Perry Ridge Water Users’ Association _
April, 1999

a\ r ‘,6" rJh Yo
i ’\ 4 Y, D
{ ? W\'i lzé{ 55X W W
’I J I) gir'f?\‘ . "‘ A % l lY ‘ ? a‘}g N
SLAEWA T AR N,

Offer of settlement

The five named defendants
in the British Columbia govern-
ment’s Perry Ridge lawsuit,
singled out by the Attorney
Genera out of hundreds of
protesters, none of whom were
arrested, have responded to the
government’s offer to drop its
lawsuit if the defendants would
drop theirs. The Defendants have
agreed to drop their counterclaim
if the government will establish an
acceptable independent, broadly
based scientific panel to assessthe
risks of development of Perry
Ridge.

One of the defendants,
Gunter Retterath, states, “We
have always wanted the best
independent scientific information
available to assess whether 1og-
ging on Perry Ridge would affect
our lives, property and water.
Thisiswhy road construction,
prior to the decision as to whether
logging was even possible on
Perry Ridge, resulted in the
protests and widespread opposi-
tion in the community to the
LRUP table, which, nonethel ess,
continuesto plan logging in the
absence of adequate independent
scientific assessment. Our pro-
posal requires acomplete deferra
of al logging and road building,
including helicopter logging, on
Perry Ridge, until an independent
scientific panel can study the
whole of theissue of risks and

Ridge development until an
independent scientific panel can
make its recommendations. The
people at the bottom of the ridge-
who will suffer the consequences-
want assurance that the best
information will be used to
demonstrate to the community
that there will be no disasters

costs’.

Marilyn Burgoon, Co-chair
of the Perry Ridge Water Users
Association states, “ Knowing
these hazards exist and that the

preliminary reports are seriously \ -
flawed, Perry Ridge residents affecting their lives and property

want amoratorium on all Perry resulting from Perry Ridge devel-
cornz - opment.” .
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by Philip Pedini

Risky Business

A standing room only crowd packed Winlaw Hall on March 29 to
examine the risks of logging Perry Ridge. This meeting, sponsored by
AreaH of the Regional District of Central Kootenay, was the first
specifically for the public since the Ministry of Forests public process
for Perry Ridge (LRUP) began nearly two years ago. Two of the three
authors of the Perry Ridge Risk Assessment (PRRA), Dwain Boyer
(Ministry of Forests) and Peter Jordan (Ministry of Environment, Lands
and Parks), presented their report. They consider the destruction of a
home, serious damage to multiple water intakes, or serious personal
injury to be only of “moderate” consequence. The report divides east
Perry Ridge into 32 Hydrologic Units and makes suggestions and
recommendations for each unit to mitigate against the increased risk,
which accompanies timber harvesting. The option of no logging is
never suggested or recommended, even in unitswith Very High Risk.

Allen Isaacson, an independent hydrologist, then reviewed the risk



Risky Business Continued:

assessment. The Equivalent Clear-
cut Area(ECA) model used in the
assessment was developed by him
and Lee Silvey beginning in 1967.
He explained at length why using
the ECA in the assessment is not
appropriate. “The time table was
too short and has been handled in
abackward manner. This study
started with the activitiesfirst,
with an assumption they could be
put on the landscape. The whole
systemis flawed and the numbers
generated are meaningless. Inthe
Slocan Valley, there are many
recent slidesin developed areas
such as Memphis Creek, Lemon
Creek, Airy Creek, etc. Using
these watersheds as examples, and

RALLY IN SUPPORT
OF APPROPRIATE AND
SUSTAINABLE LOGGING.

Our fear of change could
destroy all our livlihoods.
Will your conscience
allow you to stand idle
while the livlihoods of
workers, the integrity of
our valley ecology, our
drinking water and our
childrens’ future are being
threatened? This is an
opportunity to stand up
for your rights.
11AM JUNE 1ST AT THE
CASTLEGAR MOF
OFFICE
Friends of the Valley
call Ricardo Hubbs 226-7307

acknowledging that the east side
of Perry Ridgeisless stable than
the areas already developed, it
does not take much common
senseto determinethat it is
foolish to think thisareacan be
developed without damage to
downstream values.” Mr. | saacson
suggested that abetter risk
assessment team would be inter-
disciplinary, with 5-7 members
representing appropriate hydrol-
ogy, wildlife, fisheries, forestry,
and planning. Mr. Boyer and Mr.
Jordan agreed awider panel could
make a better report.

Next, Frank Baumann, an
independent Geol ogical Engineer,
presented areview of these four
reports: the risk assessment,
geological hazards mapping, the
stream assessment channel survey,
and the total chance plan. Mr.
Baumann spoke at length to every
engineer involved in these reports
before writing hisreview. This
fulfills the engineers professional
responsibility to their peersas
stated in their code of ethics. In
the risk assessment “ acceptable
hazard is not defined using more
widely used standards that have
been applied to situationsinvolv-
ing life, limb, and property, for
example adebris flow hazard that
has areturn period of more than 1
in 500 years [would be] unaccept-
able, while the PRRA rates such a
hazard as being only very low.
Why were more widely used
hazard acceptability criterianot
used in this study? To relegate
what would be serious conse-
guencesto only a“moderate”
rating may violate the Code of
Ethics [of the Association of
Professional Engineersand
Geoscientists of B.C.]... informa-
tion in the PRRA may cause poor,
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I Fyou would like a

copy of either Mr.
Issacsons’ or Mr.
Baumanns’ critique of
the Risk Assessment
call: 226-7876
If you would like a copy
of the Risk Assessment
call the Ministry of
Forests at 365-8600
\_ ,
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up-front decisions to be made.”
“The PRRA does not
distinguish between volun-
tary and involuntary risk,
and inappropriately com-
pares these two in order to
promote a higher level of
acceptable risk. Why
were the residents poten-
tially affected not asked
to provide input as to
what constitutes an
acceptable risk?”
Questions and comments
from the floor followed these
presentations. Nick Trace spoke
of the “greedy bungling” on Frog
Peak in clear-cutting right up to
the chute of an old slide to harvest
4 foot diameter spruce. Bill
Horswill told of the washout of
his road following careful selec-
tivelogging on hisland in
Winlaw. The slash from a handful
of trees clogged an intermittent
creek. Even without a steep slope,
and with good planning and an
intimate knowledge of the land,
an expensive disaster still oc-
curred. It is our water, our prop-
erty, and our lives at risk.
Shouldn’t it be Perry Ridge
residents, living down slope of
proposed timber harvesting, who
decide what isand what isnot an
acceptablerisk?




Letters:

Astimber supplies dwindle and the
forest industry strugglesto survive, | find it
ironic that the push in the industry isto more
high-production equipment. Thelogging jobs

are going the same route the mill jobs went
over thelast twenty years—to automation!

As SFP pushesto minimize the
number of contractors to a handful of big
outfits, the result isthat the big contractors

have no choice but to go to bigger faster
machines to up their production. Hand-
fallersarelosing their jobsto feller-
bunchers; buckermen and chokermen
arelosing theirs to processors and
grapple yarders. Thefirst thing SFP
did when they took over the mill in
1978 was to build the sorter and
eliminate the green-chain jobs. Since
then there’'s been one move after
another to cut back on the work force.
Twenty yearslater we' re cutting twice
as much timber to sustain lessthan
half the jobs.

Just at the time when the
industry should be moving in the
direction of scaled-down, more
sustainablelogging practices, we
havethisall-out assault to speed
things up and get it done. It should

be obvious to us what the motiveis
behind this, and it begs the question
asto the long-term commitment
SFP hasto thisvalley. If thistrend
isallowed to continue, | believe
our forest industry is doomed.

We need an ouitfit in here
that puts the needs of the commu-
nity ahead of its own interests and
shows some corporate responsibil-

ity and integrity.

Nick Trace

We encourage
critical thought.
Question every-

thing.

Search for the
| truth.

Large numbers of trees have b left standing. Block 2B I00k| ng south

In 1997 awindstorm toppled treesin severa areas of thevalley
including our watershed, the Rice/Richardsface of Perry Ridge. The
Ministry of Forests proposed in 1998 to log 11 blocks between the north
side of Rice Creek to the north side of Jerome Creek. After visiting every
house in our watershed we obtained overwhelming support to teke alist of
concernsto the Ministry of Forests. Some of the concernsincluded the fact
that Richards Creek flows through two cutblocks, and that removal of the
timber might affect water quality and timing. At thetime, we wereworried
that logging would take place before the proposed studies were done.
Because downed wood is very vauable to water quality and terrain stability
we wanted these val ues considered a so.

Unfortunately the MOF and the government sponsored planning table
rejected these concerns and approved the logging plan in spring 1998.
Since then the governments' own studies have again raised concerns about
the extreme ingtability of thisarea. These studies have shown that there are
significant risksto life/limb, property and water under proposed logging.
Asthisisclassified asan inoperable area, we are afraid thismight just be an
excuseto log where logging would otherwise not be allowed.

“We are getting away from this one-sided view that

wind-throw is a loss of timber and therefore is
something bad.”

Stephen Mitchell, UBC Researcher- 1999

Large numbers of trees have been left standing within these blocks.
The MOF has stated that they would need to clear-cut these blocks and
possibly enlarge them. In the summer of 1998 we visited severa blocks.
We noticed that alot of the wood on the ground was dead pine trees, while
alot of thoseleft standing are much more valuable larch trees. Thisis part
of the natural succession astheforest recoversfrom thefirethat occurred in
the early part of this century.

A couple of weeks ago we received aletter about the blowdown from
lan Hamann of Ministry of Forests. He stated, “ At thistime harvesting
plans are being held in abeyance pending further review.” Weare not sure
what this means but we will continue to monitor the situation.

Scott Frederick and Kathryn Lavis




Aval an C h e ! These events demon-

One hazard that hasn't
received much attentionin the
recent studiesis snow avalanche.
In particular the possibility that
clearcutswould create new ava-
lanche start zones was not ad-
dressed. Itisnow generaly
accepted that global warming will
lead to increased snowpacksin
thisareaand the increased hazards
due to this change have not been
considered.

The consequences of this
omission could be serious. For
example, in early February 1999
there were two avalanchesin the
Shannon Creek drainage, north of
Valhallapark. Onedlide de-
stroyed many trees over 200 years
old and deposited 7m depth of
snow and forest debris over a30m
length of ValhallaMountain
Tourings sno-cat accesstrail. The
other avalanche occurred in an
active cutblock and it partially
buried logging equipment. Both
of these avalanches started above
1230m (4000')in clearcuts.

strate that the Forest
Practices Code
does not provide
adequate protec-
tion from snow
avalanches.

“These
avalanches
clearly demonstrate
how little consideration
SFP and MOF give to
the hazard of ava-

lanches.” -Craig Pettitt -

Valhalla Forest Watch

According to the recent Risk
Assessment there aretwo
drainages on the East face of
Perry Ridge; Draw Creek and
Newcomen Creek that have ahigh
hazard of snow avalanches already
existing. With clearcutsthereisa
danger that permanent avalanche
tracks could be created in other
areas of theridge aswell.

Many experts state that
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Sab Avalanche

clearcutting should be banned on
slopes greater than 30 degrees
because of the danger of creating
new avalanche start zones.
Residents of the valley
should bevigilant in order to
prevent the creation of new
hazards on Perry Ridge.
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The Perry Ridge Water Users' Association has been representing the interests of water users
for 17 years through research and education. We advocate for the implementation of an Eco-
system-Based plan for the entire valley. We propose that logging take place only in areas that
pose no risk to life, limb, or property. Our goal isto maintain the quality, quantity and timing
of flow of water supplies on Perry Ridge.

The Perry Ridge Water Users’ Association

Directors

Marilyn Burgoon, Co-Chair 226-7324  Pamela Stevenson 226-7747
Don Warthe, Co-Chair 355-2353  LauraTiberti 226-7935
Lori Kaufmann 226-7968  Gail Elder 355-2459
Scott Frederick/Kathryn Lavis 226-7935  Philip Pedini 226-7640

PERRY RIDGE NEEDS YOUR HELP: Thanksfor your ongoing support.
Both time and money are needed. Send donationsto
PRWUA G10 C12 RR1 Winlaw VOG 2J0 or

phone 226 7324 or 355 2353

Lois Warthe 355-2353
Muffin Benedict 226-7876
Roland Werner  226-7559
Diane Carter 226 7371




