Finally, it is worth noting that the Mayor 
of Sechelt has recently stated "the siphon hose works like a charm". 

Viable alternatives outside the Park. The Chapman source supplies 90% of the water for 
Sunshine Coast residents. SCRD Directors representing two-thirds of Chapman users 
oppose the Chapman expansion project and any removal of land from the park. Instead 
they want the SCRD to expedite the building of a reservoir in Sechelt by 2020, and 
diversify sources. Water metering is proceeding throughout the SCRD distribution area 
and is already creating water savings, which will undoubtedly increase. The Town of 
Gibsons will stop buying bulk water from the SCRO, thus adding 6% to the current 
SCRO supply by 2019. As well, a 2017 report to the SCRD indicates good potential for 
expanded supply from aquifers throughout the region. The SCRO is set to begin an 
exploratory drilling program this summer. Other source options include Clowhom Lake 
and/or diversions from local watersheds. 

Changing times and water conservation. At the time of the Park's creation in 1995 
scientists were starting to become aware of the changing climate and the fact that the 
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change is caused by our own industry. Today, acceptance of climate change is 
permeating public policy in every conceivable way. Where in the past, we thought that 
technology could solve every problem, today we recognize natural infrastructure is better 
and more affordable than engineered infrastructure. In the past, we, as advocates, 
struggled over how to raise public awareness that drinking water is more than just 
something that comes out of a tap. Today, everyone is talking about water and the public Page 15 
recognizes and is concerned about the natural limitations of our source water areas. This 
is good! 

Water conservation is the future. The SCRO now has substantial experience with water 
conservation initiatives after having endured two major droughts. As a result, people are 
adjusting water use and learning how to conserve water. Average per capita water use in 
the SCRO has been falling every year and we expect this trend to continue. As an 
example, water consumption in the Town of Gibsons has been reduced by over 50% 
since water metering has been implemented over the last eight years. This has resulted in 
the town being able to supply all its residents, institutions and businesses from its primary 
groundwater source (Gibsons Aquifer) and stop purchasing bulk water from the SCRD's 
Chapman supply. As well, rain harvesting is becoming popular because of its potential to 
provide relief from stressful water use restrictions. Is there any reason, why we allow new 
construction to be built without on-site rain water capture and storage for non-potable 
uses? In our view resolving water issues on the Coast requires a diverse strategy that 
includes ecosystem protection, conservation and expanded storage options without 
relying on and overusing a single source for supply. 

Conclusions and Recommendations: 

The SCCA is opposed to any change in the Tetrahedron's Class A status or any 
removal of land from the Park. 

The Class A status of the Park is effective water source area protection that should 
not be compromised in any way. 

Alternative water sources exist outside the Park. 

The Chapman Lake Water Supply Expansion Project is unnecessary and steps are 
already being taken to conserve water and enhance supply. 

Approval of the Chapman expansion project would have the unintended 
consequence of stalling the development of diverse solutions and arresting 
progress toward a sustainable water use future. 

Thank you for your commitment to the stewardship of BC Parks and your attention to our 
concerns about the Tetrahedron Provincial Park. 

Yours trulv, Daniel Bouman, Director, Sunshine Coast Conservation Association 
s.22 www.thescca.ca 
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Cc 

Hon. George Heyman, Minister of the Environment 

Jim Standen, Deputy Minister of the Environment 

Vicky Haberl, Regional Planning Head, BC Parks 

Jennie Aikman, Regional Director, BC Parks 

Tim Janzen, Senior Parks and Protected Area Planner, BC Parks 

Nicholas Simons, MLA, Powell River Sunshine Coast 

Registered Charity #87322 0446 RROOO I 
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Fortin, Patricia ENV:EX 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

s.22 

June 3, 2018 12:14 PM 
Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Standen, Jim ENV:EX; Haber!, Vicki ENV:EX; Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX; Janzen, Tim D 
ENV:EX 
Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

I would like to address this note to all of you. 
My name is5 ·22 wish to express my disagreement with the 
proposal to downgrade the status of Tetrahedron Provincial Park from Classification of A. 
The SCRO has had ample time and opportunity to access alternate water sources. 
I believe the current status of the park should be maintained. 
Sincerely, 

s.22 



Fortin, Patricia ENV:EX 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Dear Sirs; 

s.22 

June 7, 2018 1 :23 PM 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX; Standen, Jim ENV:EX; Haberl, Vicki ENV:EX; Aikman, Jennie S 

ENV:EX; Janzen, Tim D ENV:EX 
Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

Tetrahedron Provincial Park should not be changed. It should remain as a class A park and intact as it was set up to 

be originally. It's bad enough you changed Stawamus Chief Provincial Park to put in a gondola!!! Leave our Provincial 

parks as they were meant to be -parks not pawns in government politics!!! 

Sincerely, 

s.22 



Fortin, Patricia ENV:EX 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Dear Mr Heyman 

s.22 

June 1, 2018 9:40 PM 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Standen, Jim ENV:EX; VackiHaberl@gov.bc.ca; JennieAikman@gov.bc.ca; 

TimJanzen@gov.bc.ca 

Tetrahedron Provincial Park Status 

• The SCRD can and must diversify water source and storage options outside the park. 

• All options to change the status of Tetrahedron park are unacceptable 

• We expect the Minister to act as a steward of the BC Parks system, and ensure the 

Tetrahedron remains protected in its entirety, as a Class A Park. 

s.22 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Date: 

s.22 

Heyman MLA George LASS-EX: Minister ENV ENV·EX 
Standen lim ENV· EX 
Tetrahedron Provincial Park consultation process 

J une 5, 2018 2:35:48 PM 

Your reference: 315780 

June 5, 2018 

Honourable George Heyman 
Minister of Environment & Climate Change Strategy 
The Executive Council Victoria 
PO Box 9063 
Victoria BC V8W9E2 

Dear Minister Heyman: 

Re: Tetrahedron Provincial Park consultation process 

I received Mr. Jim Standen's reply with reference no. 315780 on May 2nd to my earlier letter 
regarding the public consultation process on proposed changes to Tetrahedron Provincial Park. 
I attended the May 2nd open house in Sechelt. I subsequently submitted my comments to the 
survey questionnaire prepared by BC Parks. 

The May 2nd open house was tightly scripted and lacked meaningful dialogue. A hired 
facilitator received questions written on Post-it notes from the public. There was no public 
microphone. The context of the questions was sometimes misunderstood by the BC Parks 
panel so the answers were off topic or inconsequential to the question. For example, I wrote 
down a question about possible dam and road construction being authorized, an option that 
was raised by the Sunshine Coast Regional District as a preferred option in a 2007 study by 
Dayton & Knight Consulting Engineers. The lack of a road made if infeasible to consider 
raising Chapman Lake dam as a park permit is required to build one. I was looking for the 
panel to address that specific issue in light of any possible re-designation option but the panel 
completely misunderstood the point of the question and did not elaborate adequately. Often, 
the panel resorted to reading out loud from the park master plan in response to questions. The 
delivery was wooden. Lots of backpedaling was evident as the public repeatedly came round 
to the concern that the status quo was not an option, which led to rambling, pedantic 
explanations that all options were on the table but that BC Parks would recommend one of the 
three re-designation options. It was a farce, in my opinion and poorly planned. The public 
interest was ill-served. 

It is a basic principal of surveys that you ask all survey participants the same set of questions. 
BC Parks held two open houses on the Sunshine Coast and gave out a printed questionnaire to 
attendees. For those who were unable to attend, BC Parks directed them to an online 
questionnaire. The printed and online questionnaires are substantially different. Different 
questions were asked. 

The printed version itemized three re-designation options plus an additional, unnumbered 
option to preserve the park as is-the status quo. In contrast, the online version only asks the 



respondent for thoughts on three re-designation options without itemizing what those options 
are and neglecting to mention the status quo as an option. The online version also did not 
invite for comments on the status quo. 

The printed version includes check boxes by which a preferred option is selected-one of the 
three numbered options plus the status quo option. Selection is an unambiguous yes or no. The 
online version does not allow for selection of an option unambiguously. There is no clear yes 
or no question. 

A statistician would say the survey is invalid. Not only are there two different sets of questions 
but the online version is clearly biased against the status quo. The survey is worthless. 

The printed open house comment form can be viewed here: Tetrahedron Open House 
Comment Form (2018-05-02} 

The online comment form can be viewed here: Tetrahedron Online Comment Form (2018-05-
02} 

If you think about it, the lack of an open house in Metro Vancouver is troubling enough. 
Tetrahedron Park, due to its hut system and proximity to the large Metro population makes it a 
feasible and attractive overnight destination for Metro residents. Many Metro residents are 
strong supporters of the status quo option. They are more likely to filJ out the online 
questionnaire since attending an open house on the Sunshine Coast is costly and takes up a full 
day including travel on the ferry. Those submitting the online questionnaire are less likely to 
know that the status quo is an option because it was not presented as an option. Metro 
residents would be unduly influenced by the bias on the questionnaire towards the re
designation options. 

The integrity of the entire process is brought into disrepute by the unscientific survey 
developed by BC Parks. Whether or not the bias and errors in methodology are intentional or 
not, there is no choice but to disregard the worthless survey results and start the entire 
consultation process over again from the beginning. There can be no legitimate decision 
reached from such a tainted process. 

However, I would rather suggest that the Minister use provisions in the Water Sustainability 
Act of B.C., enacted in 2016, to start a Water Sustainability Plan for the Sunshine Coast. It 
deeply troubles me that the SCRD has not properly balanced growth with provision of 
adequate water supply and infrastructure. It has allowed growth and demand to exceed water 
supply capacity. Poor planning by the regional district led to the current debacle. It is not the 
ecological integrity of Tetrahedron Provincial Park that should be at risk because of it. The 
SCRD took a politically expedient path of least resistance in asking the Minister for approval 
of the Chapman Lake water supply expansion project. It is a divisive and environmentally 
unsustainable project. I request that the Minister cancel the public consultation process, 
discard the survey as worthless and begin looking holistically at the Sunshine Coast region's 
water supply in the context of current and future needs of the Sunshine Coast putting 
ecological integrity and wild salmon as foremost principals of a water sustainability plan. 

s.22 

Website: https://backcountrybc.ca 



Facebook: https:Uwww.facebook.com/groups/backcountrybc/ 

cc: Jim Standen, Assistant Deputy Minister, BC Parks and Conservation Officer Service 
Division 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 

s.22 

Minister ENY ENY'EX: Simons MLA Nicholas LASS·EX: Sunday Hikers 
Haber! Vicki ENY'EX: lanzen Jim D ENY·EX: Aikman lennie s ENY·EX 
Tetrahedron Provincial Park 
June 8, 2018 6:34:01 AM 

This past Sunday I had fun hiking with the Sunday hiking group at Tetrahedron Provincial 
Park yesterday. It was a beautiful experience getting out into nature and especially 
enjoying hiking at higher elevations without having to climb a mountain. The scenery was 
breathtaking and the hike exhilarating. I even got to see snow one last time in June 
before next winter (my foot dropped about 3 feet into one snow bank I had to cross). 
Although I didn't get to see bears, there certainly was evidence of them being around. I 
did see a flock of red-headed woodpeckers, one lone fresh water seagull and a friendly 
humming bird along the trails. 

When I heard that the park might be closing to make way for more logging, I was most 
disappointed. The importance of not losing touch with nature, which is the very essence of life 
here on earth, far out ways any need for more lumber to make more toilet paper. If we cannot 
enjoy life on this planet, then what is the point of living? Just to make more money? For what 
purpose? A bigger house. A fancier car. Nature is not concerned with these things. This p lanet has 
been in existence for millions of years before man appeared and now we are intent on destroying 
it as quickly as possible. We need to preserve life, not destroy it. Please reconsider any desire to 
close this beautiful park. 

s.22 











From: 
To: 
CC: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Minister. ENV ENV:EX rl 
s .22 
Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX [Jennie.Aikman@gov.bc.ca] 
RE: Discussion re: action on Sechelt water supply 
Wednesday, June 20, 20 I 8 11 :48:04 

Attachment 1: 314153 - s .22 - ATIACHMENT.pdf 

Reference: 314153 

June 20, 2018 

s .22 

Thank you for your email of February 17, 2018, regarding your concerns with respect to 
community water supply on the Sunshine Coast and the establishment of Tetrahedron Park 
which includes the Chapman Lake watershed area. I apologise for the lengthy delay in 
responding. 

As you may be aware, BC Parks has hosted two public open houses to seek input from the 
communities of the Sunshine Coast regarding options being considered to change the designation 
of Tetrahedron Park to different protected area status to enable the Sunshine Coast Regional 
District to make improvements to the community water supply infrastructure on Chapman Lake. 
This fulfills a commitment in the Tetrahedron Park Management Plan which states, 

"A number of designation options will be prepared and a decision. will be sought that will 
enable BC Parks to authorize the SCRD to enhance and manage the Chapman/Gray 
Creek watersheds within the parkforfuture population needs. A public consultation 
process to review any options proposed by government that may affect the existing park 
status will be implemented." 

The attached document provides additional details about the implications of three different 
options being explored by BC Parks to redesignate the park to a different protected area status. 
BC Parks is seeking input on these options, while also welcoming any other options. 

I have passed your comments along to the ministry's regional team who are leading the process 
so they can be considered in their summary report on the public consultation. Thank you again 
for taking the time to write. 

Sincerely, 

George Heyman 
Minister 

Attachment 



cc: Jennie Aikman, Regional Director, Planning Section, South Coast Region 

From:s.22 

Sent: Saturday, February 17, 2018 6:10 PM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Cc: editor@coastreporter.net 
Subject: Discussion re: action on Sechelt water supply 

Mr Heyman, 

Prior to your upcoming meeting in March with SCRD directors, I would like you to read the 
following 
document: http://www.env.gov .bc.ca/bcparks/planning/mgmtplns/tetrahed/bkgrd mp.pdf?v= 151 
8393600050. 

This document was drawn to provide a fair and workable framework for the 1996 transfer of the 
Chapman Lake watershed area to Tetrahedron Park while maintaining the water resource for 
Sechelt and the surrounding area. 

At no time was the intent to relinquish all local control of this singular water resource. That 
would, in effect, have forever endangered a stable and sustainable supply of water for the 
population of this area. 

Sechelt has suffered severe water restrictions for several summers due to a lack of water storage 
capacity accompanied by low rainfall amounts through the summer months. This is not a 
drought, it is a seasonal rainfall 

reduction that we should be able to adjust for. Winter rainfall on the Coast provides bountiful 
deluges pouring unfettered into the ocean. 

The ongoing water crisis has developed over the last decade due to no long term planning and no 
progressive action on the part of the SCRD and the local municipal council. 

Simply put, until more storage can be built, we will have to depend on increasing the amount of 
water that can be drawn from Chapman Lake during the summer months. A siphon that is only 
activated once we reach Stage 4 

restrictions is woefully inadequate. It leaves us coping with Stage 3 restrictions for the entirety of 
the summer. To those who would suggest we all buy rain barrels - they only help when it 
actually rains. To those who believe water 

meters will be our salvation - taxpayers should not end up paying for what is essentially 
government ineptitude. 

It is incumbent upon you and the representatives of the Sechelt community to find a timely 
solution to this current dilemma. 



Summer will be coming soon and if nothing is done, we will be out of water. Again. 

Sincerely, 

s.22 



From: Christopher Ludwig [ludwigcomposer@yahoo.ca] 

To: Standen, Jim ENV:EX [Jim.Standen@gov.bc.ca] 
CC: A i kman, Jennie S ENV:EX [Jennie.Aikman@gov.bc.ca]; Heyman.MLA, George LASS:EX 

[George.Heyman.MLA@leg.bc.ca]; Frampton, Caelie ENV:EX [Caelie.Frampton@gov.bc.ca]; Kennedy, Karla ENV:EX 
lKarla.Kennedy@gov.bc.ca]; Andrews, Sarah ENV:EX [Sarah.Andrews@gov.bc.ca]; Koropecky, Maria ENV:EX 

[Maria.Koropecky@gov.bc.ca]; Austad, Bob ENV:EX [Bob.Aust.ad@gov.bc.ca]; Paul Kubik [a5a53820@telus.net] 
Subject: 3 1539 1 Re: Chapman Lake and Tetrahedron Park 2nd incoming 

Date: Monday, April 23, 2018 15:04:31 

Hello Jim, 

I appreciate you taking the time to confirm with the Minister that lands there will be no park deletions at Tetrahedron Park. This is a 
reassuring commitment to myself, my team and the BC Mountaineering Club. 

While my team and I still have many serious concerns regarding the environmental damage, wildlife and fish death and loos and industrial 
activity that would result by a 56% surface area reduction and 8 Meter drawdown of Chapman Lake (and the associated zoning changes), we 
trust that this terrible outcome is not a certainty. We trust that the government is exploring as many solutions and consulting with as many 
people as possible (the public included) to find less catastrophically harmful options for the water problems in the Sunshine Regional District. 

On the separate issue of Parks and Ministry Staff being able to advocate for our parklands, I f ind it highly unfair and even cowardly that you 
and senior staff would put this responsibility and issue upon Ms. Aikman. 

It is my assertion that Ms. Aikman and middle, junior members and the rangers of BC Parks and the Ministry of the Environment do care 
deeply about our parks. However, I am sure you know that the terms of their employment laid out in both the provincial standards of 
conduct and the Ethics and Standards of Conduct in the BC Public Service forbids them from advocating for the parks if elected officials and 
senior management does not want them to. Even if Ms. Aikman and her staff wished to advocate for and protect the parks, she cannot. 

She cannot do so because of policy set by you and Mr. Heyman which is to remain neutral land managers. Therefore, the moral 
responsibility for protecting and advocating falls solely with senior staff and Mr. Heyman. I would argue that the public expects more of BC 
Parks than to simply hand out permits to developers and commercial operators. 

Every man and women in their lives will be challenged on many occasions to choose between what is easy, safe but wrong, as opposed to 
what is difficult, brave and right. 

I challenge you and senior staff to set the moral example for the ministry and BC Parks by demonstrating courage and true leadership by 
advocating for the parks (Tetrahedron). 

Don't sit at your desks blindly pushing paper around while Tetrahedron and other parks are carved up and destroyed. 

Wouldn't it be nice to know that after your time spent as an elected official, or time spent working for Government comes to an end, that you 
can look at yourselves in the mirror with pride in your golden years knowing each of you has done the right thing, rather than facing the 
despair and regrets in trying to find comfort in the hollow words of "I was only following orders" or "I was just doing my job". 

Chris Ludwig - BCMC Vice-President 



On Monday, April 23, 2018, 8:15:18 AM PDT, Standen, Jim ENV:EX <Jim.Standen@gov.bc.ca> wrote: 

Thanks for your email Chris. 

I have spoken with the minister and have confirmed that there has been a misunderstanding in that the minister did not intend to leave you 
with the impression that lands would be deleted from Tetrahedron. The options currently identified would see all or a portion of Tetrahedron 
Park redesignated as a protected area as this would allow for permits to be issued in support of the district waterworks. There would be no 
reduction in the size of Tetrahedron overall - i.e. no lands will be "deleted". Other options may come forward through the planned 
consultations. 

In regards to the management of the park, in particular the values you referenced in your email below, I would suggest you speak with Jennie 
Aikman. 

Regards 
Jim 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Apr 20, 2018, at 2:10 PM, Christopher Ludwig <ludwigcomposer@yahoo.ca<mailto:ludwigcomposer@yahoo.ca» wrote: 

Hello Mr. Standen and Ms. Aikman, 

Thank you Mr. Standen for our conversation last week. I have yet to receive a follow up regarding my request for a written commitment from 
the Government to not delete lands from Tetrahedron Provincial Park. 

I appreciate that, as you stated, it is currently BC Park's philosophy to be impartial and neutral with regards to managing and protecting our 
parks. This fact does sadden me however, as I wish there were some role and latitude for parils and parils staff to advocate for and 
champion our parks and parklands. 

This reality means that the role of protecting and advocating for our parklands falls to my team and I. It is a responsibility I would rather not 
have, but it appears to have fallen upon me and sits solely on my shoulders as an advocate. As the Vice-President of the BC 
Mountaineering Club, I owe it to those BCMC members before me whose efforts directly led to the creation of Garibaldi Park, Stein Valley 
Park, Pinecone-Burke Park, and many others. 

Without the BC Mountaineering Club, these parks would not currently exist for you to manage. 

I will work as hard as I can to protect and fight for Tetrahedron Park as its champion, as it has no one else to fight for it. 

I have been working with enthusiastic and committed journalistic and teams on both the Sunshine Coast and in Squamish to educate and 
inform the public on this critical issue. 

I would appreciate you taking the time to clear up any misconceptions I might have regarding the possibility of park deletion, 50% lake draw 
downs, fish extinction/loss, habitat loss, logging, gratuitous zoning changes, and industrial activity within this class A provincial park, before 
this becomes front page news next week. 

I wish to be fair and include any positive commitments from the Government and BC Parks in the upcoming news media articles. 

I will lastly state, that if I were a BC Parks employee or member of the Government, I wouldn't simply abandon or give up on Tetrahedron 
Park because of pressure from developers and the short sightedness and the extremely poor planning of the Sunshine Coast Regional 
District. 

Personally, I would choose to stand up for and protect the paril I was entrusted to manage by moral contract with the citizenry, even if that 



meant losing my job or an election. 

Chris Ludwig - BCMC Vice-President and Backcountry BC co-cotounder 

604-275-4762 

httpJ/www.bcmc.ca 

httpJ/www.backcountrybc.ca 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Koropecky, Maria ENV:EX [] 
'ludwigcomposer@yahoo.ca' [ludwigcomposer@yahoo.ca] 
3 I 54 76 Chapman Lake and Tetrahedron Park 
Friday, May 04, 2018 11 :21 :20 

Reference: 315476 

May 4, 2018 

Christopher Ludwig 
Email: ludwigcomposer@yahoo.ca 

Dear Mr. Ludwig: 

Thank you for your emails of April 23 and April 25, 2018, regarding Chapman Lake and 
Tetrahedron Park Open House and the Darling Lake Trail. 

Let me begin by acknowledging and thanking you for your strong commitment to Tetrahedron 
Park as well as the broader BC Parks system. You clearly care deeply about BC's natural spaces. 
With respect to Tetrahedron Park, it may be helpful to summarize the history of this particular 
park and the associated management plan for the park (the Management Plan) as this is germane 
to the cun-ent issues around the Sunshine Coast Regional District's (SCRD) domestic water 
supply. 

A park management plan is a document that outlines the vision and direction for a protected area. 
This will include direction on the types, location and threshold of uses and activities appropriate 
within different parts of a protected area including appropriate levels of visitor use and facility 
development. Management plans are the result of a well-established management planning 
process that see plans developed with input from First Nations, local governments, the public and 
other interest groups. 

Tetrahedron Park was established in 1995 to protect the integrity of the SCRD's community 
watershed and preserve the significant wilderness, natural and recreational values of the area. As 
I am sure you are aware, the Chapman Lake watershed is a managed system, with the regional 
district having built dams on Chapman Lake in 1978 and Edwards Lake in 1991 to allow for 
additional storage. In recognition of the historic importance of the Chapman Lake watershed as a 
domestic water supply, the 1997 Tetrahedron Park Management Plan emphasizes the ongoing 
use of the watershed for domestic water and restricts recreational use to only limited camping 
and backcountry recreation. For example, the Management Plan identifies the "roles of 
Tetrahedron Provincial Park are to maintain and enhance the area's water quality and community 
watersheds for Sunshine Coast residents and preserve its wilderness characteristics by offering 
limited backcountry recreation opportunities." The Management Plan also states: "Government, 
upon park designation, made a commitment to allow for continued management and 
enhancement of the Chapman/Gray Creek watersheds as future community water supply sources 
for the Sunshine Coast residents. However, the Park Act does not allow for improvements to 
existing watershed infrastructure in the park, and new methods of land designation must be 



reviewed in order to permit this type of non-conforming use with Tetrahedron Provincial Park." 

In response to the significant droughts in 2015 and 2017, the SCRO has developed a long-term 
drinking water supply strategy which includes the implementation of demand management and 
the development of several longer-term water supply options as well as enhancements to the 
Chapman Lake infrastructure. In support of their plan, SCRO has submitted an application to BC 
Parks for authorization to install permanent piping in Chapman Lake and increase the allowable 
drawdown of the lake. If the permanent works are to be allowed, redesignation of part of or the 
entire park to another protection designation will be needed, which requires an Act of the 
Legislature. While there are some in the community who may take issue with the decision of the 
SCRD to pursue the request, BC Parks is not in a position to revisit or question the decisions of 
the duly elected board of the regional district. 

BC Parks initiation of the process prescribed in the Management Plan should not be interpreted 
as BC Parks support for changes to Tetrahedron Park, but rather a matter of adhering to the 
commitments made at the time the park was established and reiterated in the Management Plan. 
BC Parks has the same level of commitment to Tetrahedron Park as we do to any other park or 
protected area in our system and will strive to limit any impacts to the greatest extent possible. 
At the same time, the Ministry is committed to ensuring that the residents of the Sunshine Coast 
have access to a safe and adequate water supply. In the long-term, BC Parks expects to see the 
regional district develop out-of-park options that will contribute to sustaining the long-term 
water supply for the community and that will reduce the reliance on Chapman Creek as a water 
supply. 

In seeking out a designation option to enable the currently proposed works, BC Parks would not 
support any option that would see a reduction in the overall area under protection. What would 
be required is a full or partial redesignation to another protected area status. Through 
redesignation BC Parks will be able to issue the necessary permits while ensuring that there is no 
overall loss of protected area and be able to manage the redesignated area consistent with the 
management of the current Tetrahedron Park. In order to further safeguard Chapman Lake, BC 
Parks will ensure that permit conditions restrict the use of any additional capacity to limited 
emergency use and that other out of park solutions to reduce future dependence on Chapman 
Lake water are developed. 

As identified by the Park Management Plan, BC Parks has initiated a 30 day public consultation 
process, the intent of which will be to solicit public input on redesignation options for 
consideration by the Province. The consultation process was "kicked off' with a Public Open 
House on the evening of May 2nd and we are now into an open comment period, with written 
comments welcomed both directly and via the BC Parks website. A second Open House is being 
planned for later in May to ensure that all voices have an opportunity to be heard. Unfortunately, 
there is an impression in the public that there are only two options to be considered when in fact 
any and all suggestions for options consistent with the Park Act, the Tetrahedron Park 
Management Plan, and the protection of public health and park values are encouraged. Feedback 



from the consultation wilJ provide a clearer indication of the best options moving forward. 

Thank you again for writing to express your concerns. I hope that you will participate in the 
upcoming consultation and if you have any further questions or concerns, please feel free to 
write me again. 

Sincerely, 

Jim Standen 
Assistant Deputy Minister 

From: Christopher Ludwig [mailto: ludwigcomposer@yahoo.ca] 
Sent: Monday, April 23, 2018 3:05 PM 
To: Standen, Jim ENV:EX 
Cc: Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX; Heyman.MLA, George LASS:EX; Frampton, Caelie ENV:EX; Kennedy, Karla 
ENV:EX; Andrews, Sarah ENV:EX; Koropecky, Maria ENV:EX; Austad, Bob ENV:EX; Paul Kubik 
Subject: 315391 Re: Chapman Lake and Tetrahedron Park 2nd incoming 

Hello Jim, 

I appreciate you taking the time to confirm with the Minister that lands there will be no park deletions at 
Tetrahedron Park. This is a reassuring commitment to myself, my team and the BC Mountaineering Club. 

While my team and I still have many serious concerns regarding the environmental damage, wildlife and 
fish death and loos and industrial activity that would result by a 56% surface area reduction and 8 Meter 
drawdown of Chapman Lake (and the associated zoning changes), we trust that this terrible outcome is 
not a certainty. We trust that the government is exploring as many solutions and consulting with as many 
people as possible (the public included) to find less catastrophically harmful options for the water 
problems in the Sunshine Regional District. 

On the separate issue of Parks and Ministry Staff being able to advocate for our parklands, I find it highly 
unfair and even cowardly that you and senior staff would put this responsibi lity and issue upon Ms. 
Aikman. 

It is my assertion that Ms. Aikman and middle, junior members and the rangers of BC Parks and the 
Ministry of the Environment do care deeply about our parks. However, I am sure you know that the terms 
of their employment laid out in both the provincial standards of conduct and the Ethics and Standards of 
Conduct in the BC Public Service forbids them from advocating for the parks if elected officials and senior 
management does not want them to. Even if Ms. Aikman and her staff wished to advocate for and protect 
the parks, she cannot. 

She cannot do so because of policy set by you and Mr. Heyman which is to remain neutral land 
managers. Therefore, the moral responsibility for protecting and advocating falls solely with senior staff 
and Mr. Heyman. I would argue that the public expects more of BC Parks than to simply hand out permits 
to developers and commercial operators. 

Every man and women in their lives will be challenged on many occasions to choose between what is 
easy, safe but wrong, as opposed to what is difficult, brave and right. 



I challenge you and senior staff to set the moral example for the ministry and BC Parks by demonstrating 
courage and true leadership by advocating for the parks (Tetrahedron). 

Don't sit at your desks blindly pushing paper around while Tetrahedron and other parks are carved up and 
destroyed. 

Wouldn't it be nice to know that after your time spent as an elected official, or time spent working for 
Government comes to an end, that you can look at yourselves in the mirror with pride in your golden 
years knowing each of you has done the right thing, rather than facing the despair and regrets in trying to 
find comfort in the hollow words of "I was only following orders" or "I was just doing my job". 

Chris Ludwig - BCMC Vice-President 

On Monday, April 23, 2018, 8:15:18 AM PDT, Standen, Jim ENV:EX wrote: 

Thanks for your email Chris . 

I have spoken with the minister and have confirmed that there has been a misunderstanding in that the 
minister did not intend to leave you with the impression that lands would be deleted from Tetrahedron. 
The options currently identified would see all or a portion of Tetrahedron Park redesignated as a 
protected area as this would allow for permits to be issued in support of the district waterworks. There 
would be no reduction in the size of Tetrahedron overall - i.e. no lands will be "deleted". Other options 
may come forward through the planned consultations. 

In regards to the management of the park, in particular the values you referenced in your email below, I 
would suggest you speak with Jennie Aikman. 

Regards 
Jim 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Apr 20, 2018, at 2:10 PM, Christopher Ludwig 
<ludwigcomposer@yahoo.ca<mailto:ludwigcomposer@yahoo.ca>> wrote: 

Hello Mr. Standen and Ms. Aikman, 

Thank you Mr. Standen for our conversation last week. I have yet to receive a follow up regarding my 
request for a written commitment from the Government to not delete lands from Tetrahedron Provincial 
Park. 

I appreciate that, as you stated, it is currently BC Park's philosophy to be impartial and neutral with 



regards to managing and protecting our parks. This fact does sadden me however, as I wish there were 
some role and latitude for parks and parks staff to advocate for and champion our parks and parklands. 

This reality means that the role of protecting and advocating for our parklands falls to my team and I. It is 
a responsibility I would rather not have, but it appears to have fal len upon me and sits solely on my 
shoulders as an advocate. As the Vice-President of the BC Mountaineering Club, I owe it to those BCMC 
members before me whose efforts directly led to the creation of Garibaldi Park, Stein Valley Park, 
Pinecone-Burke Park, and many others. 

Without the BC Mountaineering Club, these parks would not currently exist for you to manage. 

I will work as hard as I can to protect and fight for Tetrahedron Park as its champion, as it has no one else 
to fight for it. 

I have been working with enthusiastic and committed journalistic and teams on both the Sunshine Coast 
and in Squamish to educate and inform the public on this critical issue. 

I would appreciate you taking the time to clear up any misconceptions I might have regarding the 
possibility of park deletion, 50% lake draw downs, fish extinction/loss, habitat loss, logging, gratuitous 
zoning changes, and industrial activity within this class A provincial park, before this becomes front page 
news next week. 

I wish to be fair and include any positive commitments from the Government and BC Parks in the 
upcoming news media articles. 

I will lastly state, that if I were a BC Parks employee or member of the Government, I wouldn't simply 
abandon or give up on Tetrahedron Park because of pressure from developers and the short sightedness 
and the extremely poor planning of the Sunshine Coast Regional District. 

Personally, I would choose to stand up for and protect the park I was entrusted to manage by moral 
contract with the citizenry, even if that meant losing my job or an election. 

Chris Ludwig - BCMC Vice-President and Backcountry BC co-cofounder 

604-275-4762 

http://www.bcmc.ca 

http://www.backcountrvbc.ca 



From: Christopher Ludwig [ludwigcomposer@yahoo.ca] 
To: Standen, Jim ENV:EX [Jim.Standen@gov.bc.ca] 
CC: Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX [Jennie.Aikman@gov.bc.ca]; Heyman.MLA, George LASS:EX 
[George.Heyman.MLA@leg.bc.ca]; Frampton, Caelie ENV:EX [Caelie.Frampton@gov.bc.ca]; Kennedy, Karla ENV:EX 
lKarla.Kennedy@gov.bc.ca]; Andrews, Sarah ENV:EX [Sarah.Andrews@gov.bc.ca] ; Koropecky, Maria ENV:EX 
[Maria.Koropecky@gov.bc.ca]; Austad, Bob ENV:EX [Bob.Aust.ad@gov.bc.ca]; Paul Kubik [a5a53820@telus.net] 
Subject: Re: Chapman Lake and Tetrahedron Park Open House and the Darling Lake Trail 
Date: Tuesday, April 24, 2018 18:30:43 

Hello Mr. Standen and Mr. Heyman, 

We have become aware that the only two options being presented at the singular open house sham consultation process midweek on a 
Wednesday is to drain the lake and destroy the park. 

This brings back memories of the Darling Lake Trail where you brought the full force of the law against me and my t rail builders who simply 
wished to reestablish an existing trail that existed before the Park Masterplan and should have been grandfathered. Of course, my crew 
didn't even perform work in the park. Mr. Heyman is well familiar with this issue and the disgusting way BC Parks handled the issue. 

During that period, your staff in the virtuous cause of protecting that park rejected the "grandfathering" argument for the Darling Lake Trail, 
the same argument your staff used to justify the continued heli-ski operations in the Wilderness Conservation Zone. Those heli-operations 
continues to this day and are still contrary to you own policies. 

Now, you are going to ram through the destruction of a park on a silver platter to greedy developers. It seems that commercials interests 
and developers are entitled to rubber stamps without due process and enjoy the benefit of a sham public consultation where you stack the 
deck in your favour on a small town Wednesday. 

I assert to you that there are two sets of laws - one for government, commercial operators and greedy developers, and another restrictive 
duplicitous, heavy handed one for us dirt bag climber peasants. 

So let's put my assertion of your hypocrisy and of two sets of laws to the test here and now. Let's test your virtue and moral integrity. 

Give me and my volunteer trail building crew the permits here and now to build the Darling Lake Trail this summer. I will built the trail as 
soon as the snow melts beginning in one - two months with my large crew of 60 volunteers. Of course, Garibaldi Park exists only because 
of the BCMC, which I was elected to represent. I am their crew-chief and will personally lead the construction efforts and will complete the 
trail by summer's end. 

If you won't do that, and you still go ahead and give away Tetrahedron to the developers, then I ask all of you for one of the following actions. 

1) resign and apologize to the public trust you betrayed. or 
2) Explain to me and the voters why I can't built a six inch wide trail for the public and why at the same time it is acceptable tor Government 
and developers to destroy a lake, destroy a park, and kill fish and wildlife on a mass scale. 

I dare you to deny me the permit I am asking for and to at the same t ime be able to look yourselves in the mirror again without being 
disgusted at yourselves. 

I demand a response now to my request to build the Darling Lake Trail immediately. 

I also can't help but wonder about how the public who purchased BC Parks licence plates believing that their money is going to protect the 
parks will feel when they find out that their money is being used against them and to destroy the parks. 



As a side note, I have contacted the leader of the opposition and the Green party. We have asked for their support in opposing you and 
exposing your corruption. This could cost you the next election. 

Chris Ludwig - BCMC Vice-President 

604-275-4762 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Korooeckv. Maria ENV:EX rl 
s.22 

RE: Tetrahedron Provincial Park 
Wednesday, May 02, 2018 14:59:16 

Reference: 315772 

May 2, 2018 

s.22 

Thank you for your email of May 1, 201 8, regarding the Tetrahedron Provincial Park open house 
in Sechelt. 

Let me begin by acknowledging and thanking you for your strong commitment to Tetrahedron 
Park as well as the broader BC Parks system. You clearly care deeply about BC's natural spaces. 
With respect to Tetrahedron Park, it may be helpful to summarise the history of this particular 
park and the associated management plan for the park (the Management Plan) as this is germane 
to the cun-ent issues around the Sunshine Coast Regional District's (SCRD) domestic water 
supply. 

A park management plan is a document that outlines the vision and direction for a protected area. 
This will include direction on the types, location and threshold of uses and activities appropriate 
within different parts of a protected area including appropriate levels of visitor use and facility 
development. Management plans are the result of a well-established management planning 
process that see plans developed with input from First Nations, local governments, the public and 
other interest groups. 

Tetrahedron Park was established in 1995 to protect the integrity of the SCRD's community 
watershed and preserve the significant wilderness, natural and recreational values of the area. As 
I am sure you are aware, the Chapman Lake watershed is a managed system, with the regional 
district having built dams on Chapman Lake in 1978 and Edwards Lake in 1991 to allow for 
additional storage. In recognition of the historic importance of the Chapman Lake watershed as a 
domestic water supply, the 1997 Tetrahedron Park Management Plan emphasizes the ongoing 
use of the watershed for domestic water and restricts recreational use to only limited camping 
and backcountry recreation. For example, the Management Plan identifies the "roles of 
Tetrahedron Provincial Park are to maintain and enhance the area's water quality and community 
watersheds for Sunshine Coast residents and preserve its wilderness characteristics by offering 
limited backcountry recreation opportunities." The Management Plan also states: "Government, 
upon park designation, made a commitment to allow for continued management and 
enhancement of the Chapman/Gray Creek watersheds as future community water supply sources 
for the Sunshine Coast residents. However, the Park Act does not allow for improvements to 
existing watershed infrastructure in the park, and new methods of land designation must be 



reviewed in order to permit this type of non-conforming use with Tetrahedron Provincial Park." 

In response to the significant droughts in 2015 and 2017, the SCRO has developed a long-term 
drinking water supply strategy which includes the implementation of demand management and 
the development of several longer-term water supply options as well as enhancements to the 
Chapman Lake infrastructure. In support of their plan, SCRO has submitted an application to BC 
Parks for authorization to install permanent piping in Chapman Lake and increase the allowable 
drawdown of the lake. If the permanent works are to be allowed, redesignation of part of or the 
entire park to another protection designation will be needed, which requires an Act of the 
Legislature. While there are some in the community who may take issue with the decision of the 
SCRD to pursue the request, BC Parks is not in a position to revisit or question the decisions of 
the duly elected board of the regional district. 

BC Parks initiation of the process prescribed in the Management Plan should not be interpreted 
as BC Parks support for changes to Tetrahedron Park, but rather a matter of adhering to the 
commitments made at the time the park was established and reiterated in the Management Plan. 
BC Parks has the same level of commitment to Tetrahedron Park as we do to any other park or 
protected area in our system and will strive to limit any impacts to the greatest extent possible. 
At the same time, the Ministry is committed to ensuring that the residents of the Sunshine Coast 
have access to a safe and adequate water supply. In the long-term, BC Parks expects to see the 
regional district develop out-of-park options that will contribute to sustaining the long-term 
water supply for the community and that will reduce the reliance on Chapman Creek as a water 
supply. 

In seeking out a designation option to enable the currently proposed works, BC Parks would not 
support any option that would see a reduction in the overall area under protection. What would 
be required is a full or partial redesignation to another protected area status. Through 
redesignation BC Parks will be able to issue the necessary permits while ensuring that there is no 
overall loss of protected area and be able to manage the redesignated area consistent with the 
management of the current Tetrahedron Park. In order to further safeguard Chapman Lake, BC 
Parks will ensure that permit conditions restrict the use of any additional capacity to limited 
emergency use and that other out of park solutions to reduce future dependence on Chapman 
Lake water are developed. 

As identified by the Park Management Plan, BC Parks is preparing to initiate a 30 day public 
consultation process, the intent of which will be to solicit public input on redesignation options 
for consideration by the Province. The consultation process will "kick off' with a Public Open 
House on the evening of May 2nd followed by an open comment period, with written comments 
welcomed both directly and via the BC Parks website. A second Open House is being planned 
for later in May to ensure that all voices have an opportunity to be heard. Unfortunately, there is 
an impression in the public that there are only two options to be considered when in fact any and 
all suggestions for options consistent with the Park Act, the Tetrahedron Park Management Plan, 
and the protection of public health and park values are encouraged. Feedback from the 
consultation will provide a clearer indication of the best options moving forward. 

Thank you again for writing to express your concerns. I hope that you will participate in the 



upcoming consultation and if you have any further questions or concerns, please feel free to 
write me again. 

Sincerely, 

Jim Standen 
Assistant Deputy Minister 

From: s.22 

Sent: Tuesday, May 1, 2018 8:05 PM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX; Standen,Jim ENV:EX 
Subject: Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

May 1, 2018 

Honourable George Heyman 
Minister of Environment & Climate Change Strategy 
The Executive Council Victoria 
PO Box 9063 
Victoria BC V8W9E2 

Dear Minister Heyman: 

Re: Tetrahedron Provincial Park Public Open House in Sechelt 

I am protesting the sham process to engage public opinion on the proposed deletion of Tetrahedron 
Provincial Park as a Class A park or the alternative option which is the gutting of the park by 
removing Chapman and Edwards lakes. I call it a sham process because (1) there is no option to 
retain the park as is, (2) the cowardly way in which BC Parks has attempted to minimize public 
involvement. It strongly suggests that Minister Heyman and his leading bureaucrat, Mr. Jim Standen 
have already made a decision to accede to the pressure exerted by the Sunshine Coast Regional 
District to declassify Tetrahedron as a Class A park. It is shameful abdication of the duty for 
comprehensive public consultation and a scandalous betrayal of the public trust. 

Mr. Standen disingenuously says it is a misunderstanding that lands would be deleted from 
Tetrahedron. Rather, they would be "re-designated" but under the Environment and Land Use Act as 
a "protected area." That is sophistry on Mr. Standen's part. If it is an equivalent designation then why 
have Class A provincial parks? The Environment and Land Use Act allows all manner of resource 
development whereas the Park Act doesn't. Perhaps Mr. Standen is misleading the public at the 
behest of the NDP government. The government realizes it is a potentially damaging and 
inflammatory issue that conflicts with the green credentials it tries to cloak itself in and hopes to 
quickly sweep the issue under the rug before there is public reaction. 

I would suggest that the Minister has been briefed by the SCRD on the proposed benefits of its 
proposal and been given assurance that the environmental damage is acceptable. Myself and others 
totally disagree. The SCRD has embarked on environmental misadventure with its proposal. I would 



even venture the case that your actions in this matter will eventually lead to the roading and logging 
of Tetrahedron and its old growth forests. I bring to your attention the plan prepared by Dayton & 
Knight Consulting Engineers in 2007, that was commissioned by the SCRO, to raise the dam on 
Chapman Lake by an additional four meters. The option to raise the dam was saddled with two 
major problems. (1) It is located in a provincial park and there would be land use and permitting 
issues inside a provincial park. (2) The core material and concrete for the dam would need to be 
imported from outside the park. Without road access, material would have to be delivered by air. The 
plan was updated in 2013 by AECOM Canada Ltd. Declassification of the park to a protected area 
would mean that a road could be built without going through a permitting process in a provincial 
park. The new dam would be 4 meters higher and would flood an additional 5.6 hectares of old 
growth forest, which would be logged. 

I can assure you that will become the legacy of the BC NOP - promoting unbridled urban sprawl of 
luxury homes in the SCRO, contributing to the housing affordability crisis and the destruction of lakes 
and wild salmon. 

BC Parks has given insufficient time to adequately engage public opinion. The single open house 
scheduled in Sechelt next week does not give Metro Vancouver residents a fair hearing. 
Tetrahedron is a regionally important provincial park. It is the only reason for many Metro residents 
to make the ferry trip to the Sunshine Coast. 

BC Parks in its website says the SCRO is proposing to enhance the community water supply. It 
makes no mention that the first option is to remove the entire park from the park system. The second 
option is to gut it. It presents no third option - preservation of the park, as is without additional park 
use permits or water licenses. 

I call on the Minister to shut down the sham process and properly engage the public, including Metro 
residents, and present a third option, which is the status quo. 

s.22 



From: s.22 

To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

May 1, 2018 

Min.ister, ENV ENV:EX [ENV.Minister@gov.bc.ca]; Standen, Jim ENV:EX [Jim.Standen@gov.bc.ca] 
Tetrahedron Provincial Park 
Tuesday, May 01, 2018 20:05: 14 

Honourable George Heyman 
Minister of Environment & Climate Change Strategy 
The Executive Council Victoria 
PO Box 9063 
Victoria BC V8W9E2 

Dear Minister Heyman: 

Re: Tetrahedron Provincial Park Public Open House in Sechelt 

I am protesting the sham process to engage public opinion on the proposed deletion of Tetrahedron Provincial Park as a Class A 
park or the alternative option which is the gutting of the park by removing Chapman and Edwards lakes. I call it a sham process 
because (1) there is no option to retain the park as is, (2) the cowardly way in which BC Parks has attempted to minimize public 
involvement. It strongly suggests that Minister Heyman and his leading bureaucrat, Mr. Jim Standen have already made a decision 
to accede to the pressure exerted by the Sunshine Coast Regional District to declassify Tetrahedron as a Class A park. It is 
shameful abdication of the duty for comprehensive public consultation and a scandalous betrayal of the public trust. 

Mr. Standen disingenuously says it is a misunderstanding that lands would be deleted from Tetrahedron. Rather, they would be 
"re-designated" but under the Environment and Land Use Act as a "protected area." That is sophistry on Mr. Standen's part. If it is 
an equivalent designation then why have Class A provincial parks? The Environment and Land Use Act allows all manner of 
resource development whereas the Park Act doesn't. Perhaps Mr. Standen is misleading the public at the behest of the NOP 
government. The government realizes it is a potentially damaging and inflammatory issue that conflicts with the green credentials it 
tries to cloak itself in and hopes to quickly sweep the issue under the rug before there is public reaction. 

I would suggest that the Minister has been briefed by the SCRO on the proposed benefits of its proposal and been given assurance 
that the environmental damage is acceptable. Myself and others totally disagree. The SCRO has embarked on environmental 
misadventure with its proposal. I would even venture the case that your actions in this matter will eventually lead to the roading and 
logging of Tetrahedron and its old growth forests. I bring to your attention the plan prepared by Dayton & Knight Consulting 
Engineers in 2007, that was commissioned by the SCRO, to raise the dam on Chapman Lake by an additional four meters. The 
option to raise the dam was saddled with two major problems. (1) It is located in a provincial park and there would be land use and 
permitting issues inside a provincial park. (2) The core material and concrete for the dam would need to be imported from outside 
the park. Without road access, material would have to be delivered by air. The plan was updated in 2013 by AECOM Canada Ltd. 
Declassification of the park to a protected area would mean that a road could be built without going through a permitting process in 
a provincial park. The new dam would be 4 meters higher and would flood an additional 5.6 hectares of old growth forest, which 
would be logged. 

I can assure you that will become the legacy of the BC NOP - promoting unbridled urban sprawl of luxury homes in the SCRO, 
contributing to the housing affordability crisis and the destruction of lakes and wild salmon. 

BC Parks has given insufficient time to adequately engage public opinion. The single open house scheduled in Sechelt next week 
does not give Metro Vancouver residents a fair hearing. Tetrahedron is a regionally important provincial park. It is the only reason 
for many Metro residents to make the ferry trip to the Sunshine Coast. 

BC Parks in its website says the SCRO is proposing to enhance the community water supply. It makes no mention that the first 
option is to remove the entire park from the park system. The second option is to gut it. It presents no third option - preservation of 
the park, as is without additional park use permits or water licenses. 

I call on the Minister to shut down the sham process and properly engage the public, including Metro residents, and present a third 
option, which is the status quo. 

s .22 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Koropecky, Maria ENV:EX [) 
s.22 
RE: 315777 Proposed changes to Tetrahedron Park 
Wednesday, May 02, 2018 15:09:50 

Reference: 315777 

May 2, 2018 

s.22 

Thank you for your email of April 29, 2018, regarding the proposed changes to Tetrahedron 
Provincial Park. 

Let me begin by acknowledging and thanking you for your strong commitment to Tetrahedron 
Park as well as the broader BC Parks system. You clearly care deeply about BC's natural spaces. 
With respect to Tetrahedron Park, it may be helpful to summarise the history of this particular 
park and the associated management plan for the park (the Management Plan) as this is germane 
to the cun-ent issues around the Sunshine Coast Regional District's (SCRD) domestic water 
supply. 

A park management plan is a document that outlines the vision and direction for a protected area. 
This will include direction on the types, location and threshold of uses and activities appropriate 
within different parts of a protected area including appropriate levels of visitor use and facility 
development. Management plans are the result of a well-established management planning 
process that see plans developed with input from First Nations, local governments, the public and 
other interest groups. 

Tetrahedron Park was established in 1995 to protect the integrity of the SCRD's community 
watershed and preserve the significant wilderness, natural and recreational values of the area. As 
I am sure you are aware, the Chapman Lake watershed is a managed system, with the regional 
district having built dams on Chapman Lake in 1978 and Edwards Lake in 1991 to allow for 
additional storage. In recognition of the historic importance of the Chapman Lake watershed as a 
domestic water supply, the 1997 Tetrahedron Park Management Plan emphasizes the ongoing 
use of the watershed for domestic water and restricts recreational use to only limited camping 
and backcountry recreation. For example, the Management Plan identifies the "roles of 
Tetrahedron Provincial Park are to maintain and enhance the area's water quality and community 
watersheds for Sunshine Coast residents and preserve its wilderness characteristics by offering 
limited backcountry recreation opportunities." The Management Plan also states: "Government, 
upon park designation, made a commitment to allow for continued management and 
enhancement of the Chapman/Gray Creek watersheds as future community water supply sources 
for the Sunshine Coast residents. However, the Park Act does not allow for improvements to 
existing watershed infrastructure in the park, and new methods of land designation must be 



reviewed in order to permit this type of non-conforming use with Tetrahedron Provincial Park." 

In response to the significant droughts in 2015 and 2017, the SCRO has developed a long-term 
drinking water supply strategy which includes the implementation of demand management and 
the development of several longer-term water supply options as well as enhancements to the 
Chapman Lake infrastructure. In support of their plan, SCRO has submitted an application to BC 
Parks for authorization to install permanent piping in Chapman Lake and increase the allowable 
drawdown of the lake. If the permanent works are to be allowed, redesignation of part of or the 
entire park to another protection designation will be needed, which requires an Act of the 
Legislature. While there are some in the community who may take issue with the decision of the 
SCRD to pursue the request, BC Parks is not in a position to revisit or question the decisions of 
the duly elected board of the regional district. 

BC Parks initiation of the process prescribed in the Management Plan should not be interpreted 
as BC Parks support for changes to Tetrahedron Park, but rather a matter of adhering to the 
commitments made at the time the park was established and reiterated in the Management Plan. 
BC Parks has the same level of commitment to Tetrahedron Park as we do to any other park or 
protected area in our system and will strive to limit any impacts to the greatest extent possible. 
At the same time, the Ministry is committed to ensuring that the residents of the Sunshine Coast 
have access to a safe and adequate water supply. In the long-term, BC Parks expects to see the 
regional district develop out-of-park options that will contribute to sustaining the long-term 
water supply for the community and that will reduce the reliance on Chapman Creek as a water 
supply. 

In seeking out a designation option to enable the currently proposed works, BC Parks would not 
support any option that would see a reduction in the overall area under protection. What would 
be required is a full or partial redesignation to another protected area status. Through 
redesignation BC Parks will be able to issue the necessary permits while ensuring that there is no 
overall loss of protected area and be able to manage the redesignated area consistent with the 
management of the current Tetrahedron Park. In order to further safeguard Chapman Lake, BC 
Parks will ensure that permit conditions restrict the use of any additional capacity to limited 
emergency use and that other out of park solutions to reduce future dependence on Chapman 
Lake water are developed. 

As identified by the Park Management Plan, BC Parks is preparing to initiate a 30 day public 
consultation process, the intent of which will be to solicit public input on redesignation options 
for consideration by the Province. The consultation process will "kick off' with a Public Open 
House on the evening of May 2nd followed by an open comment period, with written comments 
welcomed both directly and via the BC Parks website. A second Open House is being planned 
for later in May to ensure that all voices have an opportunity to be heard. Unfortunately, there is 
an impression in the public that there are only two options to be considered when in fact any and 
all suggestions for options consistent with the Park Act, the Tetrahedron Park Management Plan, 
and the protection of public health and park values are encouraged. Feedback from the 
consultation will provide a clearer indication of the best options moving forward. 

Thank you again for writing to express your concerns. I hope that you will participate in the 



upcoming consultation and if you have any further questions or concerns, please feel free to 
write me again. 

Sincerely, 

Jim Standen 
Assistant Deputy Minister 

From: s.22 
Sent: Sunday, Apri l 29, 201 8 2:51 PM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Cc: Standen,Jim ENV: EX 
Subject: 315777 Proposed changes to Tetrahedron Park 

Honourable George Heyman 
Minister of Environment & Climate Change Strategy 
The Executive Council Victoria 
PO Box 9063 
Victoria BC V8W9E2 

Dear Minister Heyman: 

I am protesting the proposed deletion of Tetrahedron Provincial Park as a 
Class A park or the alternative option which is the gutting of the park by 
removing Chapman and Edwards lakes. This process is deeply flawed 
because (1) there is no option to retain the park as is, (2) the way in which 
BC Parks has attempted to minimize public involvement. It strongly 
suggests that Minister Heyman and his leading bureaucrat, Mr. Jim 
Standen have already made a decision to accede to the pressure exerted 
by the Sunshine Coast Regional District to declassify Tetrahedron as a 
Class A park. It is an abdication of the duty for comprehensive public 
consultation and a betrayal of the public trust. 

Mr. Standen disingenuously says it is a misunderstanding that lands would 
be deleted from Tetrahedron. Rather, they would be "re-designated" but 
under the Environment and Land Use Act as a "protected area." which 
allows all manner of resource development whereas the Park Act 
doesn't.The government probably realizes it is a potentially damaging issue 
that would conflict with the green credentials that it claims to represent and 
hopes to quickly sweep the issue under the rug before there is a strong 



public reaction. 

The SCRO has embarked on environmental misadventure with its proposal 
that would eventually lead to the reading and logging of Tetrahedron and its 
old growth forests. I bring to your attention the plan prepared by Dayton & 
Knight Consulting Engineers in 2007, that was commissioned by the 
SCRO, to raise the dam on Chapman Lake by an additional four meters. 
The option to raise the dam was saddled with two major problems. (1) It is 
located in a provincial park and there would be land use and permitting 
issues inside a provincial park. (2) The core material and concrete for the 
dam would need to be imported from outside the park. Without road 
access, material would have to be delivered by air. The plan was updated 
in 2013 by AECOM Canada Ltd. Declassification of the park to a protected 
area would mean that a road could be built without going through a 
permitting process in a provincial park. The new dam would be four meters 
higher and would flood an additional 5.6 hectares of old growth forest, 
which would be logged. 

Is it the legacy of the BC NOP to promote unnecessary urban sprawl of 
luxury homes in the SCRO as well as contributing to the housing 
affordability crisis and the destruction of lakes and wild areas of BC. 

BC Parks has given insufficient time to adequately engage public opinion. 
The single open house scheduled in Sechelt next week does not give 
Metro Vancouver residents a fair hearing. Tetrahedron is a regionally 
important provincial park. It is the only reason for many Metro residents to 
make the ferry trip to the Sunshine Coast. 

BC Parks in its website says the SCRO is proposing to enhance the 
community water supply. It makes no mention that the first option is to 
remove the entire park from the park system. The second option is to gut it. 
It presents no third option - preservation of the park, as is without 
additional park use permits or water licenses. 

I call on the Minister to shut down this process and properly engage the 
public, including Metro residents, and present a third option, which is the 
status quo. 

s.22 



From: 
To: 
CC: 
Sub,ject: 
Date: 

s.22 

Min.ister, ENV ENV:EX [ENV.Minister@gov.bc.ca] 
Standen, Jim ENV:EX [Jim.Standen@gov.bc.ca] 
315777 Proposed changes to Tetrahedron Park 
Sunday, April 29, 2018 14:5 1 :26 

Honourable George Heyman 
Minister of Environment & Climate Change Strategy 
The Executive Council Victoria 
PO Box 9063 
Victoria BC V8W9E2 

Dear Minister Heyman: 

I am protesting the proposed deletion of Tetrahedron Provincial Park as a 
Class A park or the alternative option which is the gutting of the park by 
removing Chapman and Edwards lakes. This process is deeply flawed 
because (1) there is no option to retain the park as is, (2) the way in which 
BC Parks has attempted to minimize public involvement. It strongly 
suggests that Minister Heyman and his leading bureaucrat, Mr. Jim 
Standen have already made a decision to accede to the pressure exerted 
by the Sunshine Coast Regional District to declassify Tetrahedron as a 
Class A park. It is an abdication of the duty for comprehensive public 
consultation and a betrayal of the public trust. 

Mr. Standen disingenuously says it is a misunderstanding that lands would 
be deleted from Tetrahedron. Rather, they would be "re-designated" but 
under the Environment and Land Use Act as a "protected area." which 
allows all manner of resource development whereas the Park Act 
doesn't.The government probably realizes it is a potentially damaging issue 
that would conflict with the green credentials that it claims to represent and 
hopes to quickly sweep the issue under the rug before there is a strong 
public reaction. 

The SCRO has embarked on environmental misadventure with its proposal 
that would eventually lead to the reading and logging of Tetrahedron and its 
old growth forests. I bring to your attention the plan prepared by Dayton & 
Knight Consulting Engineers in 2007, that was commissioned by the 
SCRO, to raise the dam on Chapman Lake by an additional four meters. 
The option to raise the dam was saddled with two major problems. (1) It is 
located in a provincial park and there would be land use and permitting 
issues inside a provincial park. (2) The core material and concrete for the 



dam would need to be imported from outside the park. Without road 
access, material would have to be delivered by air. The plan was updated 
in 2013 by AECOM Canada Ltd. Declassification of the park to a protected 
area would mean that a road could be built without going through a 
permitting process in a provincial park. The new dam would be four meters 
higher and would flood an additional 5.6 hectares of old growth forest, 
which would be logged. 

Is it the legacy of the BC NOP to promote unnecessary urban sprawl of 
luxury homes in the SCRO as well as contributing to the housing 
affordability crisis and the destruction of lakes and wild areas of BC. 

BC Parks has given insufficient time to adequately engage public opinion. 
The single open house scheduled in Sechelt next week does not give 
Metro Vancouver residents a fair hearing. Tetrahedron is a regionally 
important provincial park. It is the only reason for many Metro residents to 
make the ferry trip to the Sunshine Coast. 

BC Parks in its website says the SCRO is proposing to enhance the 
community water supply. It makes no mention that the first option is to 
remove the entire park from the park system. The second option is to gut it. 
It presents no third option - preservation of the park, as is without 
additional park use permits or water licenses. 

I call on the Minister to shut down this process and properly engage the 
public, including Metro residents, and present a third option, which is the 
status quo. 

s.22 



From: s.22 
To: Heyman.MLA, George LASS:EX [George.Hey111an.MLA@leg.bc.ca]; Standen, Jim ENY:EX 
[Jim.Standen@gov.bc.ca]; Minister, ENV ENV:EX [ENV.Minister@gov.bc.ca] 
Sub,ject: 315780 Tetrahedron Provincial Park Public Open House in Sechelt 
Date: Sunday, April 29, 2018 12:17:06 

April 29, 2018 

Honourable George Heyman 
Minister of Environment & Climate Change Strategy 
The Executive Council Victoria 
PO Box 9063 
Victoria BC V8W9E2 

Dear Minister Heyman: 

Re: Tetrahedron Provincial Park Public Open House in Sechelt 

I am protesting the sham process to engage public opinion on the proposed deletion of 
Tetrahedron Provincial Park as a Class A park or the alternative option which is the gutting of 
the park by removing Chapman and Edwards lakes. I call it a sham process because (1) there is 
no option to retain the park as is, (2) the cowardly way in which BC Parks has attempted to 
minimize public involvement. It strongly suggests that Minister Heyman and his leading 
bureaucrat, Mr. Jim Standen have already made a decision to accede to the pressure exerted by 
the Sunshine Coast Regional District to declassify Tetrahedron as a Class A park. It is shameful 
abdication of the duty for comprehensive public consultation and a scandalous betrayal of the 
public trust. 

Mr. Standen disingenuously says it is a misunderstanding that lands would be deleted from 
Tetrahedron. Rather, they would be "re-designated" but under the Environment and Land Use 
Act as a "protected area." That is sophistry on Mr. Standen's part. If it is an equivalent 
designation then why have Class A provincial parks? The Environment and Land Use Act allows 
all manner of resource development whereas the Park Act doesn't. Perhaps Mr. Standen is 
misleading the public at the behest of the NDP government. The government realizes it is a 
potentially damaging and inflammatory issue that conflicts with the green credentials it tries to 
cloak itself in and hopes to quickly sweep the issue under the rug before there is public reaction. 

I would suggest that the Minister has been briefed by the SCRD on the proposed benefits of its 
proposal and been given assurance that the environmental damage is acceptable. Myself and 
others totally disagree. The SCRD has embarked on environmental misadventure with its 
proposal. I would even venture the case that your actions in this matter will eventually lead to the 
roading and logging of Tetrahedron and its old growth forests. I bring to your attention the plan 
prepared by Dayton & Knight Consulting Engineers in 2007, that was commissioned by the 
SCRD, to raise the dam on Chapman Lake by an additional four meters. The option to raise the 
dam was saddled with two major problems. (1) It is located in a provincial park and there would 



be land use and permitting issues inside a provincial park. (2) The core material and concrete for 
the dam would need to be imported from outside the park. Without road access, material would 
have to be delivered by air. The plan was updated in 2013 by AECOM Canada Ltd. 
Declassification of the park to a protected area would mean that a road could be built without 
going through a permitting process in a provincial park. The new dam would be 4 meters higher 
and would flood an additional 5.6 hectares of old growth forest, which would be logged. 

I can assure you that will become the legacy of the BC NDP - promoting unbridled urban 
sprawl of luxury homes in the SCRD, contributing to the housing affordability crisis and the 
destruction of lakes and wild salmon. 

BC Parks has given insuffic ient time to adequately engage public opinion. The single open house 
scheduled in Sechelt next week does not give Metro Vancouver residents a fair hearing. 
Tetrahedron is a regionally important provincial park. It is the only reason for many Metro 
residents to make the ferry trip to the Sunshine Coast. 

BC Parks in its website says the SCRD is proposing to enhance the community water supply. It 
makes no mention that the first option is to remove the entire park from the park system. The 
second option is to gut it. It presents no third option - preservation of the park, as is without 
additional park use permits or water licenses. 

I call on the Minister to shut down the sham process and properly engage the public, including 
Metro residents, and present a third option, which is the status quo. 

s.22 

Website: https://backcountrybc.ca 

Facebook: https://www.facebook.com/groups/backcountrybc/ 

cc: Jim Standen, Assistant Deputy Minister, BC Parks and Conservation Officer Service Division 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Koropecky, Maria ENV:EX [) 
s.22 
RE: 315780 Tetrahedron Provincial Park Public Open House in Sechelt 
Wednesday, May 02, 2018 15:15:55 

Reference: 315780 

May 2, 2018 

s.22 

Email:5
·
22 

Dears.22 

Thank you for your email of April 29, 2018, regarding the proposed changes to Tetrahedron 
Provincial Park. 

Let me begin by acknowledging and thanking you for your strong commitment to Tetrahedron 
Park as well as the broader BC Parks system. You clearly care deeply about BC's natural spaces. 
With respect to Tetrahedron Park, it may be helpful to summarise the history of this particular 
park and the associated management plan for the park (the Management Plan) as this is germane 
to the cun-ent issues around the Sunshine Coast Regional District's (SCRD) domestic water 
supply. 

A park management plan is a document that outlines the vision and direction for a protected area. 
This will include direction on the types, location and threshold of uses and activities appropriate 
within different parts of a protected area including appropriate levels of visitor use and facility 
development. Management plans are the result of a well-established management planning 
process that see plans developed with input from First Nations, local governments, the public and 
other interest groups. 

Tetrahedron Park was established in 1995 to protect the integrity of the SCRD's community 
watershed and preserve the significant wilderness, natural and recreational values of the area. As 
I am sure you are aware, the Chapman Lake watershed is a managed system, with the regional 
district having built dams on Chapman Lake in 1978 and Edwards Lake in 1991 to allow for 
additional storage. In recognition of the historic importance of the Chapman Lake watershed as a 
domestic water supply, the 1997 Tetrahedron Park Management Plan emphasizes the ongoing 
use of the watershed for domestic water and restricts recreational use to only limited camping 
and backcountry recreation. For example, the Management Plan identifies the "roles of 
Tetrahedron Provincial Park are to maintain and enhance the area's water quality and community 
watersheds for Sunshine Coast residents and preserve its wilderness characteristics by offering 
limited backcountry recreation opportunities." The Management Plan also states: "Government, 
upon park designation, made a commitment to allow for continued management and 
enhancement of the Chapman/Gray Creek watersheds as future community water supply sources 
for the Sunshine Coast residents. However, the Park Act does not allow for improvements to 
existing watershed infrastructure in the park, and new methods of land designation must be 



reviewed in order to permit this type of non-conforming use with Tetrahedron Provincial Park." 

In response to the significant droughts in 2015 and 2017, the SCRO has developed a long-term 
drinking water supply strategy which includes the implementation of demand management and 
the development of several longer-term water supply options as well as enhancements to the 
Chapman Lake infrastructure. In support of their plan, SCRO has submitted an application to BC 
Parks for authorization to install permanent piping in Chapman Lake and increase the allowable 
drawdown of the lake. If the permanent works are to be allowed, redesignation of part of or the 
entire park to another protection designation will be needed, which requires an Act of the 
Legislature. While there are some in the community who may take issue with the decision of the 
SCRD to pursue the request, BC Parks is not in a position to revisit or question the decisions of 
the duly elected board of the regional district. 

BC Parks initiation of the process prescribed in the Management Plan should not be interpreted 
as BC Parks support for changes to Tetrahedron Park, but rather a matter of adhering to the 
commitments made at the time the park was established and reiterated in the Management Plan. 
BC Parks has the same level of commitment to Tetrahedron Park as we do to any other park or 
protected area in our system and will strive to limit any impacts to the greatest extent possible. 
At the same time, the Ministry is committed to ensuring that the residents of the Sunshine Coast 
have access to a safe and adequate water supply. In the long-term, BC Parks expects to see the 
regional district develop out-of-park options that will contribute to sustaining the long-term 
water supply for the community and that will reduce the reliance on Chapman Creek as a water 
supply. 

In seeking out a designation option to enable the currently proposed works, BC Parks would not 
support any option that would see a reduction in the overall area under protection. What would 
be required is a full or partial redesignation to another protected area status. Through 
redesignation BC Parks will be able to issue the necessary permits while ensuring that there is no 
overall loss of protected area and be able to manage the redesignated area consistent with the 
management of the current Tetrahedron Park. In order to further safeguard Chapman Lake, BC 
Parks will ensure that permit conditions restrict the use of any additional capacity to limited 
emergency use and that other out of park solutions to reduce future dependence on Chapman 
Lake water are developed. 

As identified by the Park Management Plan, BC Parks is preparing to initiate a 30 day public 
consultation process, the intent of which will be to solicit public input on redesignation options 
for consideration by the Province. The consultation process will "kick off' with a Public Open 
House on the evening of May 2nd followed by an open comment period, with written comments 
welcomed both directly and via the BC Parks website. A second Open House is being planned 
for later in May to ensure that all voices have an opportunity to be heard. Unfortunately, there is 
an impression in the public that there are only two options to be considered when in fact any and 
all suggestions for options consistent with the Park Act, the Tetrahedron Park Management Plan, 
and the protection of public health and park values are encouraged. Feedback from the 
consultation will provide a clearer indication of the best options moving forward. 

Thank you again for writing to express your concerns. I hope that you will participate in the 



upcoming consultation and if you have any further questions or concerns, please feel free to 
write me again. 

Sincerely, 

Jim Standen 
Assistant Deputy Minister 

Frorr s.22 
Sent: Sunday, April 29, 2018 12:17 PM 
To: Heyman.MLA, George LASS:EX; Standen,Jim ENV:EX; Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Subject: 315780 Tetrahedron Provincial Park Public Open House in Sechelt 

April 29, 2018 

Honourable George Heyman 
Minister of Environment & Climate Change Strategy 
The Executive Council Victoria 
PO Box 9063 
Victoria BC V8W9E2 

Dear Minister Heyman: 

Re: Tetrahedron Provincial Park Public Open House in Sechelt 

I am protesting the sham process to engage public opinion on the proposed deletion of 
Tetrahedron Provincial Park as a Class A park or the alternative option which is the gutting of 
the park by removing Chapman and Edwards lakes. I call it a sham process because (l) there is 
no option to retain the park as is, (2) the cowardly way in which BC Parks has attempted to 
minimize public involvement. It strongly suggests that Minister Heyman and his leading 
bureaucrat, Mr. Jim Standen have already made a decision to accede to the pressure exerted by 
the Sunshine Coast Regional District to declassify Tetrahedron as a Class A park. It is shameful 
abdication of the duty for comprehensive public consultation and a scandalous betrayal of the 
public trust. 

Mr. Standen disingenuously says it is a misunderstanding that lands would be deleted from 
Tetrahedron. Rather, they would be "re-designated" but under the Environment and Land Use 
Act as a "protected area." That is sophistry on Mr. Standen's part. If it is an equivalent 
designation then why have Class A provincial parks? The Environment and Land Use Act allows 
all manner of resource development whereas the Park Act doesn't. Perhaps Mr. Standen is 
misleading the public at the behest of the NOP government. The government realizes it is a 
potentially damaging and inflammatory issue that conflicts with the green credentials it tries to 
cloak itself in and hopes to quickly sweep the issue under the rug before there is public reaction. 



s.22 

I would suggest that the Minister has been briefed by the SCRD on the proposed benefits of its 
proposal and been given assurance that the environmental damage is acceptable. Myself and 
others totally disagree. The SCRD has embarked on environmental misadventure with its 
proposal. I would even venture the case that your actions in this matter will eventually lead to the 
roading and logging of Tetrahedron and its old growth forests. I bring to your attention the plan 
prepared by Dayton & Knight Consulting Engineers in 2007, that was commissioned by the 
SCRD, to raise the dam on Chapman Lake by an additional four meters. The option to raise the 
dam was saddled with two major problems. (1) It is located in a provincial park and there would 
be land use and permitting issues inside a provincial park. (2) The core material and concrete for 
the dam would need to be imported from outside the park. Without road access, material would 
have to be delivered by air. The plan was updated in 2013 by AECOM Canada Ltd. 
Declassification of the park to a protected area would mean that a road could be built without 
going through a permitting process in a provincial park. The new dam would be 4 meters higher 
and would flood an additional 5.6 hectares of old growth forest, which would be logged. 

I can assure you that will become the legacy of the BC NDP - promoting unbridled urban 
sprawl of luxury homes in the SCRD, contributing to the housing affordability crisis and the 
destruction of lakes and wild salmon. 

BC Parks has given insufficient time to adequately engage public opinion. The single open house 
scheduled in Sechelt next week does not give Metro Vancouver residents a fair hearing. 
Tetrahedron is a regionally important provincial park. It is the only reason for many Metro 
residents to make the ferry trip to the Sunshine Coast. 

BC Parks in its website says the SCRD is proposing to enhance the community water supply. It 
makes no mention that the first option is to remove the entire park from the park system. The 
second option is to gut it. It presents no third option - preservation of the park, as is without 
additional park use permits or water licenses. 

I call on the Minister to shut down the sham process and properly engage the public, including 
Metro residents, and present a third option, which is the status quo. 

Website: https://backcountrybc.ca 

Facebook: https://www.facebook.com/groups/backcountrybc/ 

cc: Jim Standen, Assistant Deputy Minister, BC Parks and Conservation Officer Service Division 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Koropecky, Maria ENV:EX [) 
s.22 
RE: 315784 Tetrahedron Park community water supply "enhancement" issues 
Wednesday, May 02, 2018 15:24:09 

Reference: 315784 

May 2, 2018 

s.22 

Thank you for your email of April 30, 2018, regarding Tetrahedron Park. 

Let me begin by acknowledging and thanking you for your strong commitment to Tetrahedron 
Park as well as the broader BC Parks system. You clearly care deeply about BC's natural spaces. 
With respect to Tetrahedron Park, it may be helpful to summarise the history of this particular 
park and the associated management plan for the park (the Management Plan) as this is germane 
to the current issues around the Sunshine Coast Regional District's (SCRO) domestic water 
supply. 

A park management plan is a document that outlines the vision and direction for a protected area. 
This will include direction on the types, location and threshold of uses and activities appropriate 
within different parts of a protected area including appropriate levels of visitor use and facility 
development. Management plans are the result of a well-established management planning 
process that see plans developed with input from First Nations, local governments, the public and 
other interest groups. 

Tetrahedron Park was established in 1995 to protect the integrity of the SCRO' s community 
watershed and preserve the significant wilderness, natural and recreational values of the area. As 
I am sure you are aware, the Chapman Lake watershed is a managed system, with the regional 
district having built dams on Chapman Lake in 1978 and Edwards Lake in 1991 to allow for 
additional storage. In recognition of the historic importance of the Chapman Lake watershed as a 
domestic water supply, the 1997 Tetrahedron Park Management Plan emphasizes the ongoing 
use of the watershed for domestic water and restricts recreational use to only limited camping 
and backcountry recreation. For example, the Management Plan identifies the "roles of 
Tetrahedron Provincial Park are to maintain and enhance the area's water quality and community 
watersheds for Sunshine Coast residents and preserve its wilderness characteristics by offering 
limited backcountry recreation opportunities." The Management Plan also states: "Government, 
upon park designation, made a commitment to allow for continued management and 
enhancement of the Chapman/Gray Creek watersheds as future community water supply sources 
for the Sunshine Coast residents. However, the Park Act does not allow for improvements to 
existing watershed infrastructure in the park, and new methods of land designation must be 
reviewed in order to permit this type of non-conforming use with Tetrahedron Provincial Park." 



In response to the significant droughts in 2015 and 2017, the SCRO has developed a long-term 
drinking water supply strategy which includes the implementation of demand management and 
the development of several longer-term water supply options as well as enhancements to the 
Chapman Lake infrastructure. In support of their plan, SCRO has submitted an application to BC 
Parks for authorization to install permanent piping in Chapman Lake and increase the allowable 
drawdown of the lake. If the permanent works are to be allowed, redesignation of part of or the 
entire park to another protection designation will be needed, which requires an Act of the 
Legislature. While there are some in the community who may take issue with the decision of the 
SCRO to pursue the request, BC Parks is not in a position to revisit or question the decisions of 
the duly elected board of the regional district. 

BC Parks initiation of the process prescribed in the Management Plan should not be interpreted 
as BC Parks support for changes to Tetrahedron Park, but rather a matter of adhering to the 
commitments made at the time the park was established and reiterated in the Management Plan. 
BC Parks has the same level of commitment to Tetrahedron Park as we do to any other park or 
protected area in our system and will strive to limit any impacts to the greatest extent possible. 
At the same time, the Ministry is committed to ensuring that the residents of the Sunshine Coast 
have access to a safe and adequate water supply. In the long-term, BC Parks expects to see the 
regional district develop out-of-park options that will contribute to sustaining the long-term 
water supply for the community and that will reduce the reliance on Chapman Creek as a water 
supply. 

In seeking out a designation option to enable the cunently proposed works, BC Parks would not 
support any option that would see a reduction in the overall area under protection. What would 
be required is a full or partial redesignation to another protected area status. Through 
redesignation BC Parks will be able to issue the necessary permits while ensuring that there is no 
overall loss of protected area and be able to manage the redesignated area consistent with the 
management of the cunent Tetrahedron Park. In order to further safeguard Chapman Lake, BC 
Parks will ensure that permit conditions restrict the use of any additional capacity to limited 
emergency use and that other out of park solutions to reduce future dependence on Chapman 
Lake water are developed. 

As identified by the Park Management Plan, BC Parks is preparing to initiate a 30 day public 
consultation process, the intent of which will be to solicit public input on redesignation options 
for consideration by the Province. The consultation process will "kick off' with a Public Open 
House on the evening of May 2nd followed by an open comment period, with written comments 
welcomed both directly and via the BC Parks website. A second Open House is being planned 
for later in May to ensure that all voices have an opportunity to be heard. Unfortunately, there is 
an impression in the public that there are only two options to be considered when in fact any and 
all suggestions for options consistent with the Park Act, the Tetrahedron Park Management Plan, 
and the protection of public health and park values are encouraged. Feedback from the 
consultation will provide a clearer indication of the best options moving forward. 

Thank you again for writing to express your concerns. I hope that you will participate in the 
upcoming consultation and if you have any further questions or concerns, please feel free to 



write me again. 

Sincerely, 

Jim Standen 
Assistant Deputy Minister 

From: s.22 
Date: April 30, 2018 at 4:33:00 PM PDT 
To: "env.minister@gov.bc.ca" <env.minister@gov.bc.ca>, "jim.standen@gov.bc.ca" 
<jim.standen@gov.bc.ca> 
Subject: Tetrahedron Park community water supply "enhancement" issues 

Dear Minister Heyman: 

Re: Tetrahedron Provincial Park Public Open House in Sechelt 

I am protesting the sham process to engage public opinion on the proposed deletion of Tetrahedron 
Provincial Park as a Class A park or the alternative option which is the gutting of the park by 
removing Chapman and Edwards lakes. I call it a sham process because (1) there is no option to 
retain the park as is, (2) the cowardly way in which BC Parks has attempted to minimize public 
involvement. It strongly suggests that Minister Heyman and his leading bureaucrat, Mr. Jim Standen 
have already made a decision to accede to the pressure exerted by the Sunshine Coast Regional 
District to declassify Tetrahedron as a Class A park. It is shameful abdication of the duty for 
comprehensive public consultation and a scandalous betrayal of the public trust. 

Mr. Standen disingenuously says it is a misunderstanding that lands would be deleted from 
Tetrahedron. Rather, they would be "re-designated" but under the Environment and Land Use Act as 
a "protected area." That is sophistry on Mr. Standen's part. If it is an equivalent designation then why 
have Class A provincial parks? The Environment and Land Use Act allows all manner of resource 
development whereas the Park Act doesn't. Perhaps Mr. Standen is misleading the public at the 
behest of the NOP government. The government realizes it is a potentially damaging and 
inflammatory issue that conflicts with the green credentials it tries to cloak itself in and hopes to 
quickly sweep the issue under the rug before there is public reaction. 

I would suggest that the Minister has been briefed by the SCRO on the proposed benefits of its 
proposal and been given assurance that the environmental damage is acceptable. Myself and others 
totally disagree. The SCRO has embarked on environmental misadventure with its proposal. I would 
even venture the case that your actions in this matter will eventually lead to the roading and logging 
of Tetrahedron and its old growth forests. I bring to your attention the plan prepared by Dayton & 
Knight Consulting Engineers in 2007, that was commissioned by the SCRO, to raise the dam on 
Chapman Lake by an additional four meters. The option to raise the dam was saddled with two 
major problems. (1) It is located in a provincial park and there would be land use and permitting 
issues inside a provincial park. (2) The core material and concrete for the dam would need to be 
imported from outside the park. Without road access, material would have to be delivered by air. The 
plan was updated in 2013 by AECOM Canada Ltd. Declassification of the park to a protected area 
would mean that a road could be built without going through a permitting process in a provincial 
park. The new dam would be 4 meters higher and would flood an additional 5.6 hectares of old 
growth forest, which would be logged. 



I can assure you that will become the legacy of the BC NDP - promoting unbridled urban sprawl of 
luxury homes in the SCRD, contributing to the housing affordability crisis and the destruction of lakes 
and wild salmon. 

BC Parks has given insufficient time to adequately engage public opinion. The single open house 
scheduled in Sechelt next week does not give Metro Vancouver residents a fair hearing. 
Tetrahedron is a regionally important provincial park. It is the only reason for many Metro residents 
to make the ferry trip to the Sunshine Coast. 

BC Parks in its website says the SCRD is proposing to enhance the community water supply. It 
makes no mention that the first option is to remove the entire park from the park system. The second 
option is to gut it. It presents no third option - preservation of the park, as is without additional park 
use permits or water licenses. 

I call on the Minister to shut down the sham process and properly engage the public, including Metro 
residents, and present a third option, which is the status quo. 

s.22 

ps: 

Further to all this above, my memories of the NDP government of the nineties include a great 
legacy of increasing parkland in this province, and striving to end clearcutting in BC. The liberals 

of the last 16 years have worked hard to damage that legacy. Please don't continue to build on 
their terrible legacy. A park should mean Protection. Forever. If you guys do this to this park it 

will set a terrible precedent of removing land from parks for industrial and infrastructure uses. 



From: 
To: 
CC: 
Sub,ject: 
Date: 

Standen, Jim ENV:EX [] 
Kennedy, Karla ENV:EX [Karla.Kennedy@gov.bc.ca] 
Koropecky, Maria ENV:EX (Maria.Koropecky@gov.bc.ca] 
315784 Fwd: Tetrahedron Park community water supply "enhancement" issues 
Wednesday, May 02, 20 18 11: 16:25 

One more piece of Tetrahedron correspondence. 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

F s.22 rom 
Date: April 30, 2018 at 4:33:00 PM PDT 
To: "env.minister@gov.bc.ca" <env.minister@gov.bc.ca>, "jim.standen@gov.bc.ca" 
<jim.standen@gov.bc.ca> 
Subject: Tetrahedron Park community water supply "enhancement" issues 

Dear Minister Heyman: 

Re: Tetrahedron Provincial Park Public Open House in Sechelt 

I am protesting the sham process to engage public opinion on the proposed deletion of Tetrahedron Provincial Park as a Class A 
park or the alternative option which is the gutting of the park by removing Chapman and Edwards lakes. I call it a sham process 
because (1) there is no option to retain the park as is, (2) the cowardly way in which BC Parks has attempted to minimize public 
involvement. It strongly suggests that Minister Heyman and his leading bureaucrat, Mr. Jim Standen have already made a decision 
to accede to the pressure exerted by the Sunshine Coast Regional District to declassify Tetrahedron as a Class A park. It is 
shameful abdication of the duty for comprehensive public consultation and a scandalous betrayal of the public trust. 

Mr. Standen disingenuously says it is a misunderstanding that lands would be deleted from Tetrahedron. Rather, they would be 
"re-designated" but under the Environment and Land Use Act as a "protected area." That is sophistry on Mr. Standen's part. If it is 
an equivalent designation then why have Class A provincial parks? The Environment and Land Use Act allows all manner of 
resource development whereas the Park Act doesn't. Perhaps Mr. Standen is misleading the public at the behest of the NOP 
government. The government realizes it is a potentially damaging and inflammatory issue that conflicts with the green credentials it 
tries to cloak itself in and hopes to quickly sweep the issue under the rug before there is public reaction. 

I would suggest that the Minister has been briefed by the SCRO on the proposed benefits of its proposal and been given assurance 
that the environmental damage is acceptable. Myself and others totally disagree. The SCRO has embarked on environmental 
misadventure with its proposal. I would even venture the case that your actions in this matter will eventually lead to the reading and 
logging of Tetrahedron and its old growth forests. I bring to your attention the plan prepared by Dayton & Knight Consulting 
Engineers in 2007, that was commissioned by the SCRO, to raise the dam on Chapman Lake by an additional four meters. The 
option to raise the dam was saddled with two major problems. (1) It is located in a provincial park and there would be land use and 
permitting issues inside a provincial park. (2) The core material and concrete for the dam would need to be imported from outside 
the park. Without road access, material would have to be delivered by air. The plan was updated in 2013 by AECOM Canada Ltd. 
Declassification of the park to a protected area would mean that a road could be built without going through a permitting process in 
a provincial park. The new dam would be 4 meters higher and would flood an additional 5.6 hectares of old growth forest, which 
would be logged. 

I can assure you that will become the legacy of the BC NOP - promoting unbridled urban sprawl of luxury homes in the SCRO, 
contributing to the housing affordability crisis and the destruction of lakes and wild salmon. 

BC Parks has given insufficient time to adequately engage public opinion. The single open house scheduled in Sechelt next week 
does not give Metro Vancouver residents a fair hearing. Tetrahedron is a regionally important provincial park. It is the only reason 
for many Metro residents to make the ferry trip to the Sunshine Coast. 

BC Parks in its website says the SCRO is proposing to enhance the community water supply. It makes no mention that the first 
option is to remove the entire park from the park system. The second option is to gut it. It presents no third option - preservation of 
the park, as is without additional park use permits or water licenses. 

I call on the Minister to shut down the sham process and properly engage the public, including Metro residents, and present a third 
option, which is the status quo. 



s.22 

ps: 
Further to all this above, my memories of the NOP government of the nineties include a 

great legacy of increasing parkland in this province, and striving to end clearcutting in BC. The 
liberals of the last 16 years have worked hard to damage that legacy. Please don't continue to 
build on their terrible legacy. A park should mean Protection. Forever. If you guys do this to this 
park it will set a terrible precedent of removing land from parks for industrial and infrastructure 
uses. 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
'milne@sechelt.ca' (milne@sechelt.ca] 
RE: Public Engagement on Chapman Lake and Tetrahedron Provincial Park 
Friday, June 22, 2018 14:08:13 

Reference: 315939 

June 22, 2018 

His Worship Mayor Bruce Milne 
District of Sechelt 
Email: milne@sechelt.ca 

Dear Mayor Milne: 

Thank you for your letter of April 27, 2018, regarding the public engagement process and 
consideration of re-designation options for Tetrahedron Provincial Park. I apologize for the 
lengthy delay in responding. 

BC Parks has hosted two public open houses to seek input from the communities of the Sunshine 
Coast regarding options being considered to change the designation of Tetrahedron Park. 
Information from those open houses will contribute to enabling the Sunshine Coast Regional 
District (SCRD) to make improvements to the community water supply infrastructure on 
Chapman Lake. Ministry staff are fulfilling the commitment in the Tetrahedron Park 
Management Plan, which states; 

"A number of designation options will be prepared and a decision will be sought that will 
enable BC Parks to authorize the SCRD to enhance and manage the Chapman/Gray 
Creek watersheds within the park for future population needs. A public consultation 
process to review any options proposed by government that may affect the existing park 
status will be implemented." 

The public engagement approach included an open house in Sechelt on May 2, 2018 to initiate a 
30-day public consultation period, followed by a second open house in Roberts Creek on May 
24. Advertisements were posted in the local papers and the meetings were promoted on the BC 
Parks and GovTogetherBC website. For the second open house we went with a later start time 
and a different venue in order to facilitate attendance for working residents, including those who 
commute to the Lower Mainland. Given the high level of interest demonstrated by the large 
turnout at both of the open houses, the public comment period was extended to June 8. 

The open house was designed to facilitate respectful and timely engagement with a large number 
of participants. While some people are comfortable expressing themselves and asking questions 
before a large audience, others find this type of forum intimidating. In order to provide a fair 
opportunity for all participants to ask questions, we went with a facilitated question-and-answer 
panel format. BC Parks staff answered all questions that were submitted, or refen-ed those that 
couldn't be answered to the SCRD for follow up, and the SCRD has since provided responses. 
Those questions and responses will be posted on the BC Parks website. 



Following both open house events, a number of people in attendance approached BC Parks staff 
and expressed their appreciation for the way the event was organized and facilitated. 

We understand that the SCRO is acting on the direction of the duly elected SCRO Board to 
proceed with the application to the Province to seek the authorities required to make 
improvements to the water supply infrastructure at Chapman Lake. 

Regarding the options being explored by BC Parks, the attached document provides additional 
detail about the implications of three potential options for re-designating the park to a different 
protected area status. BC Parks has made it very clear that it is seeking input on these options, 
while also welcoming any other options that are brought forward through the public engagement 
and First Nations consultation processes. Many people have indicated that they do not support 
any of the options presented, preferring that Class A park status be maintained. 

All public input will be compiled into a report and will be considered when a decision whether or 
not to recommend any option is made to Cabinet. If Cabinet decides to support a 
recommendation to re-designate the park, or a portion of the park, the decision would then rest 
with the Legislature. Any change in the status of Tetrahedron Park would not result in the overall 
loss of protected area. 

Thank you again for taking the time to write. 

Sincerely, 

George Heyman 
Minister 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

s .22 

Haberl, Vicki ENV:EX [Vicki.Haberl@gov.bc.ca] 
SCRD and Chapman L1ke - public comment 
Monday, May 28, 2018 13:26:49 

Hello Vicki; This email is regarding your recent public meetings in Sechelt and Roberts Creek which concerns 
access to water supply from Chapman Lake. I would like to make the following points. 
l. There is no shortage of Class A parks in British Columbia (628). Add to this number, conservancies, ecological 
reserves, and many hundreds of municipal parks, and you must agree that the demand for recreational areas is well 
served. 
2. While there is no shortage of parks, there is a shortage of water (only for 2 or 3 Months per year) within the 
Sechelt area. 
3. Any further draw down of Chapman Lake from present levels is only temporary, during any drought 
period--again 2 or 3 months. 
4. Any new dam structure on Chapman Lake could allow the Lake level to be slightly raised (say I metre) which 
would be approximately 250 acre/feet of extra water (81 Million Gallons) which would extend the period before 
draw down would be required, if required at all. This would also be better for fisheries requirements. 
5. Wells providing ground water may prove out to be inexhaustible, which will make the $5 million expenditure at 
Chapman Lake unnecessary altogether for now. 

I hope you will consider these comments in your evaluation of community feed back from your public meetings. 
The amount of visitor traffic to the Tetrahedron would not be impacted by a short term draw down of Chapman 
Lake, if that is what is required to preserve quality of life in the drought stricken area. 

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter. 
Yours truly, s .22 
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From: Heyman.MLA, George [mailto:George.Heyman.MLA@leg.bc.ca] 
Sent: Monday, May 7, 2018 11 :15 AM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Subject: FW: Tetrahedron Provincial Park - Action needed 

From 5 ·22 

Sent: Saturday, April 28, 2018 8:56 AM 
To: Heyman.MLA, George <George.Heyman.MLA@leg.bc.ca> 
Cc: Weaver.MLA, Andrew <Andrew.Weaver.MLA@leg.bc.ca>; 5

·
22 

s.22 

s.22 ·; elizabeth.may@parl.gc.ca; fmcbc@mountainclubs.org; premier@gov.bc.ca 
Subject: Tetrahedron Provincial Park - Action needed 

Email to the Honorable George Heyman, BC-MLA, Vancouver-Fairview: 

Dear George, 
As you are our MLA and Provincial Environment Minister, I am writing to you to express grave 
concerns over threats to Tetrahedron Provincial Park. These threats include the expropriation of 
land for water resource development, the associated legal/policy changes to bypass Provincial 
Park protected status, degredation of natural habitat and environment, and disregard for public 
consultation. I am forwarding you a link to the Federation of Mountain Clubs of BC newsletter 
for more information. It is critical for the Provincial government to uphold and protect protected 
status for Parks. The Sunshine Coast Regional District must engage in meaningful public 
consultation and be willing to entertain other options for sourcing water to meet the demands of 
development. 
We would like to know what your government is doing to protect Tetrahedron Provincial Park 
from SCRD development pressures. 
Respectfully, 

s.22 



From: Standen, Jim ENV:EX [] 
To: Koropecky, Maria ENY:EX [Maria.Koropecky@gov.bc.ca] ; Correspondence Unit ENY:EX 
[Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
CC: Kennedy, Karla ENV:EX [Karla.Kennedy@gov.bc.ca] 
Subject: FW: Tetrahedron Park 
Date: Tuesday, May 08, 2018 13:44:06 
Attachment 1: image00 l.png 

For response using the common response developed for Tetrahedron letters. 

Jim Standen 

Assistant Deputy Minister 
BC Parks I Ministry of Environment 
Telephone: 250-387-1288 
jim.standen@gov.bc.ca 
www.bcparks.ca 

BC Parks has recently launched new speciality plates! Get your BC Parks licence plate today. 

From: s.22 

Sent: Monday, May 7, 2018 7:36 PM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Cc: Standen, Jim ENV:EX 
Subject: Tetrahedron Park 

Honourable George Heyman 

Minister of Environment & Climate Change Strategy 
The Executive Council Victoria 
PO Box 9063 
Victoria BC V8W9E2 

Dear Minister Heyman: 

Re: Tetrahedron Provincial Park Public Open House in Sechelt 

I am protesting the sham process to engage public opinion on the proposed deletion of Tetrahedron 
Provincial Park as a Class A park or the alternative option which is the gutting of the park by 
removing Chapman and Edwards lakes. I call it a sham process because (1) there is no option to 
retain the park as is, (2) the cowardly way in which BC Parks has attempted to minimize public 
involvement. It strongly suggests that Minister Heyman and his leading bureaucrat, Mr. Jim Standen 
have already made a decision to accede to the pressure exerted by the Sunshine Coast Regional 
District to declassify Tetrahedron as a Class A park. It is shameful abdication of the duty for 
comprehensive public consultation and a scandalous betrayal of the public trust. 

Mr. Standen disingenuously says it is a misunderstanding that lands would be deleted from 
Tetrahedron. Rather, they would be "re-designated" but under the Environment and Land Use Act as 
a "protected area." That is sophistry on Mr. Standen's part. If it is an equivalent designation then why 
have Class A provincial parks? The Environment and Land Use Act allows all manner of resource 
development whereas the Park Act doesn't. Perhaps Mr. Standen is misleading the public at the 
behest of the NDP government. The government realizes it is a potentially damaging and 
inflammatory issue that conflicts with the green credentials it tries to cloak itself in and hopes to 



quickly sweep the issue under the rug before there is public reaction. 

I would suggest that the Minister has been briefed by the SCRO on the proposed benefits of its 
proposal and been given assurance that the environmental damage is acceptable. Myself and others 
totally disagree. The SCRO has embarked on environmental misadventure with its proposal. I would 
even venture the case that your actions in this matter will eventually lead to the roading and logging 
of Tetrahedron and its old growth forests. I bring to your attention the plan prepared by Dayton & 
Knight Consulting Engineers in 2007, that was commissioned by the SCRO, to raise the dam on 
Chapman Lake by an additional four meters. The option to raise the dam was saddled with two 
major problems. (1) It is located in a provincial park and there would be land use and permitting 
issues inside a provincial park. (2) The core material and concrete for the dam would need to be 
imported from outside the park. Without road access, material would have to be delivered by air. The 
plan was updated in 2013 by AECOM Canada Ltd. Declassification of the park to a protected area 
would mean that a road could be built without going through a permitting process in a provincial 
park. The new dam would be 4 meters higher and would flood an additional 5.6 hectares of old 
growth forest, which would be logged. 

I can assure you that will become the legacy of the BC NOP - promoting unbridled urban sprawl of 
luxury homes in the SCRO, contributing to the housing affordability crisis and the destruction of lakes 
and wild salmon. 

BC Parks has given insufficient time to adequately engage public opinion. The single open house 
scheduled in Sechelt next week does not give Metro Vancouver residents a fair hearing. 
Tetrahedron is a regionally important provincial park. It is the only reason for many Metro residents 
to make the ferry trip to the Sunshine Coast. 

BC Parks in its website says the SCRO is proposing to enhance the community water supply. It 
makes no mention that the first option is to remove the entire park from the park system. The second 
option is to gut it. It presents no third option - preservation of the park, as is without additional park 
use permits or water licenses. 

I call on the Minister to shut down the sham process and properly engage the public, including Metro 
residents, and present a third option, which is the status quo. 

s.22 



From: Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
To: Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
Subject: FW: Urgent action required to change to restore true public consultation 

Tuesday, May08,201813:56:10 Date: 

From: s.22 

Sent: Saturday, May 5, 2018 1 :08 PM 
To: Horgan.MLA, John LASS:EX; OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX; Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Cc: Jeremy McCall 
Subject: Urgent action required to change to restore true public consultation 

Dear John Horgan, Premier, and George Heyman, Minister of the Environment, 

I was surprised and disappointed to read this in the Outdoor Recreation Council Newsletter--namely that the 
Ministry of the Environment is bypassing proper public consultation. Please don't allow this mistaken and 
arbitrary process to go forward! 

Best regards, 

s.22 

[From spring Outdoor Recreation Council Newsletter.] 

With these positive events coming up I am sorry to have to end this message on a negative note. This is an 
open house invitation which was published with about one week's notice by BC Parks. 

By reading this Notice you would not think the following: 



1. That this "Open House" concerns the future of Tetrahedron Provincial Park, a Class A park on the Sunshine 
Coast. 

2. That the outcome of this meeting could result in Tetrahedron Park either being re-classified as a Protected 
Area under the Environment and Land Use Act (and losing its Class A park status), or, having Chapman Lake 
and Edward Lake removed from the park. 

3. That this two hour Open House is supposed to be a substitute for the "public consultation" required under 
the Protected Area Boundary Adjustment Policy, which requires that "suitable public consultation will be 
required, consistent with the significance of the proposed change" 
If the possible removal of this park from the BC Parks system is not significant, what is? And how can a two 
hour open house at short notice, without the purpose of the open house even being stated, substitute for 
"public consultation". This example of what appears to be a substantial disregard of the Protected Area 
Boundary Adjustment Policy is quite shocking and is not worthy of BC Parks. 

Thank you, 
Jeremy McCall, Executive Director 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

From: s.22 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Tetrahedron Provincial Park 
Tuesday,May08,201813:56:14 

Sent: Sunday, May 6, 2018 1 :46 PM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Subject: Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

Dear Honourable Minister: 

I would like to add my voice to those who are in favour of expanding SCRD's water supply 
system by utilizing the Tetrahedron Provincial Park. This water expansion is desperately 
needed for the area. 

Thank you for taking the time to hear my voice. 

Sincerely, 

s.22 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

F 
s.22 

rom: 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Keep the Tetrahedron Park intact! 
Tuesday, May 08, 2018 13:56:53 

Sent: Wednesday, May 2, 2018 10:56 AM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Subject: Keep the Tetrahedron Park intact! 

It is time the SCRD build a proper dam on Chapman creek out of the Tetrahedron park. If they 
worked with a independent power provider it could share the cost. 
A proper dam would create a reservoir and control water flow to help save salmon stocks. 

The SCRD for 30 years has known there was a water problem and only done stupid things. 
They wanted to place a large diesel water pump on a raft floating on the lake years ago to pump 
water over the lip of the lake. This would have risked our water with fuel spills etc. I said why 
not use a Siphon and years later they put in a rnicky mouse siphon. Of 5 or 6 small pipes 

We are a growing community and time to build a proper dam to create a reservoir. Having a 
pipe in a creek with no large dam is a joke. They could work with logging companies to build a 
safe area to flood as a reservoir and build access etc 
The city of Vancouver built proper dams years ago. Working with logging companies. 

Draining water out of a high alpine natural lake is dangerous. 
Don't allow any changes to our park. I am a retired logger and respect the park. 

s.22 



From: Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
To: 
Subject: 

Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Keep the Tetrahedron Park intact! 

Date: Tuesday, May 08, 2018 13:56:57 

From: s.22 

Sent: Wednesday, May 2, 2018 10:20 AM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Cc: Simons.MLA, Nicholas LASS:EX; TOC Central; office@thescca.ca; info@scrd.ca s.22 
info@sechelt.ca 
Subject: Keep the Tetrahedron Park intact! 

Dear Minister Heyman, 
The citizens of the Sunshine Coast want to preserve the class A status of their Tetrahedron 
Provincial Park. We do not accept the two choices offered by your ministry at their 
"consultation" this evening in Sechelt. Delisting the park or removing two of the lakes at the 
heart of the park from protection are not acceptable. 
The last thirty years have been a chronicle of citizen action against mismanagement and delay at 
protecting the watershed of Grey and Chapman creeks. During that time the effects of increasing 
population and climate change have made it difficult for the Regional District to maintain 
adequate year round water supply. Currently a siphon is in place if an emergency arises. 
There is no need to delist the park in order to spend five million on blasting a trench from 
the lake at its heart when there are four alternate viable options currently available. 

• Gibsons will stop drawing water from the Chapman system in the next two to three years 
• Exploratory wells are now being drilled by the SCRD 
• Water metering in Sechelt may achieve the 50% reduction in use recently recorded in 

Gibsons 
• Construction permits and preparation for a man made lake or reservoir should start 

immediately 

Two important question to be asked at this point are: 
What is the position of the Sechelt Indian Band on the proposal regarding the park and how 
might that be affected by their current negotiations with government? 
Why has the District of Sechelt (which holds the largest number of water users and has the 
greatest growth in the region) been denied a grant for installing water metering this year? 
Sincerely, 
s.22 

cc: Nicolas Simons MLA 
Board of the Sunshine Coast Regional District 
Mayor and Council District of Sechelt 
Chief and Council Sechelt Indian Band 
Sunshine Coast Conservation Society 

Tetrahedron Outdoor Club 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

From: s.22 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Tetrahedron Park 
Tuesday, May 08, 2018 13:57:03 

Sent: Wednesday, May 2, 2018 10:02 AM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Cc: Simons.MLA, Nicholas LASS:EX; Lorne Lewis 
Subject: Tetrahedron Park 

Dear Hon. George Heyman, 

We are writing to express our grave concerns regarding the possible removal of the Class A 
status of our Tetrahedron Provincial Park. 

This park provides and protects our clean water source! We have so very little 
protected land on this coast. Approximately ONLY 3% from Langdale to Lund. Please 
do not remove our protected Park status! 

We also have concerns that Chapman Lake, which is a perfect natural system, will be 
destroyed if it is drawn down further than is healthy for the lake! 

We do need alternate water sources/reservoirs on this coast! and that is where the 
money should go. 

Thank you, 
s.22 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

s.22 

ENVMail ENV:EX [env.mail@gov.bc.ca] 
Re: Tetrahedron Park 
Thursday, July 05, 2018 08:48:59 

Thank you for your response. 

s.22 

On Wed, Jul 4, 2018, 3:17 PM ENVMail ENV:EX, <env.mail@gov.bc.ca> wrote: 

Reference: 316006 

July 4, 2018 

s.22 

Thank you for your email of May 2, 2018, in response to the public consultation process 
regarding Tetrahedron Park. I am pleased to respond on behalf of the Ministry of Environment 
and Climate Change Strategy, and I apologize for the delay in responding. 

Let me begin by acknowledging and thanking you for your strong commitment to Tetrahedron 
Park and for providing your comments through the public consultation process. I have shared 
your input with my staff and your comments will be taken into consideration and form part of the 
record of public consultation. Feedback from the consultation period will provide a clearer 
indication of the best options moving forward. 



Thank you again for writing to express your interests and concerns. 

Sincerely, 

Jim Standen 

Assistant Deputy Minister 

BC Parks and Conservation Officer Service 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Chapman Lake and Tetrahedron Park Open House and the Darling Lake Trail 
Tuesday, May 08, 2018 15:52:46 

From: Heyman.MLA, George [mailto:George.Heyman.MLA@leg.bc.ca] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 25, 2018 9:36 AM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Subject: FW: Chapman Lake and Tetrahedron Park Open House and the Darling Lake Trail 

From: Christopher Ludwig [mailto:ludwigcomposer@yahoo.ca] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 24, 2018 6:31 PM 
To: Standen, Jim ENV:EX <Jim.Standen@gov.bc.ca> 
Cc: Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX <Jennie.Aikman@gov.bc.ca>; Heyman.MLA, George 
<George.Heyman.MLA@leg.bc.ca>; Frampton, Caelie ENV:EX <Caelie.Frampton@gov.bc.ca>; Kennedy, 
Karla ENV:EX <Karla.Kennedy@gov.bc.ca>; Andrews, Sarah ENV:EX <Sarah.Andrews@gov.bc.ca>; 
Koropecky, Maria ENV:EX <Maria.Koropecky@gov.bc.ca>; Austad, Bob ENV:EX 
<Bob.Austad@gov.bc.ca>; Paul Kubik <a5a53820@telus.net> 
Subject: Re: Chapman Lake and Tetrahedron Park Open House and the Darling Lake Trail 

Hello Mr. Standen and Mr. Heyman, 

We have become aware that the only two options being presented at the singular open house sham 
consultation process midweek on a Wednesday is to drain the lake and destroy the park. 

This brings back memories of the Darling Lake Trail where you brought the full force of the law against 
me and my trail builders who simply wished to reestablish an existing trail that existed before the Park 
Masterplan and should have been grandfathered. Of course, my crew didn't even perform work in the 
park. Mr. Heyman is well familiar with this issue and the disgusting way BC Parks handled the issue. 

During that period, your staff in the virtuous cause of protecting that park rejected the "grandfathering" 
argument for the Darling Lake Trail, the same argument your staff used to justify the continued heli-ski 
operations in the Wilderness Conservation Zone. Those heli-operations continues to this day and are 
still contrary to you own policies. 

Now, you are going to ram through the destruction of a park on a silver platter to greedy developers. It 
seems that commercials interests and developers are entitled to rubber stamps without due process and 
enjoy the benefit of a sham public consultation where you stack the deck in your favour on a small town 
Wednesday. 

I assert to you that there are two sets of laws - one for government, commercial operators and greedy 
developers, and another restrictive duplicitous, heavy handed one for us dirt bag climber peasants. 

So let's put my assertion of your hypocrisy and of two sets of laws to the test here and now. Let's test 
your virtue and moral integrity. 



Give me and my volunteer trail building crew the permits here and now to build the Darling Lake Trail this 
summer. I will built the trail as soon as the snow melts beginning in one - two months with my large crew 
of 60 volunteers . Of course, Garibaldi Park exists only because of the BCMC, which I was elected to 
represent. I am their crew-chief and will personally lead the construction efforts and will complete the 
trail by summer's end. 

If you won't do that, and you still go ahead and give away Tetrahedron to the developers, then I ask all of 
you for one of the following actions. 

1) resign and apologize to the public trust you betrayed. or 
2) Explain to me and the voters why I can't built a six inch wide trail for the public and why at the same 
time it is acceptable for Government and developers to destroy a lake, destroy a park, and kill fish and 
wildlife on a mass scale. 

I dare you to deny me the permit I am asking for and to at the same time be able to look yourselves in the 
mirror again without being disgusted at yourselves. 

I demand a response now to my request to build the Darling Lake Trail immediately. 

I also can't help but wonder about how the public who purchased BC Parks licence plates believing that 
their money is going to protect the parks will feel when they find out that their money is being used 
against them and to destroy the parks. 

As a side note, I have contacted the leader of the opposition and the Green party. We have asked for 
their support in opposing you and exposing your corruption. This could cost you the next election. 

Chris Ludwig - BCMC Vice-President 

604-275-4762 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

From: s.22 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Leave Chapman Lake and Tetrahedron Park alone 
Friday, May 11, 2018 10:08:59 

Sent: Sunday, April L~. LU18 8:~4 AM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Subject: Leave Chapman Lake and Tetrahedron Park alone 

Dear Minister George Heyman, 

This letter is to urge you in the strongest terms possible to LEAVE CHAPMAN AND 

EDWARDS LAKES ALONE and DO NOT REMOVE TETRAHEDRON PROVINCIAL PARK from B.C. 
Parks. 

Our SCRO drinking water source must be protected and we need you to support that within the 
Parks system. I support developing other additional viable water source and storage 

alternatives outside our Class A Park. 

s.22 

The two choices offered by regional director Jennie Aikman are entirely unacceptable. 

I trust you to protect our water within the park system. Thank you. 

cc 
nicholas.simons.MLA@leg.bc.ca 



From: barry.janyk@mountainclubs.org (barry.janyk@mountainclubs.org] 
To: Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX [Jennie.Aikman@gov.bc.ca] 
CC: Minister, ENV ENV:EX [ENV.Minister@gov.bc.ca]; Standen, Jim ENV:EX [Jim.Standen@gov.bc.ca]; 

s .22 ; Haber!, Vicki ENV:EX [Vicki.Haberl@gov.bc.ca]; Correspondence Unit ENV:EX 
l Correspondence. Unit@gov.be.ca] 
Subject: Re: Tonight's event 
Date: Friday, May 11 , 2018 14: 19: 12 

Thanks for the response you provided below. It's appreciated. 

It's great you' re following the TAC advice regarding the next venue - both improved capacity 
and acoustics. 

Can you please advise if this meeting, tentatively scheduled for May 24th, is an aspect of the 
boundary amendment process or just an information meeting? 

Regards 
B 

Ban-y J Janyk 
Executive Director 
Federation of Mountain Clubs of BC 
www.mountainclubs.org 
s.22 

On May 9, 2018, at 15:45, Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX <Jennie.Aikman@gov.bc.ca> wrote: 

Dear Barry: 

Thank you for your email below from May 2, 2018. 

I am sorry that you were not able to attend the open house last Wednesday. 

Overall, it was extremely well attended with over 200 people showing up and so unfortunately we 
ended up exceeding the capacity of the venue. We have committed to holding a second open house in 
the upcoming weeks and will be looking for a larger venue this time. We have received good advice from 



members of the Tetrahedron Advisory Committee (TAC) in sourcing a suitable location that will 
accommodate 200 or more. 

We did hear from the majority of attendees that they would like us to present the maintenance of the 
Class A park status as an option, and we made it clear to those in attendance that we welcome any and 
all public comments on this or any other options they may want to bring forward. We also made 
reference to the maintenance of Class A status in the Public Information Paper that was provided to the 
public at the open house and which is posted on the BC Parks' website. I hope this helps to address your 
concern with respect to the "preconceived expectations of BC Parks that preceded this event" as 
outlined in your email. 

We took the TAC's recommendation to have a presentation and Q&A session and we incorporated this 
into our open house format. We made concerted effort to answer all the questions in the time al lotted, 
and will be summarising the questions that were posed during the open house into a Q&A document 
that we will post on the above-referenced webpage so the questions available for all to review. 

Thank you for providing your comments on the process - we take the feedback seriously and will make 
improvements to our process as best we can to address the concerns. 

With regards, 
Jennie 

Jennie Aikman 
Regional Director, South Coast Region 
BC Parks I Ministry of Environment 

-----Original Message-----
From: barry.janyk@mountainclubs.org (mailto:barry.janyk@mountainclubs.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 2, 2018 5:14 PM 
To: Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX; Haber!, Vicki ENV:EX 
Cc: Minister, ENV ENV:EX; Standen, Jim ENV:EX; Dave Wharton 
Subject: Tonight's event 

Good afternoon Jennie and Vicki 

Unfortunately I am unable to attend your proposed "open house" tonight. 

When BC Parks is prepared to function in an open and transparent fashion I will attend. And I will assist 
in finding resolution. 

The preconceived expectations of BC Parks that preceded this event flaw the process and I am unable to 
give credence to it. 

I look forward to a solution that satisfies the mandate of BC Parks and helps resolve the SCRD's 
insatiable demands on a finite watershed - and Class A Provincial Park ... 



Thank you 
B 

Barry J. Janyk 
Executive Director 
Federation of Mountain Clubs of BC 
www.mountainclubs.org 
s.22 

Barry J. Janyk 



From: barry.janyk@mountainclubs.org (barry.janyk@mountainclubs.org] 
To: Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX [Jennie.Aikman@gov.bc.ca]; Haber!, Vicki ENV:EX 
[Vicki.Haberl@gov.be.ca] 
CC: Minister, ENV ENV:EX [ENV.Minister@gov.bc.ca]; Standen, Jim ENV:EX [Jim.Standen@gov.bc.ca]; 

s.22 
Subject: Tonight's event 
Date: Wednesday, May 02, 2018 17: 14:25 

Good afternoon Jennie and Vicki 

Unfortunately Tam unable to attend your proposed "open house" tonight. 

When BC Parks is prepared to function in an open and transparent fashion Twill attend. And Twill assist in finding 
resolution. 

The preconceived expectations of BC Parks that preceded this event flaw the process and I am unable to give 
credence to it. 

I look forward to a solution that satisfies the mandate of BC Parks and helps resolve the SCRD's insatiable demands 
on a finite watershed - and Class A Provincial Park ... 

Thank you 
B 

Barry J. Janyk 
Executive Director 
Federation of Mountain Clubs of BC 
www.mountainclubs.org 

s.22 

Barry J. Janyk 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Froms.22 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Chapman Lake and Tetrahedron Park 
Monday, May 14, 2018 15:34:59 

Sent: Tuesday, May 1, 2018 9:12 PM 
To: Heyman.MLA, George LASS:EX 
Cc: Minister, ENV ENV:EX; Simons, Nicholas 
Subject: Chapman Lake and Tetrahedron Park 

Dear Minister Heyman: 

We have met on a few occasions now. s .22 
s .22 

I'm respectfully submitting the following, which is my view of this issms.22 
s .22 

I wanted to repeat my support for maintaining the status quo for Tetrahedron Provincial Park. I 
realize that there is a BC Parks public consultation process under way to consider removing land 
from or declassifying Tetrahedron Provincial Park in order to access more water. I want to 
mention that we have an active, engaged, and well educated population here on the Coast and 
expectations are quite high when it comes to public engagement. Also we have a large portion of 
the people who live on the Sunshine Coast that commute on a daily basis to the lower mainland. 
Attending events from 5PM to 7PM in Sechelt is likely impossible for most commuters. I do 
hope that the public engagement process will be accessible to all, at hours and locations that are 
possible for them to attend. 

People here like to engage, publically ask questions and have public responses to those 
questions. So, the Town Hall type of venue is appreciated versus the "story board" method which 
is seen as a divide and conquer method of engaging the public. 

I feel I should point out that the Chapman Water Expansion Project does not have the 
overwhelming support that some members of the SCRD board would like you to believe. Those 
opposed are the District of Sechelt s .22 

s .22 Between us we represent close to two thirds of all water users that rely on Chapman 
water. Area "A" (Pender Harbour), which uses no Chapman water is allowed to vote and that has 
skewed both the voting on this and also skewed the Alternate Approval Process. 

I have opposed the Chapman Water Expansion Project from the very beginning and have found 
it almost impossible to generate meaningful debate at any official level regarding this topic. I 
remain opposed and refer to this as an environmental misadventure. Especially since there are 



existing viable options to enhance our water supply on the Sunshine coast, outside the Provincial 
Park boundary and the SCRD is already committed to moving on some of them. 

To encapsulate, public consultation on this cannot be brief and must allow the public to speak 
publically and openly if that process is to be respected. There is no overwhelming support for the 
process. There is considerable support for keeping the Tetrahedron Provincial Park as it is. That 
support is based both within the SCRD and throughout the province (we are a popular outdoor 
recreation destination). There are other viable solutions for our future water supply that are far 
more sustainable and those should be pursued. 

I' II conclude with something that I hope brings a small smile to your face . .. in order to proceed 
with this project a 1 Om deep trench must be blasted through the bedrock for a distance of 270m 
to the spot where the consultant feels it is necessary to draw the water from in the lake. Then a 
High Density Polyethylene pipe will be installed in that trench to carry the water to the outlet. 
Then that will be covered. So this is just another unpopular and unnecessary pipeline. 

Sincerely 

s.22 



From: 
To: 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
s.22 

Subject: 
Date: 

RE: Chapman Lake and Tetrahedron Park 
Monday, July 30, 2018 12:44:12 

Reference: 316300 

July 30, 2018 

s.22 

Dear Mr. Lewis: 

Thank you for your email of May 1, 2018, regarding Chapman Lake and Tetrahedron Park. I 
apologize for the lengthy delay in responding. 

I appreciate the effort you have made to share your comments on the process, and your concerns 
with the proposed Chapman Lake expansion project. I am aware that there are members of the 
Board who are not supportive of the proposal, and I appreciate you sharing your reasoning. 

As you are aware, the public consultation process has now completed. I have shared your 
correspondence with ministry staff so that your comments can be taken into consideration as part 
of the consultation record. Approximately 500 online comment forms were submitted , and more 
than 150 comment forms were submitted at the public open houses. In addition, several letters 
and emails were received. Ministry staff are currently reviewing all of the public information that 
was received during the public consultation process, and will prepare a report for my 
consideration. 

The Sunshine Coast community was very engaged through this process. I am thankful that so 
many people took the time to share their thoughts and opinions on this important matter, and I 
look forward to reviewing the final report. 

Thank you again for writing to share your comments. 

Sincerely, 

George Heyman 
Minister 

From s.22 
Sent: Tuesday, May 1, 2018 9:12 PM 
To: Heyman.MLA, George LASS:EX 
Cc: Minister, ENV ENV:EX; Simons, Nicholas 
Subject: Chapman Lake and Tetrahedron Park 



Dear Minister Heyman: 

We have met on a few occasions now.s .22 
s .22 

I'm respectfully submitting the following, which is my view of this issue s .22 
s.22 

I wanted to repeat my support for maintaining the status quo for Tetrahedron Provincial Park. I 
realize that there is a BC Parks public consultation process under way to consider removing land 
from or declassifying Tetrahedron Provincial Park in order to access more water. I want to 
mention that we have an active, engaged, and well educated population here on the Coast and 
expectations are quite high when it comes to public engagement. Also we have a large portion of 
the people who live on the Sunshine Coast that commute on a daily basis to the lower mainland. 
Attending events from 5PM to 7PM in Sechelt is likely impossible for most commuters. I do 
hope that the public engagement process will be accessible to all, at hours and locations that are 
possible for them to attend. 

People here like to engage, publically ask questions and have public responses to those 
questions. So, the Town Hall type of venue is appreciated versus the "story board" method which 
is seen as a divide and conquer method of engaging the public. 

I feel I should point out that the Chapman Water Expansion Project does not have the 
overwhelming support that some members of the SCRD board would like you to believe. Those 
opposed are the District of Sechelt and s ._22 . _ . 

s .22 Between us we represent close to two thirds of all water users that rely on Chapman 
water. Area "A" (Pender Harbour), which uses no Chapman water is allowed to vote and that has 
skewed both the voting on this and also skewed the Alternate Approval Process. 

I have opposed the Chapman Water Expansion Project from the very beginning and have found 
it almost impossible to generate meaningful debate at any official level regarding this topic. I 
remain opposed and refer to this as an environmental misadventure. Especially since there are 
existing viable options to enhance our water supply on the Sunshine coast, outside the Provincial 
Park boundary and the SCRO is already committed to moving on some of them. 

To encapsulate, public consultation on this cannot be brief and must allow the public to speak 
publically and openly if that process is to be respected. There is no overwhelming support for the 
process. There is considerable support for keeping the Tetrahedron Provincial Park as it is. That 
support is based both within the SCRD and throughout the province (we are a popular outdoor 
recreation destination). There are other viable solutions for our future water supply that are far 
more sustainable and those should be pursued. 



I'll conclude with something that I hope brings a small smile to your face ... in order to proceed 
with this project a 10m deep trench must be blasted through the bedrock for a distance of 270m 
to the spot where the consultant feels it is necessary to draw the water from in the lake. Then a 
High Density Polyethylene pipe will be installed in that trench to carry the water to the outlet. 
Then that will be covered. So this is just another unpopular and unnecessary pipeline. 

Sincerely 

s.22 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

s.22 
From: 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Tetrahedron Provincial Park 
Monday, May 14, 2018 15:52:45 

Sent: Monday, Apnl 30, LUl 8 1 u:n PM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Subject: Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

I am very disappointed that BC Parks is considering removing Chapman and Edwards lakes from Tetrahedron 
Park. The lake is the main reason for the park. 

Please reject the request from the Sunshine Coast Regional District for increased water that will require the 
draining of Chapman Lake. 

I understand that there are aquifers that could provide more water and other ways to conserve water such as 
water meters that have not been seriously considered. 

Having one public information meeting with less that one week of notice is not acceptable. 
be more information available to the public on the website. 

BC Parks should be more aggressively protecting our parks. 

s.22 

• April 27, 2018: Public Open House 

There should 

BC Parks (Ministry of Environment and Climate Change Strategy) invit es the public to a Public Informat ion 
Open House Wednesday, May 2, 2018 from 5:00 pm to 7:00 pm at the Seaside Community Centre, 5790 
Teredo Street, Sechelt. 

Learn about and provide input on potential options being considered to enable t he Sunshine Coast Regional 
District to enhance the communit y water supply syst em in Tetrahedron Park. 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

From: s.22 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Tetrahedron Provincial Park Planning 
Thursday, June 07, 2018 13:50:31 

Sent: Tuesday.June 5, 2018 10:36 PM 
To: BC Parks Planning Branch ENV:EX 
Cc: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Subject: Tetrahedron Provincia l Park Planning 

Vicki Haberl, Planning Section Head 
BC Parks 
PO Box 220, 
Brackendale, BC VON lHO 
Email: bcparks.planning@gov.bc.ca 

Subject: Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

Dear Mrs. Haberl: 

The Alpine Club of Canada - Vancouver Section is one of the largest mountaineering groups in 
Vancouver. Our members use Tetrahedron Park for hiking in the summer and backcountry 
skiing in the winter. 

We are very concerned about the proposed changes to the park. The park was created to 
protect both Chapman and Edwards lakes and also the surrounding mountains. The existing 
management plan was written to allow the continued use of the lakes for water supply. 
However the plan was not meant to allow the draining of the lakes by 8 m to supply a region 
that has not developed a good water management strategy. 

We are very concerned that the BC Parks options paper does not include an option for the 
status quo of retaining the Class A Park status. 

We understand that the public at the meetings held last month was 10:1 in favour of the status 
quo. Park users and the public want to retain the Class A Park status so they can continue to 
enjoy the natural beauty of the lakes. 

We also understand that the Regional District is split on the need for draining the lake and that 
no serious work has gone into other solutions. The report titled "DRINKING WATER SOURCE 
DEVELOPMENT STUDY SOURCE DEVELOPMENT OPTIONS PRELIMINARY REPORT" is listed as one 
of the main supporting documents in the Sunshine Coast Regional District website and is dated 



from May 2007. The other report is dated from 2013. It seems to us that the Regional 
District has taken a long time to do any serious work and has not received any 
recommendations from other engineering firms. 

How can BC Parks move forward without an independent study other than one paid for by the 
Regional District from five years ago? 

We recommend that: 

• further studies should done looking at other solutions that don't involve damming 
our treasured parkland. 

• the Class A Park status of Tetrahedron Park be retained and that BC Parks continue to 
protect the park. 

Yours truly, 

s.22 

Alpine Club of Canada - Vancouver Section 

Copy to: Hon. George Heyman, Minister of Environment and Climate Change Strategy 
ENV.Minister@gov.bc.ca 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

From: s.22 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Tetrahedron Provincial Park 
Monday, May 14, 2018 15:52:50 

Sent: Tuesday, May 1, 2018 9:53 AM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX; Simons.MLA, Nicholas LASS:EX 
Subject: Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

Hello, 
I cannot attend the public meeting regarding the two options for Tetrahedron Provincial 
Park but I do not support either option as I want Tetrahedron to remain as is. 

A temporary emergency water supply is in place and the situation has changed making 
the two options unnecessary. 

There is now a process in place for building a reservoir. And maybe more importantly, 
the town of Gibsons is going to stop using the SCRO water supply and will put all of the 
town on its own aquifer which will in effect expand the supply of water for the most 
affected areas. 

Reqards. 
s.22 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachment 1: 
Attachment 2: 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Keep the Tetrahedron Park intact! 
Monday, May 14, 2018 15:52:56 
Chapman-L ake-Water-Woes. pd f 
A TT0000 I. txt 

-----Original Message----
From: s .22 
Sent: Tuesday, May 1, 2018 1:20 PM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Subject: Keep the Tetrahedron Park intact! 
Importance: High 

Hello Hon. George Heyman, 

I am a resident of Granthams Landing, part of the Sunshine Coast Regional District (SCRD). As you may know, the 
SCRO would like to have the authority to significantly drain Chapman Lake - the Sunshine Coast's main source of 
drinking water. 

Just last week, the SCRO rejected the Town of Gibsons offer to work towards a coast-wide collaboration on water 
policy, strategy and governance. Gibsons already provides an example of effective water utilization through their 
successful conservation measures, their aquifer mapping and their groundwater monitoring. 

BC Parks is hosting an open house tomorrow - with minimal advance notice! How does this qualify as effective 
public engagement? The open house is focused on the choice of changing Tetrahedron Provincial Park's Class A 
status OR changing its boundaries to exclude Chapman and Edward Lakes. Both options enable the SCRO to drain 
Chapman Lake beyond its ability to sustain fish populations, water quality and the environment. Where is the option 
of preserving the Park as is? 

I do hope that you will over-rule this latest push by the SCRD. Keep Tetrahedron Park intact! As the attachment 
shows, the SCRD has known of its water supply challenge for over 20 years and has done almost nothing towards a 
solution. It seems that the SCRD's urgency for this expensive and inadequate solution is driven more by the desire 
for re-election in the fall then by what is good for the Sunshine Coast future. 

Investing in water conservation and storage makes excellent sense. Draining the Chapman Lake and jeopardizing 
Tetrahedron Provincial Park does not make any sense. 

Yours sincere! y 
s .22 



SCCA Newsletter: Summer 2016 
Editorial - Water Woes at Chapman Lake 

By Linda Williams 

It's been over two decades since the Sunshine Coast Regional 
District (SCRO), the Tetrahedron Alliance and many other community 
groups sat at the Ministry of Forests Tetrahedron Local Resource Use Plan table united against any 
further industrial activity in the headwaters of our community's drinking watershed reserves. 
Working together the community eventually achieved Park Act protection for Tetrahedron Park. 

According to the Parks Master Plan, Tetrahedron Provincial Park was established with three 
priorities. First, and most importantly, to provide representation in the BC Parks system for the 
ecology of coastal high elevation ancient forests. Tetrahedron forests are among the oldest in 
Canada. Secondly, to protect the ecological (including hydrological) integrity of the largest source 
area of public water supply within the SCR District. Thirdly, to provide non-motorized, low impact 
back country recreation in a wilderness setting. 

The first priority of the park is to protect an ecologically viable, intact ancient forest of a type 
that has very little other representation in the world. For this reason the park has Class A status, the 
highest level of land protection available in BC. The park designation also achieved protection of the 
water source for 90% of water consumers in the SCRO. 

The Tetrahedron Park Master Plan contains measures to ensure that the priorities for which the 
park was established prevail over time. Primary among the measures are requirements for 
comprehensive Environmental Impact Assessments (EIA) and public consultation whenever new 
activities are proposed. 

The EIA is fundamental to protecting park values and finding a balanced way to accommodate 
community water supply needs. For the past two decades the SCCA has worked closely with the 
SCRO on water issues, but our mandate is to protect ecologically significant lands and waters. The 
SCRO agreed to the provisions of the Tetrahedron Park Management Plan. The issue is about water 
supply and park protection. 

The Tetrahedron Park Master Plan outlines how to achieve the right balance for the park and 
water source protection. 

Recreation is not allowed to compromise the environmental values of the park or the ecology of 
the water source areas. Period. Likewise, the current SCRO water supply "panic" should not be 
allowed to compromise the environmental integrity of the water source areas. This is in everyone's 
best interests, right now and in the future. 

Why has the SCRO waited 20 years to resolve supply issues while water shortages compromise 
our rural lifestyles? Blaming environmentalists is convenient but absurd, evidence of a lack of 
common sense. Currently, the treatment plant is running at capacity and there is not enough water 
during the summer for residents who have paid for the system to reliably carry on activities that are 
part of the fabric of life on the Sunshine Coast. This includes the growing of food, as if that is a 
luxury. 

Since the Tetrahedron's designation, no new community water supply sources have been 
developed. Instead the recommended course of action is to more than double the drawdown from 
3 to 8 meters on Chapman Lake. This proposal, always rejected by past SCRO Boards, recently 
gained support due to last year's so-called water supply "emergency". 



The proposal for "emergency drawdown" infrastructure as a permanent feature in Tetrahedron 
Park is neither sustainable, nor a solution. This appears to be poor planning masquerading as an 
emergency. 

The SCRO doesn't have approved amendments to their Park Use Permit to undertake the 
proposed works and has been notified that a new EIA is required. The drawdown project would 
ultimately entail $7,400,000 from water subscribers. We say that the money is better spent on 
diversifying our water sources. Why is the SCRO seeking authority to borrow money before 
completing an Impact Assessment and doing the required public consultation? 

There's no need for panic. There's a short-term solution. An emergency syphon system 
purchased by the SCRO in 2015 is permitted in Tetrahedron Provincial Park. It can be deployed with 
far less impact and at much less cost when and if another emergency like last year's occurs again. 
The cost of the pump was $154,398. 

The syphon system eliminates the need for blasting, tree removal, a work camp, use of heavy 

machinery, trench material removal and spoilage area in the heart of the park. Most importantly, it 

would also ensure that the drawdown of Chapman Lake would occur in real emergencies only and 

not to compensate for the ongoing over-allocation of available water. Environmental reality is that 

we need new water, not water that comes at great expense from the most precious park in our 

region. 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

From:s.22 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: NOT acceptable. 
Monday, May 14, 2018 15:54:53 

Sent: I uesaay, May ·1, Lu·1 ~ ~:L3 1-'M 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX; Minister, FLNR FLNR:EX 
Cc: Weaver.MLA, Andrew LASS:EX; Simons.MLA, Nicholas LASS:EX; Lorne Lewis; info@scrd.ca 
Subject: NOT acceptable. 

Dear Minister, 

Re: Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

Costly temporary measures will not solve the Sunshine Coast's ever increasing need for water. 

There is great environmental risk of draw down in Chapman Lake for a total of eight meters (26 
feet), as the slide at Tyson Lake clearly demonstrates. 

Draw down of Chapman Lake also puts great pressure on the need for sufficient water flow for 
the pink, chum and coho salmon runs in Chapman Creek, as well as the Creek hatchery 
operations. 

One option I've not heard discussed are "in-storage reservoirs," which could be incorporated into 
new developments. 

The two options being proposed by the SCRD, 'to either declassify Tetrahedron Park 
totally or remove the Edwards and Chapman Lake systems from the heart of the park', are 
NOT acceptable. 

Respectfully, 

s .22 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

From:s.22 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Chapman Lake 
Monday, June 04, 2018 13:22:33 

Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2018 9:44 PM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Subject: Chapman Lake 

Minister Heyman, 

I write to urge you to keep protecting the Class A status of the Tetrahedron Provincial 
Park. I am not convinced the Sunshine Coast Regional Dist's plan to draw down more 
water from Chapman Lake is the answer to a sustainable water supply for the Coast 
and would appreciate your not removing it or Edwards Lake from the Park. 

Sincerely, 

s.22 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Tetrahedron Provincial Park 
Monday, June 04, 2018 13:22:45 

-----Original Message----
From s .22 
Sent: Sunday, June 3, 2018 12:14 PM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Cc: Standen, Jim ENV:EX; Haberl, Vicki ENV:EX; Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX; Janzen, Tim D ENV:EX 
Subject: Tetrahedron Provinc ial Park 

I would like to address this note to all of you. 
My name is s .22 I wish to express my disagreement with 
the proposal to downgrade the status of Tetrahedron Provincial Park from Classification of A. 
The SCRD has had ample time and opportunity to access alternate water sources. 
I believe the current status of the park should be maintained. 
Sincerely, 

s .22 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachment 1: 

Nicoll, Sara ENV:EX [] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: an historical confirmation ... 
Wednesday, June 06, 2018 16:22:27 
15 January 1990 article.pdf 

From: Barry Janyk [mailto:barry.janyk@mountainclubs.org] 
Sent: Sunday,June 3, 2018 2:17 PM 
To: Haberl, Vicki ENV:EX 
Cc: Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX; Standen, J im ENV:EX 
Subject: an historical confirmation ... 

Hi Vicki 
Thought I would share this one article from the extensive files I dug out of my file cabinet on the 
weekend. There are many, many more ... 
Ironic how the article opens. It's not like we're making this stuff up... ...and I now have the files to 
share if anyone ever doubted the intent of the past and direction for the future - despite the odd 
aberration of the present. 
Thank you 
B 

Barry J Janyk 
Executive Director 
Federation of Mountain Clubs of BC 
www.mountainclubs.org 

s.22 

Soyons realistes, nous a/Ions rever /'impossible! 



SCRD fears for 
safety of Coast's 
main watershed 

"It's probably the most im
ponant i~uc facing the Sun
shine Coast right now," said 
Area E Director Jim Gurney 
about the fate of the Chapman 
Creek watershed. 

"And we have to fight hard 
to keep it." 

Gurney, speaking passionate
ly about the possible logging of 
the watershed at the SCRD 
board meeting January 11, said 
"(it) provides the only reliable 
water supply on the Sunshine 
Coast." 

Gurney said the 600 hectare 
(1482 acre) parcel should be 
protected from logging by 
Jackson Brothers, which 
possesses the timber-cutting 
rights to the area. "We're not 
talking about a lot of timber. It 
could easily be left and no one 
would ~ it." 

Gurney said logging and the 
construction of roads in the 
area would destroy the water 
retention capacity of the water
shed area, forcing the district to 
build costly reservoirs and 
dams. filtration facilities would 
also be prohibitively expensive 
for local taxpayers, he added. 

Acting upon Gumey's sug
gestion, the board agreed to in
vite the Ministry of Forests to 
an upcoming meeting to discuss 
the fate of the watershed. The 
meeting will be held o n 
February 14 at 10 am at the 
forestry office on field Road. 

Gurney said the timber is low 
quality, and because of the 

marginal conditions of the area 
- over 900 metres (3000 feet) in 
altitude - it would be virtually 
impo~ible to replace the timber 
there. 

Arca A Director Gordon 
Wilson said a full integrated 
management strategy was 
necessary not only for the 
Chapman Creek area, which 
contains the Tetrahedron alpine 
wilderness, but also for other 
areas of recreational value such 
as Ruby Lake and Sakinaw 
Lake. 

"What we're asking for is not 
outrageous," said Gurney. 
' 'Whistler (village) already has 
control over its forests." 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachment 1: 
Attachment 2: 

From: s.22 

Nicoll, Sara ENV:EX [] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Tetrahedron Park Re-designation Options 
Wednesday, June 06, 2018 16:28:36 
TetCommentB PMcG l .jpg 
TetCommentBPMcG2.jpg 

Sent: Saturday.June 2, 2018 2:17 PM 
To: BC Parks Planning Branch ENV:EX 
Subject: Tetrahedron Park Re-designation Options 

Dear Vicki, 
Attached is my Comment Form regarding the 3 Options put forward by BCParks to implement 
the Tetrahedron Park Management Plan related to SCRD Regional water supply. 

Sincerelv. 
s.22 



Comment Form -Tetrahedron Park Re-designation Options 

What are Your Views? 
Please provide comments on the proposed re-designation options for Tetrahedron Park. All 
comments are welcome and will be considered in the development of the final recommendation. 

Option 1: Re-designate the entire Tetrahedron Park to a Protected Area 

Yes, I support this option ~ 
No, I don't support this option 0 

Option 2: Re-designate a portion of Tetrahedron Park to a Protected Area, and 
maintain Class A park status on the rest of the park. 

Yes, I support this option IT 
No, I don't support this option D 

Option 3: Re-designate the entire Tetrahedron Park as a Conservancy. 

Yes, I support this option 0 
No, I don't support this option 0 

I would like to propose anothe~, option: _ 

f.t. \'::'C At<, 14_(.j.j/p,1'// 5 -~ 
, 

I do not support any of the re-designation options and prefer to maintain 
Class A park designation. D 
If you do not support any of the re-designation options and would prefer to maintain Class A 

park status, please explain. _j_ f . / J 
~ o,Q., ,.::(,/4, C M4:1....,.•~44- # ,if .A!"L-~ ~~ Jl..:M,C~ 



Are there options (or aspects of the options) being considered by BC Parks that you agree 
with? s.22 

Are there options (or aspects of the options) being considered by BC Parks that you disagree 
with? 

Addre 

City: 

Comments must be received by June 8, 2018. 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

From:s.22 

Nicoll, Sara ENV:EX [] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Chapman Lake Expansion Project 
Wednesday, June 06, 2018 16:47:10 

Sent: Friday, June 1, 2018 10:09 AM 
To: BC Parks Planning Branch ENV:EX 
Subject: Chapman Lake Expansion Project 

Dear BC Parks Planners, 

We urge you to remove Chapman Lake from the Tetrahedron Provincial Park, since Chapman 
Lake was the SCRD's source for drinking water long before the park was ever created. 

Chapman Lake should be grandfathered out of the park jurisdiction. It should be damned and 
have its water level raised, much like the Capilano Water Reservoir. And in the meantime, 
deeper drawdown siphoning should be allowed during drought conditions. 

I am all for sustainability and for protecting our salmon stocks. At the same time, with the 
amount of Crown Land in this province it seems ridiculous that our community should be held 
hostage by unreasonable demands from a handful of environmentalists who refuse to see more 
balanced and nuanced sustainable solutions. If all development stopped completely on the 
Sunshine Coast today, we would still have a serious water shortage going forward given the 
existing water demands of our human population as well as preserving our salmon stocks. 

Thank you for considering the removal of Chapman Lake and Edwards Lake from the 
Tetrahedron Provincial Park. 

Sincerely, 

s .22 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachment 1: 

Nicoll, Sara ENV:EX [] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: SCRD and Chapman L1ke - public comment 
Wednesday, June 06, 2018 16:47:37 
SCRO and Chapman Lake - public comment 

-----Original Message----
From: Haberl, Vicki ENV:EX 
Sent: Tuesday, May 29, 2018 11:32 AM 
To: Janzen, Tim D ENV:EX 
Subject: FW: SCRD and Chapman Lake - public comment 

Here's an email from a Sechelt resident which should be considered along with the on-line comment forms. It's a 
"SUPPORT" comment on the one-hand, but it also suggests an alternative option and suggests that the SCRD 
proposal may not be required. 
I saved it in the W ANSHARE Public Comments folder, and I responded to him, thanking him for his comments etc. 

Sincerely, 

Vicki Haberl 
Planning Section Head 
BC Parks, South Coast Region 
Ministry of Environment and Climate Change Strategy P.O. Box 220, Brackendale BC VON !HO 
Phone: 604-898-3678, ext. 2227 

-----Original Message----
From: s.22 
Sent: Monday, May 28, 2018 1:27 PM 
To: Haber!, Vicki ENY:EX 
Subject: SCRD and Chapman Lake - public comment 

Hello Vicki; This email is regarding your recent public meetings in Sechelt and Roberts Creek which concerns 
access to water supply from Chapman Lake. I would like to make the following points. 
I. There is no shortage of Class A parks in British Columbia (628). Add to this number, conservancies, ecological 
reserves, and many hundreds of municipal parks, and you must agree that the demand for recreational areas is well 
served. 
2. While there is no shortage of parks, there is a shortage of water (only for 2 or 3 Months per year) within the 
Sechelt area. 
3. Any further draw down of Chapman Lake from present levels is only temporary, during any drought 
period--again 2 or 3 months. 
4. Any new dam structure on Chapman Lake could allow the Lake level to be slightly raised (say I metre) which 
would be approximately 250 acre/feet of extra water (81 Million Gallons) which would extend the period before 
draw down would be required, if required at all. This would also be better for fisheries requirements. 
5. Wells providing ground water may prove out to be inexhaustible, which will make the $5 million expenditure at 
Chapman Lake unnecessary altogether for now. 

I hope you will consider these comments in your evaluation of community feed back from your public meetings. 
The amount of visitor traffic to the Tetrahedron would not be impacted by a short term draw down of Chapman 
Lake, if that is what is required to preserve quality of life in the drought stricken area. 

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter. 
Yours truly, s .22 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

s.22 

ENVMail ENV:EX [env.mail@gov.bc.ca] 
Re: Tetrahedron Park 
Wednesday, July 04, 2018 17:56:57 

s.22 
Thank you for your consideration. 

On 07/04/2018 03: 17 PM, ENVMail ENV:EX wrote: 

Reference: 316819 

July 4, 2018 

s.22 

Thank you for your email of May 28, 2018, in response to the public consultation process 
regarding Tetrahedron Park. I am pleased to respond on behalf of the Ministry of Environment 
and Climate Change Strategy, and I apologize for the delay in responding. 

Let me begin by acknowledging and thanking you for your strong commitment to Tetrahedron 
Park and for providing your comments through the public consultation process. I have shared 
your input with my staff and your comments will be taken into consideration and form part of the 
record of public consultation. Feedback from the consultation period will provide a clearer 
indication of the best options moving forward. 

Thank you again for writing to express your interests and concerns. 

Sincerely, 

Jim Standen 
Assistant Deputy Minister 
BC Parks and Conservation Officer Service 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

From:s .22 

Nicoll, Sara ENV:EX [] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: SCRD application to make changes to Tetrahedron Provincial Park 
Wednesday, June 06, 2018 16:48:06 

Sent: Saturday, May 26, 2018 8:09 AM 
To: BC Parks Planning Branch ENV:EX 
Subject: SCRD application to make changes to Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

I am writing to you today to express my concerns regarding the request by the Sunshine Coast Regional 
District to make alterations to Tetrahedron Provincial Park to expand its water supply. The SCRD is 
using the argument that there is a water crisis on the Sunshine Coast and the only solution is to draw 
more water out of Chapman Lake. This is a straw man argument. There is no water shortage on the 
Sunshine Coast. There is a management problem not a supply problem. The problem we have had 
here on the coast is that there has been no proper long range infrastructure planning and little or no 
co-operation between the three local governments. The SCRD, Town of Gibsons and Town of Sechelt 
have all encouraged major development on the coast as a way of increasing their tax base without any 
consideration of where the water necessary to supply these new residences and subdivisions is coming 
from, whether the reservoir is large enough to support this development or, for that matter, why major 
development is even a good idea for the communities involved. The 'solution' to draw more water out 
of Chapman Lake, does nothing to address the long term development issues. It is a stop gap measure 
at best. If the coast is to continue to develop the way it has in recent years, a new more extensive 
project is required to provide the necessary water supply and retention system; a proper dam and 
reservoir lower down on Chapman Creek below the park or a pipeline from the larger Clowholm Lake 
are two suggestions. Both are obviously more expensive proposals and would require more than just 
local funding but guarantee a proper water supply for the significant development these local 
governments seem to want. 

The various proposed options of taking Edwards and Bachelor Lakes out of the park or down grading the 
park's status, all have unthinkable long term implications for parks in general. Right now we have a 
progressive government in the province. South of the border, Trump and his cronies are doing their 
best to allow logging, mining and development in the national forests and are changing regulations for 
the parks to make them commercial enterprises. I am very concerned that future governments here 
with a pro-exploitation/anti environment bias will justify similar changes to the status of British 
Columbia parks by pointing to the actions of the present progressive government and using it as a model 
for their own actions, should this SCRD application be approved. As stewards of the park system, I 
urge BC Parks to reject this application. Thank you for your consideration of this matter. 

Yours truly, 
s .22 



s.22 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachment 1: 

From:s .22 

Nicoll, Sara ENV:EX [] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: tetrahedron park 
Wednesday, June 06, 2018 16:52:18 
image002.jpg 

. -
Sent: Tuesday, May 22, 2018 10:42 AM 
To: BC Parks Planning Branch ENV:EX 
Subject: Re: tetrahedron park 

Hi Tim, 
Yes conservancy. 

Thanks for the info. 
s .22 

On Tue, May 22, 2018, 10:37 AM BC Parks Planning Branch ENV:EX, 
<bcparks.planning@gov.be.ca> wrote: 
Hi s .22 thanks for providing your input. I just want to clarify- are you supporting the option to 
re-designate to a Conservancy? For your convenience, I have attached a link to the BC Parks webpage 
that outlines the 
options: http://www.env.gov. bc.ca/bcpa rks/PBAProcess/ current-applications/tetrahedron/ 

Thanks, 

Tuw Jtu'L:fZ£,'1/ 

Senior Parks and Protected Areas Planner I BC Parks 
Office: (778) 698-4265 Cell: (250) 857-5954 
Tim.Janzen@gov.bc.ca 

www.bcparks.ca 

l 
Use this button to make a donation to the BC Park of your choice. 

BC Parks has recently launched new speciality plates! Get your BC Parks licence plate today. 

From:s .22 

Sent: Saturday, May 19, 2018 8:38 AM 
To: BC Parks Planning Branch ENV:EX 
Subject: tetrahedron park 



Hello, 

s.22 
.I feel strongly the park should be kept as a conservatory and possibly 

another rain collection system built to maintain the drought water supply.What if the drought 
gets worse like cape town in south Africa,kind of doubt that bad but for example it may mean we 
need to really stick up for our water. 

s.22 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Nicoll, Sara ENV:EX [] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Chapman Lake Water Enhancement 
Wednesday, June 06, 2018 17:04:28 

-----Original Message----
From:s .22 
Sent: Saturday, May 12, 2018 10:36 AM 
To: BC Parks Planning Branch ENV:EX; Jim Tivy 
Subject: Chapman Lake Water Enhancement 

Hello 

I am a resident of the sunshine coast and frequent user to Tetrahedron 
park. I have also worked to support use of the park and have grown to 
have a great respect for the unique community and BC Parks synergy in 
making this a great park with an ever increasing number of visitors -
a very special place. 
I also value the conservation of resources including water and the 
careful use of water for fundamental human functions such as drinking, 
running a household and growing food - the later two having room for 
innovation in water conservation. 

It would propose that BC Parks should only submit 2 options to the Minister. 

1. Keep the park the same. This would be a clear statement to SCRD to 
not expand its growth until other water sources can be secured or 
water usage can be reduced through conservation. 
2. Convert the minimal amount of the park required to complete the 8m 
max drawdown of Chapman to a conservancy with consideration of 
reverting it to a park after development. This minimal area would 
mean the project development area outlined in the environment review 
of that Chapman drawdown project. On this option, there would be a 
need for more environment impact study so that SCRD and all involved 
can know the true impact of exercising the drawdown of the lake to 3m, 
4m, Sm etc. The duration of those drawdowns would play into such a 
study as well as how the SCRD may use the drawdown to relax imposing 
stage 3 or 4 water restrictions thus increasing the amount of drawdown 
and duration. Because Parks clearly has a mandate to reduce the 
impact to the park it must give SCRD direction on its use of this 
development. This line of reasoning does, however suggest that if 
SCRD and Parks do not have the proper planning in place to ensure 
proper use of this drawdown system that option I should be exercised 
at this point. 

The other options presented in the first consultation, for example, 
such as converting the entire park to a protected area are not really 
true to protecting the park as a park as stated in the Management 
plan. So I see no reason to present it to the Minister as it is not 
an acceptable option. For example, a protected are is defined to 
include "resource use" in its mandate. I think at the first 
information session the question of defining the difference between 
class A park, conservancy and protected area was not sufficient. As 



each of these classifications have to be considered for the overall 
mandate of each as well as the ease that governments of the day have 
in changing each of these classifications and what kind of public 
consultation and process is mandated for changing each of these 
classifications. 

cheers 
s.22 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

From:s.22 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Tetrahedron Provincial Park 
Thursday, June 07, 2018 13:34:05 

Sent: 1 nursaay, June , , LU,~ 1 : L5 t'IVI 

To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX; Standen, J im ENV:EX; Haberl, Vicki ENV:EX; Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX; 
Janzen, Tim D ENV:EX 
Subject: Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

Dear Sirs; 
Tetrahedron Provincial Park should not be changed. It should remain as a class A park and intact as 
it was set up to be originally. It's bad enough you changed Stawamus Chief Provincial Park to put in 
a gondola!!! Leave our Provincial parks as they were meant to be -parks not pawns in government 
politics!!! 
Sincerely, 

s .22 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Maintain Class A park designation for Tetrahedron Provincial Park 
Thursday, June 07, 2018 13:49:24 

-----Original Message----
From:s .22 
Sent: Tuesday, June 5, 2018 6:48 PM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Subject: Maintain Class A park designation for Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

Dear Minister, 

I attended two meetings where the discussion was on the park designation 
of the Tetrahedron Provinc ial Park. The overwhelming majority of 
speakers are against the SCRD's plan to draw down Chapman Lake. 

Please note that the SCRD has had many years to come up with alternative 
water storage plans and has issued many development permits in the past 
several years when they have known all along that there is not enough 
water on the Coast. 

My vote is for alternative ways of storing water (it is not difficult to 
remember all the rain we had this past winter.) 

Sincerely, 

s .22 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

From: s.22 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Save our Tetrahedron Provincial Park! 
Thursday, June 07, 2018 13:53:58 

Sent: Wednesday, June 6, 2018 2: 14 PM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Cc: Standen, Jim ENV:EX; Haberl, Vicki ENV:EX; Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX; Janzen, Tim D ENV:EX 
Subject: Save our Tetrahedron Provincial Park! 

Dear Minister Heyman, 

s.22 outdoors person and nature lover. I am both 
shocked and deeply distressed that your ministry and BC Parks is even considering 
changing the status of The Tetrahedron Park. The Tetrahedron Park is a gem of a 
park and the only on the Sunshien Coast accessible by car to its boundary but where 
vehicular entry into the park is prohibited. Accordingly, the Tet (as we lovingly call it) has 
remained a largely untouched wilderness area which is used on a daily basis by all 
manner of folk, many of them young and in need of an affordable getaway where they 
learn to respect our natural resources. I am not sure hither you are familiar with this 
park but I would like to tell you that it is a magical place where one can hear The 
Sounds Of Silence. 

As backcountry lovers we have seen the devastation that occurs immediately after an 
area is made accessible by vehicle or not thoroughly protected from commercial or 
other exploitation. We do not want to see this happen to the Tet, so I implore you to 
please let this park remain as is, a CLASS A Park! 

The SCRO has been remiss in finding a timely and sustainable solution to the water 
problem on the Sunshine Coast for over 25 years. There are many other solutions that 
should be tried before even the thought of changing the parks classification in order to 
deepen Chapman Lake is considered. Please leave the Park as designated today and 
don't lend a hand to the SCRD's plans which at best would be a short-term solution to 
the water problem and might actually relieve them of finding a real , long-term solution. 
All this is before we even touch the controversy of the impact on the lake and its 
surroundings by drawing the lake deeper. 

Also, I am quite certain that there must be a way to find a solution to deepen the outflow 
of Chapman Lake without declassifying the park. Laws are here to guide us and have to 
serve us, not the other way around. If they don't, they need to be changed. 

I would be absolutely horrified if the classification of this, or indeed any, Class A 
Provincial Park, would be downgraded, now or ever. We need more parks, not less! 



with all my gratitude for your attention to this matter, 
s.22 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

From:s.22 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Tetrahedron Park 
Thursday, June 07, 20 18 13:54:08 

Sent: Wednesday,June b, LU18 10:LU AM 
To: OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX; Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Cc: bruce.milne@scrd.ca; keith.julius@scrd.ca; jeremy.valeriote@scrd.ca; Lorne.Lewis@scrd.ca; 
garry.nohr@scrd.ca; frank.mauro@scrd.ca; mark.lebbell@scrd.ca; ian.winn@scrd.ca 
Subject: Tetrahedron Park 

Please do not change the status of this park for the SCRD. In the history of this province, changing the 
status of dedicated parks leads to further development that is not within the appropriate use of land set 
aside for the people to enjoy and protect. 
The history of water planning in this regional district is that for decades, the SCRD has sat on its hands 
and refused to make any competent decisions regarding the storage of water. They are the butt of 
jokes because we have plenty of water, but no adequate storage. They continue to approve 
development permits without telling the proponents that there will be little or no water service during 
the summer. We watch as the millions of dollars we have spent to have a home and the thousands of 
dollars we have spent in landscaping disappears. Plants die and the value of our homes decreases 
when there is such a huge water issue. 
Salvaging this issue is not your purview. It is the Regional District that needs to deal with this issue. 
They need a large land based reservoir in which to collect water. They refuse to implement it. 
Chapman Lake should not be drained further and you, as Environment Minister need to stop their plan. 
They have poured thousands of tax dollars into schemes that are not efficient and a waste. 
They have been told over and over by the taxpayers that they need to deal with this issue appropriately 
- to no avail. It is our hope that a wholesale change of representatives will occur in the fall election. 
The current members have planned yet another study to determine the feasibility of a reservoir. I 
can' t believe the cognitive dissonance that is occurring with this group of politicians. The need has 
been established over and over. 
Perhaps the only thing you can do is identify a location for a reservoir. 
I sincerely hope that you will not support changing the Tetrahedron Park status or acreage and you will 
tell the SCRO that water storage is not your issue. 
Sincerely, 

s .22 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

From:s .22 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: TETRAHEDRON PARK 
Thursday, June 07, 2018 14:05:26 

Sent: Tuesday, June 5, 2018 11 :28 AM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Cc: Dean.MLA, Mitzi LASS:EX; Horgan.MLA,John LASS:EX 
Subject: TETRAHEDRON PARK 

No to all proposals to re-classify Tetrahedron Park. Any of these proposals would set such a 
destructive precedent for the rest of our provincial parks. These parks belong to all of us, 
including future generations, & should be diligently protected for the obvious long-term 
benefits rather than re-designated for short term benefits Uobs) & profit for Canadian & 
American wealthy elites. 

Conservation of our province's natural attributes is vital. Legislating for short term gains 
indicates a very short sighted concept of governing for the overall benefit of our land & people. 
Aren't these the principles John Horgan is struggling so valiantly for in his on-going battle with 
the feds & Kinder Morgan? 

s .22 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

From: s.22 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Tetrahedron Provincial Park & water supply on the Sunshine Coast 
Monday, June 11, 2018 11:30:17 

Sent: Friday, June 8, 2018 5: 12 AM 
To: Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Cc: Standen, Jim ENV:EX; vicki.baherl@gov.bc.ca; Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX; Janzen, Tim D ENV:EX; 
nicholas.simons@leg.bc.ca 
Subject: Tetrahedron Provincial Park & water supply on the Sunshine Coast 

Hello Minister Heyman, 

Over the summer of 2016, I was one of almost a thousand Sunshine Coast residents 
who voted, via an Alternate Approval Process, against the Sunshine Coast Regional 
District's proposal to borrow five million dollars to be able to draw down Chapman 
Lake to increase the availability of water for the Chapman water system. It seemed to 
me like a quick fix for something that required a longer term solution. 

Increasing and diversifying water capture and storage capacity by finding water 
sources other than Chapman Lake should be a priority. I believe the draw down of 
Chapman Lake would put the water supply on that system at risk, while delaying the 
procurement of alternate drinking water supplies. 

Keep the Tetrahedron Park AS IS. Please ensure that the entire park continues to be 
protected as a Class A park. 

Thank you for your attention and your service to the public of BC. 

s.22 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachment 1: 

From:s.22 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: FMCBC letter regarding options for Tetrahedron Provincial Park 
Monday, June 11, 2018 11:30:11 
2018 06 07 FM CBC Letter to BC Parks - Tetrahedron Prov Park.pdf 

Sent: Thursday,June 7, 2018 11:41 PM 
To: BC Parks Plann ing Branch ENV:EX 
Cc: Minister, ENV ENV:EX; Simons.MLA, Nicholas LASS:EX; Monika Bittel 
Subject: FMCBC letter regarding options for Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

Hello Vicki, 

On behalf of the Federation of Mountain Clubs of BC, enclosed is our letter dated June 7, 2018, 
outlining our recommendations with respect to the proposed options for Tetrahedron Provincial 
Park. 

Regards, 

s .22 

Federation of Mountain Clubs of BC 



Federation of Mountain Clubs ,of BC 
Accessing the backcountry one step at a time 

FMCBC 

June 7, 2018 

Email: bcparks.planning@gov.bc.ca 

Vicki Haberl, Planning Section Head 
BC Parks 
PO Box 220, Brackendale, BC 
VON lHO 

Dear Ms. Haberl: 

RE: Options for Tetrahedron Provincial Park 

PO Box 19673 Vancouver, BC V5T 4E7 
fmcbc@mountainclubs.org 

www.mountainclubs.org 
Tel: 604.873.6096 

The Federation of Mountain Clubs of BC (FM CBC) promotes self-propelled activities, such as 
hiking, mountaineering, trail running and backcountry skiing through leadership, advocacy and 
education. We are a federation of 45 outdoor clubs with a membership of over 5000 people from 
across the province. We engage with outdoor recreation organizations, government agencies and 
others to protect and maintain access for quality non-motorized recreation in BC's mountains and 
wilderness. 

With respect to the Tetrahedron Provincial Park, one of our member clubs is the Tetrahedron 
Outdoor Club, which has a long history with the park and maintains the cabins and trails that allow 
the public to enjoy the park. The FMCBC and member clubs are very concerned about the options 
being considered by the Sunshine Coast Regional District (SCRD) and BC Parks for resolution of 
the Sunshine Coast's water supply issues and by the precedent that this sets for other protected 
areas. 

The FMCBC is opposed to the re-designation options currently being considered by BC Parks for 
Tetrahedron Provincial Park in response to SCRD's application to amend their current park use 
permit. Since Chapman Lake supplies water to 85% of the SCRD water users, we believe every 
effort should be made to preserve the Chapman Lake watershed in as pristine condition as possible. 
We are therefore recommending that the Class A park status be maintained, along with the current 
special park regulations, which are in effect to protect the watershed. In our view, provincial parks 
should not be compromised to deal with water shortages or other crises caused by climate change. 
This is especially the case when water shortages or other crises can be averted with long-term 
planning. 

Since we understand that the SCRD is split on the Chapm_an Water Expansion Project and the 
Project is at best a temporary solution, pending development of water source solutions outside the 
park, BC Parks should defer any re-designation options until other sustainable water solutions have 
been implemented. This would include, but not limited to, developing water storage alternatives 
outside the park (e.g., construction of permanent water reservoir; tapping into aquifers), completing 
implementation of universal water metering on the Sunshine Coast (SCRD expects this alone to 



yield 20-30% consumption savings), educating the public about and enforcing acceptable water use 
during summer or fall droughts (i.e., no watering oflawns), and implementing reasonable outdoor 
water use stages during increasing drought seasons. 

The FMCBC is not opposed to SCRD's use under Stage 4 water restrictions of the temporary siphon 
installed at Chapman Lake in 2017. We do not however support increasing the allowable draw down 
of Chapman Lake from 3m to 8m. We also support the Sunshine Coast Conservation Society's 
priority recommendation to develop water storage outside the park and diversified water sourcing in 
order to eliminate, or at least limit, the need for future use of the temporary siphon. 

With respect to the public consultation process, we are concerned that the public online survey is 
inconsistent with the printed survey, which was available at the Open Houses held on the Sunshine 
Coast. The printed survey permitted the public to express a preference for maintaining the status quo 
with explanation or to propose other options. Failure to include the status quo option or to invite the 
public to propose other options leaves the impression that the re-designation options are the only 
options being considered by BC Parks. In our view, this is misleading and curtails public 
engagement in the consultation process. For this reason, our letter conforms to the intent of the 
printed survey, indicating our preference for the status quo and our reasons for it. 

Sincerely, 

Dave Wharton, President 
Federation of Mountain Clubs of BC 

cc: Hon. George Heyman, Minister of the Environment and Climate Change Strategy 
Nicholas Simons, MLA for Powell River - Sunshine Coast 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
s.22 
- -
RE: Tetrahedron Provincial Park consultation process 
Thursday, July 12, 2018 16:07:39 

Reference: 316871 

July 12, 2018 

s.22 

Email: s.22 

De s.22 

Thank you for your email of June 5, 2018, regarding the survey questionnaire from the May 2 
open house for Tetrahedron Provincial Park. 

I appreciate you raising concerns about the different format used for the on-line version and the 
open house comment forms. However, I assure you that the inconsistency between the comment 
forms will not impact the process. There is no intent to do a statistical analysis of the public input 
but rather to consider the subject matter and content of the comments that were provided. We 
will, however, bear in mind your points in future consultations and I thank you for drawing this 
to my attention. I also appreciate the other specific suggestions you made. 

The open house meetings and the on-line information were opportunities for the public to 
provide input regarding the options that are being explored. Regardless of the differences 
between the formats of the comment forms, the objective of receiving input from the public has 
been achieved, and in fact has been very successful. Approximately 500 online comment forms 
were submitted, and more than 150 comment forms were submitted at the public open houses. In 
addition, several letters and emails were received. BC Parks staff is currently reviewing all of the 
public information that was received during the public consultation process, and will be 
preparing a report for my consideration. 

I am thankful that so many people took the time to share their thoughts and opinions about this 
important matter, and I look forward to reviewing the report. 

Thank you again for taking the time to write. 

Sincerely, 

George Heyman 
Minister 

From: Paul Kubik s.22 



Sent: Tuesday, June 5, 2018 2:27 PM 
To: Heyman.MLA, George LASS:EX; Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Cc: Standen,Jim ENV:EX 
Subject: Tetrahedron Provincial Park consultation process 

Your reference: 315780 

June 5, 2018 

Honourable George Heyman 
Minister of Environment & Climate Change Strategy 
The Executive Council Victoria 
PO Box 9063 
Victoria BC V8W9E2 

Dear Minister Heyman: 

Re: Tetrahedron Provincial Park consultation process 

I received Mr. Jim Standen's reply with reference no. 315780 on May 2nd to my earlier letter 
regarding the public consultation process on proposed changes to Tetrahedron Provincial Park. I 
attended the May 2nd open house in Sechelt. I subsequently submitted my comments to the 
survey questionnaire prepared by BC Parks. 

The May 2nd open house was tightly scripted and lacked meaningful dialogue. A hired facilitator 
received questions written on Post-it notes from the public. There was no public microphone. 
The context of the questions was sometimes misunderstood by the BC Parks panel so the 
answers were off topic or inconsequential to the question. For example, I wrote down a question 
about possible dam and road construction being authorized, an option that was raised by the 
Sunshine Coast Regional District as a preferred option in a 2007 study by Dayton & Knight 
Consulting Engineers. The lack of a road made if infeasible to consider raising Chapman Lake 
dam as a park permit is required to build one. I was looking for the panel to address that specific 
issue in light of any possible re-designation option but the panel completely misunderstood the 
point of the question and did not elaborate adequately. Often, the panel resorted to reading out 
loud from the park master plan in response to questions. The delivery was wooden. Lots of 
backpedaling was evident as the public repeatedly came round to the concern that the status quo 
was not an option, which led to rambling, pedantic explanations that all options were on the table 
but that BC Parks would recommend one of the three re-designation options. It was a farce, in 
my opinion and poorly planned. The public interest was ill-served. 

It is a basic principal of surveys that you ask all survey participants the same set of questions. BC 
Parks held two open houses on the Sunshine Coast and gave out a printed questionnaire to 
attendees. For those who were unable to attend, BC Parks directed them to an online 
questionnaire. The printed and online questionnaires are substantially different. Different 
questions were asked. 

The printed version itemized three re-designation options plus an additional, unnumbered option 



to preserve the park as is-the status quo. In contrast, the online version only asks the respondent 
for thoughts on three re-designation options without itemizing what those options are and 
neglecting to mention the status quo as an option. The online version also did not invite for 
comments on the status quo. 

The printed version includes check boxes by which a preferred option is selected-one of the 
three numbered options plus the status quo option. Selection is an unambiguous yes or no. The 
online version does not allow for selection of an option unambiguously. There is no clear yes or 
no question. 

A statistician would say the survey is invalid. Not only are there two different sets of questions 
but the online version is clearly biased against the status quo. The survey is worthless. 

The printed open house comment form can be viewed here: Tetrahedron Open House Comment 
Form (2018-05-02) 

The online comment form can be viewed here: Tetrahedron Online Comment Form (2018-05-02) 

If you think about it, the lack of an open house in Metro Vancouver is troubling enough. 
Tetrahedron Park, due to its hut system and proximity to the large Metro population makes it a 
feasible and attractive overnight destination for Metro residents. Many Metro residents are strong 
supporters of the status quo option. They are more likely to fill out the online questionnaire since 
attending an open house on the Sunshine Coast is costly and takes up a full day including travel 
on the ferry. Those submitting the online questionnaire are less likely to know that the status quo 
is an option because it was not presented as an option. Metro residents would be unduly 
influenced by the bias on the questionnaire towards the re-designation options. 

The integrity of the entire process is brought into disrepute by the unscientific survey developed 
by BC Parks. Whether or not the bias and errors in methodology are intentional or not, there is 
no choice but to disregard the worthless survey results and sta1t the entire consultation process 
over again from the beginning. There can be no legitimate decision reached from such a ta inted 
process. 

However, I would rather suggest that the Minister use provisions in the Water Sustainability Act 
of B.C., enacted in 2016, to start a Water Sustainability Plan for the Sunshine Coast. It deeply 
troubles me that the SCRO has not properly balanced growth with provision of adequate water 
supply and infrastructure. It has allowed growth and demand to exceed water supply capacity. 
Poor planning by the regional district led to the current debacle. It is not the ecological integrity 
of Tetrahedron Provincial Park that should be at risk because of it. The SCRO took a politically 
expedient path of least resistance in asking the Minister for approval of the Chapman Lake water 
supply expansion project. It is a divisive and environmentally unsustainable project. I request 
that the Minister cancel the public consultation process, discard the survey as worthless and 
begin looking holistically at the Sunshine Coast region's water supply in the context of current 
and future needs of the Sunshine Coast putting ecological integrity and wild salmon as foremost 
principals of a water sustainability plan. 



s.22 

Website: https://backcountrybc.ca 

Facebook: https://www.facebook.com/groups/backcountrybc/ 

cc: Jim Standen, Assistant Deputy Minister, BC Parks and Conservation Officer Service Division 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Fro,s.22 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: Tetrahedron Provincial Park consultation process 
Monday, June 11, 2018 11:51:06 

Sent: Tuesday.June 5, 2018 2:27 PM 
To: Heyman.MLA, George LASS:EX; Minister, ENV ENV:EX 
Cc: Standen.Jim ENV:EX 
Subject: Tetrahedron Provincial Park consultation process 

Your reference: 315780 

June 5, 2018 

Honourable George Heyman 
Minister of Environment & Climate Change Strategy 
The Executive Council Victoria 
PO Box 9063 
Victoria BC V8W9E2 

Dear Minister Heyman: 

Re: Tetrahedron Provincial Park consultation process 

I received Mr. Jim Standen's reply with reference no. 315780 on May 2nd to my earlier letter 
regarding the public consultation process on proposed changes to Tetrahedron Provincial Park. I 
attended the May 2nd open house in Sechelt. I subsequently submitted my comments to the 
survey questionnaire prepared by BC Parks. 

The May 2nd open house was tightly scripted and lacked meaningful dialogue. A hired facilitator 
received questions written on Post-it notes from the public. There was no public microphone. 
The context of the questions was sometimes misunderstood by the BC Parks panel so the 
answers were off topic or inconsequential to the question. For example, I wrote down a question 
about possible dam and road construction being authorized, an option that was raised by the 
Sunshine Coast Regional District as a preferred option in a 2007 study by Dayton & Knight 
Consulting Engineers. The lack of a road made if infeasible to consider raising Chapman Lake 
dam as a park permit is required to build one. I was looking for the panel to address that specific 
issue in light of any possible re-designation option but the panel completely misunderstood the 
point of the question and did not elaborate adequately. Often, the panel resorted to reading out 
loud from the park master plan in response to questions. The delivery was wooden. Lots of 
backpedaling was evident as the public repeatedly came round to the concern that the status quo 
was not an option, which led to rambling, pedantic explanations that all options were on the table 
but that BC Parks would recommend one of the three re-designation options. It was a farce, in 
my opinion and poorly planned. The public interest was ill-served. 



It is a basic principal of surveys that you ask all survey participants the same set of questions. BC 
Parks held two open houses on the Sunshine Coast and gave out a printed questionnaire to 
attendees. For those who were unable to attend, BC Parks directed them to an online 
questionnaire. The printed and online questionnaires are substantially different. Different 
questions were asked. 

The printed version itemized three re-designation options plus an additional, unnumbered option 
to preserve the park as is- the status quo. In contrast, the online version only asks the respondent 
for thoughts on three re-designation options without itemizing what those options are and 
neglecting to mention the status quo as an option. The online version also did not invite for 
comments on the status quo. 

The printed version includes check boxes by which a preferred option is selected-one of the 
three numbered options plus the status quo option. Selection is an unambiguous yes or no. The 
online version does not allow for selection of an option unambiguously. There is no clear yes or 
no question. 

A statistician would say the survey is invalid. Not only are there two different sets of questions 
but the online version is clearly biased against the status quo. The survey is worthless. 

The printed open house comment form can be viewed here: Tetrahedron Open House Comment 
Form (2018-05-02) 

The online comment form can be viewed here: Tetrahedron Online Comment Form (2018-05-02) 

If you think about it, the lack of an open house in Metro Vancouver is troubling enough. 
Tetrahedron Park, due to its hut system and proximity to the large Metro population makes it a 
feasible and attractive overnight destination for Metro residents. Many Metro residents are strong 
supporters of the status quo option. They are more likely to fill out the online questionnaire since 
attending an open house on the Sunshine Coast is costly and takes up a full day including travel 
on the ferry. Those submitting the online questionnaire are less likely to know that the status quo 
is an option because it was not presented as an option. Metro residents would be unduly 
influenced by the bias on the questionnaire towards the re-designation options. 

The integrity of the entire process is brought into disrepute by the unscientific survey developed 
by BC Parks. Whether or not the bias and errors in methodology are intentional or not, there is 
no choice but to disregard the worthless survey results and start the entire consultation process 
over again from the beginning. There can be no legitimate decision reached from such a tainted 
process. 

However, I would rather suggest that the Minister use provisions in the Water Sustainability Act 
of B.C., enacted in 2016, to start a Water Sustainability Plan for the Sunshine Coast. It deeply 
troubles me that the SCRD has not properly balanced growth with provision of adequate water 
supply and infrastructure. It has allowed growth and demand to exceed water supply capacity. 
Poor planning by the regional district led to the current debacle. It is not the ecological integrity 
of Tetrahedron Provincial Park that should be at risk because of it. The SCRD took a politically 



expedient path of least resistance in asking the Minister for approval of the Chapman Lake water 
supply expansion project. It is a divisive and environmentally unsustainable project. I request 
that the Minister cancel the public consultation process, discard the survey as worthless and 
begin looking holistically at the Sunshine Coast region's water supply in the context of current 
and future needs of the Sunshine Coast putting ecological integrity and wild salmon as foremost 
principals of a water sustainability plan. 

s.22 

Website: https ://backcoun trybc .ca 

Facebook: https://www.facebook.com/groups/backcountrybc/ 

cc: Jim Standen, Assistant Deputy Minister, BC Parks and Conservation Officer Service Division 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachment 1: 

FYI - PRSC 

From:5 ·
22 

Minister, ENV ENV:EX (] 
Correspondence Unit ENV:EX [Correspondence.Unit@gov.bc.ca] 
FW: The Local - May 10th, 2018 
Monday.June 11,201811:39:44 
May 2 mtg - The Local.jpg 

. . - -
Sent: Thursday, May 17, 2018 9:35 AM 
To: Dalziel, Rod ENV:EX 
Cc: s.22 

ENV:EX; Aikman, Jennie S ENV:EX; Janzen, Tim D ENV:EX; .s .22 
Subject: The Local - May 10th, 2018 

Good morning team! 

: Barry Janyk 

As P.T. Barnum once quipped," there is no such thing as bad publicity' ... 
Enjoy the sun! 
B 

: Haber!, Vicki 
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BC Parks officials from the Environment Ministry got more than they bargained for on May 2 at the Seaside Centre in Sechelt: an over-flow, sometimes-noisy 
crowd of about 200 people. The open house kicked off a 30-day public consultation period on the future ofTetrahedron Provincial Park. The process was 
triggered by the Sunshine Coast Regional District's request to dig a trench and Install pipes to increase the drawdown - during drought cond1ttons - of water 
from Chapman Lake, the Coast's main water supply. Because the lake is in the park. the project would require removing the lake from the park and mak
ing it a •protected area: or turning the entire park into protected area or a •conservancy". During a question and answer period, it became clear that many 
favoured leaving the park as it is and forcing the SCRO to develop other sources of water and water storage. And many were angry that. after a lengthy wait 
the open house was announced with only a few days' notice. Parks staff told the meeting that there will be a second consultat10n event - 1t 1s tentatively 
scheduled for May 23, but no details have been announced. JAN£COYEIMONPHOTO 




