CRWS Project Team Meeting Minutes (d)
A

Date: January 25,2006  1:15 p.m. Chilliwack River
Location: Great Blue Heron Nature Reserve Watershed Strategy

Facilitator: Marion Robinson, Fraser Basin Council

Present: David Barnes, Fisheries and Oceans Canada
Tom Cadieux, Fisheries and Oceans Canada
Krista Englund, Fraser Valley Regional District/F.V. Regional Watersheds Coalition
Sylvia Letay, Ministry of Environment
Kevin Walker, Ministry of Agriculture and Lands
David Lamson, Chilliwack River Action Committee
Brad Whittaker, UCFV/Fraser Valley Regional Watersheds Coalition
Matt Foy, Fisheries and Oceans Canada
Mark Johnson, Fisheries and Oceans Canada
Frank Sobkowich, Chilliwack River Valley Resident
Debora Sutter, Great Blue Heron Nature Reserve

The meeting commenced at 1:30

1.0 Introduction and Acceptance of Agenda

An item was added and the agenda was accepted as modified.

2.0 Review and Acceptance of Minutes

The minutes were accepted as written.

3.0 Business Agenda

3.1 Forestry Tour

Last fall, the forestry tour was postponed until the spring. Krista confirmed with Gene that he is
still interested in organizing the tour.

Preferred Dates: April 13 (Thurs) or April 18 (Tues)

Invite List: Project team, First Nations, managers, but not the public due to logistics

Vehicles (4x4, carry 4 people or more): Sylvia, Dave, Kevin, Matt and Ministry of Forests

3.2 Knowledge Management - Mapping
The Deer and Goat Winter Range map has not yet been approved under the Forest and Range
Practices Act and so cannot be included on our website for now. Once Victoria has gone
through the necessary processes, this map can be made available. Tom expressed a desire to
ensure that this map not be forgotten.

Action Item 1: Krista to bring this item forth to the March meeting for an update.
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3.3 Knowledge Management - Bibliography

Ben Cadieux has developed a very innovative search engine for the CRWS bibliography. It
functions similar to the search on Google (e.g. looks for words in a document that match the
search words entered). Individual pages or entire documents can be downloaded from the site.
The tool does have some challenges with character recognition, but this is a relatively minor
problem. The front page also needs to be modified. Once more of the details are worked out,
the tool will be loaded onto the CRWS website. A link to the bibliography will be needed from
other sites (e.g. DFO, FVRD).

3.4 Communications - CRWS Logo

Tom presented the updated CRWS logo and a round table ensued. Comments included:

Nice mountains

Terrific shading on the mountains

The shading represents the haze that can occur in the valley

The two lines in the river somewhat resemble tire tracks

Perhaps a subtle adjustment could be made to bring out the human form in the mountains
Its simple, and graphic

Perhaps the lines for the river could be made squiggly

One fish is very effective

Why are there no trees?

The green color was meant to represent trees

Although it is difficult to detect, the eye on the mountain should be left in. It hints to the
hidden aspects of the valley...

Wonderful logo!

There was consensus that overall the logo is excellent. We should get hats or cups made to
give away!

3.5 Communications — Communications and Engagement Plan Overview

December 1 | Public Watershed Forum

End of Jan Post summaries of the Watershed Forum and Survey on the website

End of Jan Distribute a newsletter and media release summarizing the input

Jan/Feb/Mar | Small group meetings (FN, Forestry Tenure holders, recreation/visitors)

End of Feb Government Forum

Mar-June Distribute Issues Analysis document
Mar-June Workshops around specific issues & options
Sep Distribute draft strategy

Sep-Oct? Watershed Forum

3.6 Communications — Community Watershed Forum

The notes from the Community Watershed Forum were distributed and individuals were asked to
contact Krista to suggest any changes. It was noted that the note-taking from the forum was
excellent - thanks to Graham Daneluz and Ryane Mclntyre!
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3.7

3.8

Communications — First Nations Engagement

Several individuals from the Communications Sub-committee recently went on an informal tour of
the Chilliwack River Valley with several First Nations representatives. The purposes of the tour
were to:

e Informal discussion and relationship building between CRWS project team reps and First
Nation reps

¢ Building an understanding of some of the key challenges/issues in the CRV from a First
Nations perspective

¢ Discussion about how the project team can better engage First Nations as we go forward

All three objectives were achieved and the participants were very happy with the tour.

The tour also stimulated some action to address one of the issues identified in the valley (which
was also observed on the tour): dumping of garbage. Garbage along the river is picked up by the
Chilliwack-Vedder River Cleanup Coalition, but garbage upland from the river is not. One
suggestion was to have inmates at the institution get involved with cleaning up the garbage, along
with the Ministry of Forests. It was suggested that either FVRD or City of Chilliwack could assist
with disposing of the garbage once collected. David Barnes offered to take the lead on organizing
this and is working with the Institution and FVRD.

Action Item 2: Krista Englund to distribute a summary of the tour to the project team.
Communications — Government Forum (a.k.a. Special Meeting of the CRWYS)

WHEN & WHERE
-Monday February 27, 2006, 12:30-4pm @ FVRD 4" Floor Boardroom

WHY
- Build relationships with individuals/agencies we will be working with
- Inform individuals/agencies about the project
- Highlight knowledge sharing (i.e. background) materials and obtain feedback to improve
- Increase our understanding of issues in the watershed
o Clarification of issues
o0 Sources of information to consider
0 Suggestions for others who should be included in discussions about issues
o Current/past activities to address the issues

=

HO

- Government agencies that have a mandate in the Chilliwack River Watershed (e.g. those who
will be part of recommendations/solutions)

Individuals within these agencies who are familiar with the Watershed (e.g. field level staff)
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4.0

WHAT

Time Description of Activity Leader (who)

12:30 - 1:00 pm | Snacks Project team to welcome
View maps others/mingle near maps

1:00 -1:15 pm Introduction Brad/Marion

1:15-1:25 pm Presentation about CRWS Krista

1:25-3:15 pm Issues discussion Brad

3:15-3:30 pm BREAK

3:30-3:50 pm Knowledge sharing materials — Tom/Graham/Krista
demonstration/discussion

3:50-4:00 pm Wrap up Krista/Brad

Consent Agenda

4.1 New Projects
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4.1.1. Pierce Ponds (Krista)

FVRWC’s proposal to construct off-channel overwintering habitat (and some spawning habitat)
at Pierce Ponds will go ahead with support from the Pacific Salmon Commission ($80,000) and
DFO.

4.1.2. Ryder Creek (Tom)

The project to improve mapping of Ryder (and Windfield) Creek will be coordinated by Ryan
Durand in March. Students from UCFV will be involved. The partners are also looking into
continuing the mapping into the City of Chilliwack.

4.1.3. Nonie Creek (Dave)
CRAC’s proposal for creating off-channel habitat at Nonie Creek will go ahead with support
from Pacific Salmon Foundation ($13, 500).

4.1.4. Slesse Creek (Dave)
CRAC applied to the Habitat Conservation Trust Fund (HCTF) to do some bank stabilization
work along Slesse Creek and will know about the funding in April.

Dave noted that the Water Act Approval/Notification form was quite confusing and the wording
incorrectly suggests that NGOs are not able to undertake maintenance and restoration work in
and about streams. It was suggested that Dave contact the Ministry to let them know about the
difficulty with the form.

4.1.5. Lovely Pond (Matt Foy)

DFO Technicians conducted a mark-recapture study in both the old and new habitat at Lovely
Pond/Thompson Park in early December. The study showed that all habitats were heavily used
by fry coming in from both Ryder Creek and Chilliwack River. A density of 1 fry/2m? indicates a
well used habitat, so the estimates of 2.6/m? observed in Lovely Pond/Thompson Park are
impressive. These results suggest that this habitat, although not pristine, is healthy for coho
salmon as well as other species (e.g. cutthroat trout were also observed) and that human activities



can coexist with wildlife between Slesse and Vedder. The results of the study also suggest that
the salmon might have been ‘thinned out’ a bit by the additional habitat, which may be a benefit
to other aquatic species upon which salmon prey (e.g. amphibians).

4.2 Introduction to the Great Blue Heron Nature Reserve (GBHNR)

Debora Sutter, the Coordinator for the GBHNR, introduced the Reserve. The land was
previously in military use, and was heavily used for 50 years until the Department of National
Defense left the site in 1998. Much of the site has naturally recovered with the cessation of
activities. However, a number of restoration projects have also been undertaken (e.g. several
channels and a big pond were constructed, and a number of planting projects have been
undertaken with participation from the community).

As the name suggests, the site is also heavily used by Great blue herons. There are a total of 203
nests in the colony. Several SFU researchers are studying the herons at the site, and the
community is now getting involved with a study to track where the herons are going (e.g. Heron
Hotline). Several cameras have been installed in the nests and the images will be projected onto
screens in the Reserve for the public to see. The Reserve also has an effective “Adopt a Nest”
program. For $100, individuals/groups can adopt a nest and they are sent updates about the nest
on a regular basis in return.

One of the key challenges faced on the Reserve is dogs off leash. GBHRN has raised this issue
with the City of Chilliwack. However, the only legislation that can be used is the leash law, but
special zoning is required for this law to be in effect on the Reserve. It seems that this problem
needs elevated status in order for it to be taken more seriously and addressed effectively.

There is also an interest from the GBHNR in more effectively managing the land outside of the
dyke, which is under the jurisdiction of the province. This land is a bit dryer and has a greater
diversity of species and it would be beneficial to include this land within the Reserve.

In 2005, the GBHNR became part of the Bald Eagle Festival with the intent of creating
awareness and promoting protection of important habitats like the GBHNR.

5.0 Other

The meeting was adjourned at 3:45 pm.

The special government meeting on February 27" will take the place of the regular project team
meeting in February. The date of the next meeting will be announced shortly.

6.0 Appendices

A. Summary of Action Items
B. CRWS Logo
C. Watershed Forum Summary
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Appendix A. Summary of Action ltems

Action Item 1: Krista to bring this item forth to the March meeting for an update.

Action Item 2: Krista Englund to distribute a summary of the tour to the project team.
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Appendix B. CRWS Logo

Chilliwack River
Watershed Strategy
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Chilliwack River
Watershed Strategy



Appendix C. Summary of Watershed Forum
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Chilliwack River Watershed Strategy

Chilliwack River Watershed Forum:

A Summary

December 1, 2005 - 7:00 p.m.
Chilliwack Fish & Game Protective Association
Chilliwack River Valley, BC

February 1, 2006
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IMPORTANT NOTE

The following is a summary of the activities and discussion that took place at the
Chilliwack River Watershed Forum held at the Chilliwack Fish and Game Protective
Association on December 1, 2005. These notes provide a detailed summary only,
rather than a verbatim report of the discussion. The comments received from the
audience do not necessarily represent the opinions of the Fraser Valley Regional
Watersheds Coalition or any other organization involved with the Chilliwack River
Watershed Strategy.
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1. Introduction and Role of the Fraser Valley Regional
Watersheds Coalition

Brad Whittaker, chair of the Fraser Valley Regional Watersheds Coalition and facilitator of the event,
opened the Watershed Forum at 7:10 PM by thanking those in attendance for coming and the Fish &
Game Protective Association for inviting us into their facility. He mentioned that the Forum is being
hosted by the Fraser Valley Regional Watershed Coalition.

The Coalition, established in 1997, is a non-political ‘group of groups’; members include local
stewardship groups from Abbotsford to the Fraser Canyon, First Nations, governments, industry and
others. Its mandate is to support activities and understandings that promote healthy watersheds and
communities. Between 1998 and 2002, the Coalition managed Fisheries Renewal funds and directed
$1.8 million into stewardship projects, including many local projects. The Coalition has a history of
engagement with the Chilliwack River Valley (CRV). It directed $100,000 of funding for remediation
of the Slesse Slide, $30,000 for the Tolmie Slide, and funds for a variety of other works.

The Coalition is continuing this involvement in the CRV by coordinating the Chilliwack River
Watershed Strategy (CRWS) with First Nations, Fisheries & Oceans Canada (DFO), Fraser Valley
Regional District (FVRD), Fraser Basin Council, Ministry of Environment, local representatives and
others. The project team itself has no authority over laws. We are not looking for regulatory solutions.
The project is about working together to benefit the watershed.

2. Interactive Welcome

After this introduction, Brad posed a series of questions to the audience of approximately 45 people.
Questions and responses were:

How many people live in the valley? 16
How many people fish in the valley? 12
How many people canoed/ kayaked? 10
How many people camp in the valley? Everyone
How many people work in the valley? 10

Brad summarized the responses by saying that clearly the CRV has much to offer people living,
working and playing here. He went on to mention that we are here tonight looking for information
about what is good about the Valley? What is your vision for it? What are some of the issues here?
We are not here to present answers or solutions, but we will analyze what you tell us tonight and come
back to you to discuss it further.

Question from the audience: Is this strategy recreation-based or is it about getting the Valley to work
for everyone?

Brad clarified that the process is much broader than just recreation.

Chilliwack River Watershed Strategy — Project Team Meeting Minutes — January 25, 2006 11



3. Presentation: Introducing the Chilliwack River Watershed
Strategy

At 7:20 PM Kirista England provided a presentation outlining:
e What is the CRWS? What is its purpose?
e How did it get started?
o Why the Chilliwack River Watershed?
o What will be produced?

The presentation slides are contained in Appendix A and summarized below.

The purpose of the CRWS

Krista emphasized that the purpose of the CRWS is to make connections between the various groups
that make decisions that affect this watershed, including landowners, government agencies, First
Nations, community groups and others. She said that we want to make the best use of existing
information by organizing and sharing it. Another key goal of the project is to develop a common
understanding of priorities and strategies to address those priorities. The project will also build
relationships and trust among groups in the watershed. This is not a land use or allocation plan and it
won’t directly result in new regulation. It is a voluntary effort.

Krista explained that a watershed is defined by an area with a common drainage. A drop of rain falling
anywhere within the watershed will flow to the Chilliwack River. She mentioned that about 1500
people live in the CRV and that about one-third of watershed is within the USA. The focus of the
CRWS will initially be the portion of the watershed surrounding the Chilliwack River Valley. Cultus
Lake and Vedder Canal are also within the watershed, but are outside our study area because we
wanted to define a manageable project that isn’t too big. We hope to be able to extend out to these
areas later.

Origin of the CRWS

Krista explained that the origin of the project is the Watershed-based Fish Sustainability Planning
concept initiated by Fisheries & Oceans Canada and the British Columbia Ministry of Environment.
The Chilliwack River Watershed was selected as a pilot project because is has a productive fishery,
species at risk, an intact watershed, and issues that are not insurmountable. Also, there are strong
human values and cultural resources — this is a place where people play, work and live, and have for
thousands of years. There is also a high potential for multiple interests to work together towards
watershed sustainability.

Outcomes of the CRWS

Outcomes of the project will be:
e shared understanding of the watershed,;
 background materials, including a ‘state of the watershed’ report, mapping and a bibliography of
all documents related to the watershed - all of these will be available to the public;
e projects, such as Thompson Park, Lovely Pond, Tolmie Slide, Hope Slough;
e understanding of issues, inter-relationships between things; and
e agreements about how the issues can be addressed and recommendations to decision-makers.
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Krista then welcomed questions regarding her presentation.
1. Who has the final say in funding?

Brad Whittaker: We will continue to seek funding from various sources; we apply for grants from
funding groups. The objective is to assist informed and effective decision-making.

2. Is there a standard of participation for organizations involved in the committee? Groups like yours
come by sometimes with good intentions, but possibly subvert interests of existing groups. For
example, we complained about access to a fishing site near Liumtion Road that was dug up and planted
with trees to limit access. This screwed up a project of ours to provide access to the river for
handicapped people. Is there an expected standard of behavior? A statement of principles? How are
you ensuring that the process is inclusive? Trust is an important thing.

Brad Whittaker: The Coalition has a history of inclusion and making decisions by consensus.
Everyone is welcome to be involved. We have a Terms of Reference for our strategy. Some have
expressed a concern with the slow pace of the project; this has been to allow time to build trust.

Dave Lamson: | have been involved in this project for about a year. Participation in the committee is
by invitation. We talked about making it more open but decided to wait until now to bring it to the
community. The work so far has just been information gathering. We haven’t made any
recommendations yet, just mapping and data collection.

3. How much of the watershed on the U.S. side is inhabited? Can they stop water from coming down
this side?

Krista Englund: the US portion of the watershed is mostly National Forest and park land with very
little permanent habitation as | understand.

4. What is the value of industrial use versus the value of recreational use?

Comment from the audience: Over the last 25 years that have been about 5 processes to assess
activities and values in the watershed, mostly by the Ministry of Forests. There was a tourism
assessment in 1995 that looked at dollar values for recreation by the tourism ministry.

Krista’s presentation finished at 7:35. Slides from Krista’s presentation are attached as Appendix 1.

4. Facilitated Discussion: The Future of the Chilliwack River Valley

Brad Whittaker initiated the facilitated discussion by reminding everyone that the purpose of the forum
is to gather information and data. Input will be taken very seriously. It will be analyzed and
researched. Then we will get back to you to discuss it further. We are concerned with the whole
watershed rather than site specific issues.

Chilliwack River Watershed Strategy — Project Team Meeting Minutes — January 25, 2006 13



Brad led the discussion by asking some questions:

A. What do you like about the CRV?

Responses from the audience:

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)

more rural, more open space, opportunities to interact with flora and fauna
the mountains, they are high and close

access into the woods

fishing is fantastic

the white water

lifestyle, seclusion, recreation — wouldn’t want that to change

no big industries that are polluting

good air quality and clean environment

good place to raise children, no 7-11 for example

10) no light pollution, you can see the stars
11) opportunities to hunt
12) sounds of the river

B. What are you concerned about in this watershed?

Responses from the audience:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

Slope stabilization due to logging practices affects homes and river banks and can destroy
fish habitat. We need to prevent slides and the destruction of habitat.

A loss of the right to fish and afraid of having no fish in the river. We have a common law
right to fish under the Magna Carta and I’m concerned it might be infringed upon. First
Nations, limited access, poor management decisions, knee-jerk reactions by governments
threaten fishing.

Government reaction to endangered species. They don’t consider the effect of management
decisions on other species and activities. The Cultus Lake Sockeye are an example. An
over-reaction to save one species overlooks all other activities.

A reduction in the ability to access different parts of the Valley. Campsites are closed and
access to the river is blocked. There are more people coming to the Valley and fewer
camping sites. Rather than managing things, the Ministry’s solution to fix problems is to
block off places and reducing the number of places to utilize. For example, the Chilliwack
Lake camp site is closed due to lack of enforcement and garbage issue. There is a higher
concentration of people at remaining sites. There should be access to all areas around the
Lake and opportunities to do backcountry camping.

A lack of washroom facilities for recreational users and visitors. The Valley is promoted for
tourism and recreation, but no additional resources and services have been provided.

A lack of forestry recreational sites. They seem to be all closed or pawned off to FVRD, but
funding to improve sites or maintain them has not followed. There is no enforcement. There
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are no washrooms or garbage containers. Residents have to do the clean up from outsiders
abusing the valley. When people legitimately want to camp there are no places to go.

7) Squatters along the Vedder River up to Tamihi Bridge. This causes concerns related to drug
activities, garbage building up, pollution, and squatter’s tent cities blocking access to the
river. There is no enforcement.

8) Tourism and recreation are welcome, but they need to be managed.

9) Increased recreational use, fishing, camping, limited access and the way BC Parks manages
their land. We are concerned about the diminishing deer and mountain goat wintering range.
We are concerned about the squatter issue. Everyone knows that there are no resources for
the management of crown land or park land to deal with the issues. The enforcement
agencies lack tools to deal with the issues. The cutting down of trees and the amount of
damage recreational users do the sites are also concerns. The result is that recreational users
that would respect the area are punished by reduced access and having to deal with the
mess. There are concerns about the lack of legislation on crown land for conservation
officers. Officers have their hands tied and cannot deal with the issues well past the time
they could catch the individual in the act. They are only able to respond to the result of the
damage but are not available to prevent it from happening. This is a pristine valley and
should be better protected to maintain that stature. Some users do not come here to utilize
the recreation opportunities much anymore because they don’t enjoy the destructive
activities and pollution.

10) In one case, when an RCMP was notified about dumping, nothing could be done. Trees
were observed being cut down and a member of the public put himself at risk to try and deal
with it and the thieves became aggressive.

11) Forest practices legislation enforced by the Conservation Officers have a clause that states
the officer must catch people in the act, which is of limited value as the officers cannot be
there in the woods all the time.

12) Not all local visitors disrespect the area. Most are willing clean up after themselves but
have to deal with the city people (outsiders of the valley) who create many of the hazards in
the forest. This in turn reflects on all the users of the valley and gives a bad reputation to the
recreational users. For example, live ammo has been found in the forest and that reflects on
how others view hunters even though many hunters are respectful and responsible for their
activity. As well as, broken bottles are everywhere.

13) From the perspective of a person who has lived in the valley for 15 years and works in the
valley, it is not just outside people but also the locals who dump their garbage in the forests
instead of going to the Bailey dump. There is indiscriminate use throughout all levels of the
valley, not just the populated areas. Garbage is being dumped even at the more remote areas
of the valley. Better enforcement and an environmental watch in the valley to record
licenses and activities would help.

14) There appears to be a loss of deer winter range and goat winter range.
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15) Garbage is being dumped in the surrounding areas of the valley. Any wrong doings should
be reported. There should be more enforcement.

16) Grow op waste and grow ops in the valley. Meth lab waste is being dumped in the valley.

17) Traffic in the Valley has greatly increased as a result of lack of access to recreational areas.
This has an impact on the safety in the valley. A community clean up of the River in 1995
resulted in tons of garbage removed from this Valley; much of it was building waste.

18) Flood, erosion and debris hazards to residential property. There is no diking plan and no
funding support from the governments. High risk areas for example are Wilson Rd dike and
above Allison Pools where the road is right close to the river.

19) Burned out cars and stolen cars dumped in the creeks. Truck loads of garbage and waste are
also being dumped in the back country of the valley.

20) A member of the Chilliwack Clean Up Coalition has seen evidence of people dumping car
parts, grow op wastes, and building material wastes along the river. The Coalition
organizes a clean up four times a year with volunteers from other organizations such as fish
and game clubs, boy scouts, 4H, Fraser Valley Salmon Society.

21) Dumping of yard waste and trimmings on crown land and private property which is the
result of the locals. This all impacts the waterways and habitat.

22) The potential for a natural disaster in the valley. The Game club is the emergency shelter
but it is not sufficient for the valley population anymore. Emergency measures need to be re
assessed. Emergency planning needs to be looked at. If the road washed out we would
have to provide emergency services.

23) The development in Valley in comparison to Promontory. On Promontory there is such
close building to the slopes. Even though they have had slides they continue to allow
buildings to go up there. The development on the hill might impact water quality and water
supplies, like well water. Management of run-off is not sufficient for the demand and the
quality of the runoff and quantity is a concern.

24) Motor vehicles in the alpine areas. For example Mt. McGuire and Cheam, in the alpine
levels that are sensitive. The areas should be restricted, but motorists inevitably find ways
to get past blocked off areas.

25) Unlawful fishing techniques and unregulated catch amounts.

26) Increased forest fire risk caused by increased recreational use of all areas of the Valley.

27) What is the possibility of independent power plants being implemented in the valley and
what will their impact be on the resources, with the infrastructure and transmission lines

required to get the power to the grid? There will be increasing demand for more energy
usage in the future.
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28) How do the City of Chilliwack and FVRD work together? Drainage seems to be the last
thing to be addressed. What are the boundary lines and who regulates and permits activities?

29) Logging practices above residential areas, especially issues of slope stability and water
quality, and logging practices that undercut the flora and create vulnerable areas.

30) Logging through hiking trails, for instance the Trans Canada Trail. It was created but is not
maintained or regulated. There are concerns as well about the treatment of the trails, impact
of motorized vehicles on them.

31) Recreational users drinking and driving, especially over the long weekend. There is also a
concern about the amount of camping and where people camp and the safety issues on the
road with intoxicated drivers.

32) A lack of harmonization of standards between Chilliwack and FVRD regarding run-off and
water issues. Who do the people turn to for resolution of the issues; people don’t know who
to go to. Issues have filtered down to the FVRD level but they have little authority and
support to deal with them. Conflicts between different agencies and a lack of
communication are also concerns.

33) The development happening along side the river, especially around Peach Road. It is too
close to the river and there is no buffer. As well, access to the river for recreational purposes
through what used to be City of Chilliwack property is now private land. Run off and storm
sewer from developments along the river are also concerns.

34) Government is scared to put garbage bins and facilities in because they are concerned about
liability. Government uses liability as an excuse not to do anything.

35) Heavy traffic on Chilliwack Lake Road is a problem for those walking or riding their bikes.
There are no sidewalks and the road is narrow. Drivers speed and pedestrian safety is at risk.

When no more comments were brought forward, Brad Whittaker thanked everyone for their very
useful comments. He said that we’ve learned a lot tonight. We will organize and categorize the
comments, do some analysis and report back to the community. Surveys were distributed to everyone
to fill out.

The facilitated discussion ended at about 8:40 PM.

A summary of the concerns recorded at the forum is contained in Appendix B.

5. Next Steps

After thanking the Chilliwack Fish & Game Protective Association for hosting the event, and everyone
for attending despite the weather, Krista Englund summarized the next steps of the project as:

e analyzing the issues identified tonight to better understand them;

e summarized information and distributing it, including posting it to our web site; and,

« holding another Watershed Forum in the future.
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Krista invited everyone to leave their name and contact information to receive project updates and
news about the project. Also, she invited people to call her for more information or to discuss their

participation in the project.

The meeting ended at approximately 9:00 PM
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Appendix A. Presentation Delivered at Watershed Forum
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December 1, 2005 =
Watershed Forum <

Krista Englund

Without CRWS With CRWS
Federal Province of | andowners Eedersl Province of | andowners
BC BC
Government Government
Local First Local
First Government Nations Government
Nations

VN NN Y
INFORMATION / DATA
AAA X VA
PRIORITIES

LIEAR X N

RELATIONSHIPS

AT TN

DECISIONS & PLANS DECISIONS & PLANS

¥

Chilliwack River Watershed Strategy — Project Team Meeting Minutes — January 25, 2006



Clarifying the Strategy

What it Isn't What it Is

fficial Land Use Plan | \/anuntanr, multi-agency,
r land allocation task non-legislated process

oing to directly create | Vﬁuing to create broad level
w regulations agreements/understanding

Chilliwack River Watershed

Where is it?

What is it?
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How it Came to Be

Fisheries and Oceans [ o
I*I Canada + BriTisH  Ministry of

CoruMsia | Environment

N

“Watershed-based
Sustainability Planning”

l

Chilliwack River Watershed
(One of 3 pifof projects)

Coastal giant
salamander

Mountain beaver

Coho
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Profos counesy of Siaka Nation, Ciy of Chilwack, FYRD

How it Came to Be
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LITRRET] Mimnery ol
Conamms  Esvisonencna
Frasar Vaksy Fraser Valey Ragonal

R egional Cestnct walersheds Coalbion

. 3

Wiatershed Cooardinator

+

Many Parners
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Chilliwack River \Watershed Strategy
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What will come of this?

» Shared understanding, relationships...
« Background materials
* Projects

Thompson Parkf
Lovely Pond

* Understanding of issues
* Recommendations

Hope Slough Tolmie Slide

Summary

 What is it?
+ Why the Chilliwack?
» What will come of it?
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Appendix B. Watershed Issues/Concerns in the Chilliwack River Valley

Category Description Example
Governance Lack of harmonization of standards e.g. City of Chilliwack and FVRD on runoff and water issues
Governance Liability gets in the way of good governance and many
liability issues may also be used as an excuse e.g. garbage bins are a liability as stated by a government agency
Governance Lack of communication and/or cooperation between
jurisdictions
Governance Lack of communication of impact activities
Governance Jurisdictional differences in development regulations e.g. City of Chilliwack/Fraser Valley Regional District
Governance Lack of enforcement of litter laws
Governance Lack of enforcement of laws related to recreation e.g. fishing

Resources/Tools
Resources/Tools
Resources/Tools
Resources/Tools

Lack of resources within the Provincial Emergency Program
Lack of resources to monitor/restrict squatting activity
Enforcement agencies lack tools to deal with some problems
Lack of appropriate legislation to deal with issues

e.g. garbage/dumping
e.g. conservation officers have to catch people “in the act”

Land use

Land use
Land use
Land use
Land use
Land use

Land use
Land use
Land use
Land use
Land use

Runoff and storm sewer caused by buildings too close to the
river or banks

Run off/drainage problems caused by too much development
Increased risk of slides caused by development

Impact of development on water quality/quantity
Drainage/runoff issues from the road

Impacts of logging on slope stability (impacts to fish habitat
and property)

Impacts of forestry activities on water quality

Impact of forest harvesting on trails

Encroachment of road on the river

Loss of deer and mountain goat winter range

Impacts of independent power plants and related
infrastructure

e.g. Peach Ave.

e.g. Peach Road

e.g. Peach Road

e.g. getting power to the grid could be hard on the landscape

Natural Disaster
Natural Disaster
Natural Disaster

Natural Disaster
Natural Disaster
Natural Disaster

Impact of naturally occurring clayslides

Lack of comprehensive dyking plan/infrastructure (holes in the system)

Protection of residential property from floods, erosion and
debris flows

Flooding/erosion of road
Lack of a plan and services in case of emergency
Increased risk of forest fires

e.g. Wilson Road

e.g. near Allison Pool

e.g. shelter

e.g. from recreational activity

lllegal Activity

Pollution caused/garbage left by squatters
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lllegal Activity Yard waste and trimmings dumped onto crown & private land
(impact on habitat and waterways)
lllegal Activity Garbage dumping in populated areas, remote forested areas,
and in/along the river

lllegal Activity Dumping of:

-grow op and meth lab waste

-building waste

-car bodies and stolen cars

-fridges, bbgs, etc.
lllegal Activity Garbage disposed of by locals from outside the vicinity
lllegal Activity Danger caused by high traffic speed along Chilliwack Lk. Rd.
lllegal Activity Drinking and driving
lllegal Activity Drug activity caused by squatters
Recreation/Use  Reduced opportunity for recreation/access blocked e.g. public sites becoming private sites
Recreation/Use  River access blocked by squatters
Recreation/Use  Overcrowding/higher concentration of users at remaining site
Recreation/Use  Lack of Forest Recreation sites
Recreation/Use  |ndiscriminate use and abuse of watershed e.g. Bench road
Recreation/Use  Hazards left by users of the valley e.g. live ammunition, broken glass
Recreation/Use  Lack of washroom facilities
Recreation/Use  Lack of visitor support services despite promotion to bring people here
Recreation/Use  Increased recreational use
Recreation/Use  Impacts to sensitive habitats e.g. ATV and Off-road vehicles on Mount McGuire and Cheam Peak
Recreation/Use  Cutting down of trees and damage caused by users
Recreation/Use  Impact of motorized vehicles on trails
Recreation/Use  Increased traffic
Recreation/Use  Creation of hiking trails that are not maintained e.g. Trans Canada Trall
Recreation/Use  Unlawful fishing techniques on the river
Other Lack of respect from 'outsiders' for resources
Other Loss of right to fish because of poor mgt practices, aboriginal fishing, lack of fish & overreaction to species at risk threat
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