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WATEQ MﬁNAGEMENT

Over the past few weeks, you hava published an
interesting series of articles and letters on water
‘managerhent in-the City of Kelowna.

T-am troubled by the fact that none of the cons

. tributors so far has.mentioned: the issue of sus-
tainable watershed management, -

Prowding households with clean; safe drinking
weater is notjust about the cost of reservoirs, pipes
and treatment facilities, Tt s also about how we
manage.water at its source, how we care forri-
parian habitat and how we move water from nat-
-ural to human settings and back again without

destroying the ecosystems on which we all de-,

pend,

. Over the past four years, 1 have been studying

the history of water management in the Okanagan

Falley.

Like Ron Seymour-in his May 4 editorial, I be-
gan.by thinking that the “patchwork” of water
utilities in Kelowna was an indication of ineffi-
ciency and that a “strong central. authority”
would be preferable..I remember, with some erm-
barrassment, my past references to this issue as

- the probiem of “institutional fragmentation.”

As it turns out, the institutions that manage wa-
ter in Kelowna: have been effectively, co-ordinats
ing their activities for a number of years now,
largely as a result of the creation of the Kelowna
Joint Water Committee,

The Okahagan Basin Water Board provides an-

"

'ocal mowledge is essen

other excellent example of how water manage-
ment practices can be improved basin-wide, not

... through the unilateral decisions of a central au-
* thority, but through the co-operation of watar:
management institutions at all levels of the goy- -
ernance system, from Jocal utilities to provmcxaly :

and fedéral ministries.

My research indicates that provmclal govern-,
thent ministries are the worst offenders when:it

comes to making unilateral rather than co.oper-
ative water management, decisions, o
The Ministry of Agricultuve and Lands last year

attempted to implement a decision that was re-.
- gisted hy virtually evem local level government in -

the region.

Its decision to seu off Crown lease lots on the
foreshores of upland water reservoirs would have
¢caused enormous problems for those seeking to
improve source water protection practices.

Even more problematic is the unilateral. deci-
sion of the B.C, Ministry of Community
Development to not fund 'water infrastructure
costs for improvement districts. :

Aecording to policy developed decades ago, only .

municipalities and regional districts are eligible

for this funding, Improvement distriets remain. |
ineligibie even when they service a larger popu«-

lation than some municipalities
This 13 the real “elephant in the room” in this

debate. Why is this pelicy still in-place? I believe

- - All

it needs a full re-examination,

We should also congider the-full range-of bene-
fits provided by tmprovement districis when an-
alyzing the possible benefits of amalgamation.

Many improvement districts get their water

.from.a single watershed.

. The South Bast Kelowna:lirigation Dlstrict for
insmnce draws most of its water from Hydraulic
€reek and its tributaries, They have an elected
board of trustees who Hve inthe watershed and
staff members who regularly inspect the system.

This kind of “local” knowledge is essential to
good governance of any physical resource.

Also, ag others have pointed out, irrigation dis-
tricts provide an ‘essential “voice" for farmers
within the governance system, - -

T would-Hke to encourage our elected officials
and water managers to draw up:the terms of ref-
erence for any future governanee study from a
watershed management perspective,

- The study should also include a careful exami-
nation of the provincial government policies that

- are mainty responslble for our current impasse,

Much more i$ at siake here than the simple de-
livery of safe drmking water to our homes and
workplaces

John Wagner,

agsistant professor
environmental anthropology,
UBC QOkanagan



