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This picture was taken from one of the ski runs at Apex Mountain Resort.  Apex village is in the 
bottom left.  Green Mountain is directly facing the entire front-side of the ski area. 

Page 3 



This is what Green Mountain looked like in 2012.  That is when the Apex Property Owners 
Association became more deeply involved in forestry practices, policy, regulation, and legislation 
than it ever thought possible.   
 
The excuse given at the time for violating the Visual Quality Objectives with this clear cut, and one 
on Dividend Mountain right beside the ski area was “mountain pine beetle.” 

 
APOA hired its own Registered Professional Forester who concluded that although there was some 
amount of mountain pine beetle present, it was not a high amount.  Further, the beetle epidemic 
had been rapidly collapsing for several years prior.  Given the remaining trees have not suffered 
from excessive beetle attack in the following 7 years it is safe to say that our RPF was correct, and 
their was no beetle-based justification for this clear cut.   
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The APOA joined the BCCFR, which currently has 33 community groups as members.  Each of these 
groups has formed for the express purpose of demanding modified forestry practices to replace the 
clear-cutting that is destroying non-timber values in their respective areas and communities.   
 
See slide at back of presentation for a member list.   
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There were 11 forestry related resolutions presented to the provincial government last year by 
UBCM.  See the end of this presentation for a list of those resolutions.  Contact bccfr.org@gmail.com 
to receive a summary document that provides the resolutions and the provincial government’s 
response to them.   
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The first take-away from this presentation is that the APOA and local governments are aligned in 
their belief that we urgently need updated forestry legislation and regulation to address the many 
community concerns.   
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Now let’s discuss what is happening to the Forest and Range Practices Act.   
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After the change in provincial government, and in response to the growing number of complaints 
about BC’s forestry practices,  the Professional Reliance Review was launched in late 2017.  In early 
2018 the Final Report of that review was published.  The report was quite critical of many aspect of 
how natural resources are managed in BC, and presented 121 recommendations for change.   
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In response to the Final Report, the provincial government directed FLNRORD to begin the process to update 
FRPA.  The Chief Forester announced the upcoming changes in an open letter which is partially quoted below.  
Subsequent information from members of the FRPA Advisory Committee (formed to help guide the upcoming 
changes) conveyed that there would a first round of initial changes to FRPA in April, with additional changes 
coming in the following years after additional public and stakeholder consultation. 
 
Selected sections of the letter from the Chief Forester: 
 
Through the Office of the Chief Forester, initial work is underway to review and contemplate changes to the 
Forest and Range Practices Act, or FRPA, and its regulatory framework. This work is purposed to support the 
following outcomes over several years:  
•  Support reconciliation with First Nations 
•  Restore the social contract and public trust in forest management 
•  Support the certainty of log and fibre supply 
•  Ensure that land managers have clear ability to promote and protect natural resources 
•  Improve and streamline range planning  
What might policy change look like?  
Changes to FRPA will occur over several years, beginning with initial improvements in early 2019. 
Improvements would include:  
•  Better forest stewardship plans (FSPs) content by requiring that the approximate locations of proposed 

roads and cut blocks be made publicly available  
•  More frequent and reliable opportunities for interested parties to provide input into operational plans such 

as FSPs  
•  A more responsive FSP that addresses emerging concerns, such as catastrophic timber damage, within 6 

months  
•  Strengthening the management of visual quality by making it a practice requirement  
•  An improved planning framework that promotes Indigenous collaboration in forest management and 

improves government’s ability to manage landscape-scale disturbances, such as forest health and wildfire  
 

Page 10 



So what we can fairly confident of is that changes to FRPA are coming soon.   
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So why does this matter to local governments, and what changes will local governments be looking 
for? 
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The most significant direct impact forestry has on local government actually shows up in the water!   
 
As you build roads and remove trees from watersheds the risk of increased silting, especially during 
high flow events, increases.  This is well documented.  Further, as you remove water absorbing tree 
cover, watersheds tend to release their water faster and in a shorter timeframe.  This can result in 
greatly reduced mid and late summer flows, which means local government much increase resevoir 
capacity downstream if they are to provide their residents drinking water throughout the year.  This 
too increases costs to local taxpayers.   
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The need to reduce wildfire risk is not addressed in FRPA at all, which means harvest license holders 
are not paid to, nor are they expected to reduce wildfire risk while performing their harvesting.  This 
has been an ongoing issue for the APOA since we have, for 7 years. asked that harvesting include 
wildfire risk mitigation.  The ONLY response we have ever received from any of the four active 
license holders in our area, and from FLNRO, is that clear cutting is the ONLY harvesting they will 
consider.  Since wildfire risk reduction using widespread clear cutting would decimate the recreation 
area even more than it has already, APOA is a strong supporter of FRPA requiring REAL wildfire risk 
mitigation planning be mandatory, not just a by-product of massive clearcuts.   
 
The negative impact of clear cutting on tourism, recreation, and property values is the key concern 
of the property owners at Apex Resort.  The issue, as confirmed in the PR Review Final Report, and 
repeated numerous times by the APOA to all licensees, is that there is no holistic land-use 
management happening around Apex.  The licensees are treating the intensive recreation area as 
just another part of the timber supply, which is exactly what it is in law.  That is why legislation 
MUST change: recreation areas have to be treated differently, non-timber values must take 
precedence, not just be treated as an inconvenience to work around.   
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So what does “negative impact on a recreation area” actually look like?  Indeed, how does logging 
in an Intensive Recreation Area differ from outside the recreation area?   
 
In the map above the area in green outlines the Apex Intensive Recreation Area.  This satellite 
image was taken in 1984.  In this and the following satellite images we have highlighted the clear 
cuts in red so you can see them better on the screen.  If you want to see the actual images, go to 
http://world.time.com/timelapse/ 
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This is how it looked 16 years later.   
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And another 16 years later. 
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And finally how it will look in the next couple of years after the already referred cut blocks have 
been clearcut.   
 
Can you see any impact of an area being designated as an Intensive Recreation Area? We can’t.  
Excluding the actual ski hill (which is protected by a recreation lease), and the village (which is 
private property), there is only a small area north and south of the village that hasn’t been clear cut 
or will be clear cut.  And even those areas are within the timber supply area, so we are told they will 
be logged as well.  Trees at this altitude grow 6-9” per year.  It will be several generations of 
recreation users before this “recreation area” begins to look anything like a forest again.  That is the 
problem: yes forestry is a renewable resource.  But the timescales of forestry are completely out-of-
sync with the timescales of intensive recreation areas.  If this continues the Apex area could easily 
be economically damaged for many decades – if it survives as a recreation area at all. 
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Now sit’s talk about how local governments can take advantage of the upcoming changes to FRPA 
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The first step is to define what matters to local government.  We’ve already described these broadly, 
but the actual local physical areas have to be identified, quantified, and documented.  It has to be 
made absolutely clear where inappropriate logging will drive the most costs (economic and social 
costs) into local government and the local community.   
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The second step is for local government to build internal capacity to actually be effective in 
protecting the things that matter and that are being damaged by inappropriate logging.   
 
Key to this is to assist local community groups, recreation groups, interest groups, etc. to more 
efficiently and effectively get their concerns heard, acknowledges, and ACTUALLY addressed rather 
than ignored, downplayed, or simply outright rejected because “accommodating them will reduce 
the timber supply, and we can’t do that”.   
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The final step is for local government to actually start protecting what matters to them 
economically, and to their ratepayers from a social value perspective.   
 
To ensure local government can be effective in this role they must ensure proper funding and 
authority is passed down to them from the provincial government.  And this must be enshrined in 
the new legislation.  Which means local government have to become actively involved in shaping 
the upcoming changes to FRPA.   
 
“Professional Reliance” is actually “Volunteer Reliance” when it comes to protecting our local forest’s 
non-timber values. Local government should be striving to assist, and in some cases replace, the 
hundreds of volunteers who have had to struggle daily to protect the non-timber values of the 
forests. 
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The upcoming changes to FRPA are a once in 20-years opportunity for Local Governments to finally 
get some authority over the economic and social costs of logging that have been downloaded to 
local governments and their constituents.  Seize the Day! 
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Backup slide: BCCFR membership list as of early March 2019.  Note that the Vancouver Island Water 
Watch Coalition is a member of BCCFR.   
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Backup slide.  The 11 forestry related UBCM resolutions.   
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