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DESCRI PTI ON

During the period, May 26, 1971 to Novenber 23, 1971, the kanagan
Basin Water Board sponsored a series of six public nmeetings to hear the
views of local residents relating to water nmanagement. Meetings were held
in Vernon, Penticton, Princeton, Kelowna, Osoyoos, and Enderby. Tota
attendance for these neetings was 590 persons.

One hundred and ten witten and verbal presentations were nmade by a
vari ety of organizations and individuals.

Since briefs submitted on behal f of organizations represent the views
of many individuals within the group, it is likely that opinions expressed
during the meetings represent a much |arger population than nmerely the
nunber of briefs presented or the nunber of persons attending. The |arge
nunmber of individuals who prepared briefs to express their own views w thout
t he guidance of a group are to be commended.

The views expressed during these public neetings were unpronpted, and
therefore a wide variety of statenments relating to water resource nanagenent
were received. This technique provides for a |iberal expression of public
opi nion; but on the other hand, does not lend itself to statistical analysis
as does a planned questionnaire based on random sanpling techni ques. The
results of public neetings will, therefore, be analyzed and provi de good
conplimentary information to statistical data gathered through a resident
survey undertaken by the Ckanagan Basi n Study.

Key phrases or statenents indicating various viewpoints have been
pl aced under appropriate headi ngs, such as - water quality, water quantity,
etc., on the follow ng pages. Each brief presented was reviewed, and the
nunber of briefs expressing views simlar to each of the key statenents were
t abul at ed.

The nunber of briefs expressing a given view should provide an
i ndi cation of the relative public concern related to each statenent.

SUMVARY STATEMENTS: NO. SUPPORTI NG
STATEMENT
WATER QUALITY

1 - Water quality is a local problem 23
2 - Stricter controls for waste shoul d be researched

and enf or ced.

Waste discharge to streans and | akes shoul d be stopped. 31



NO  SUPPORTI NG
SUMVARY STATEMENTS: STATEMENT

WATER QUALITY (cont'd.)
3 - Ahigh level of water quality shoul d be maintained 20

4 - Water quality is inportant for local industries, tourism

and donestic use. 1
5 - Water standards nust be naintained to neet health requirenments 3
6 - There are water quality problens in upper donestic reservoirs

due to recreation, devel opnent and other activities which

shoul d be controlled, e.g. |ogging, mning, grazing, etc. 8
7 - Do not feel there is any water pollution in the Valley at

present. -
8 - Water pollution is restricted to relatively snall areas at

pr esent -

WATER QUANTI TY

1 - Increasing water denmand is a |local water resource problem 10
2 - The water resource is of prinme inportance. 4
3 - Donestic drinking water supply is a local resource problem 4
4 - Popul ation has outgrown avail abl e water supply. 1
5 - Water quantity should be nmanaged nore careful ly. 24
6 - Water should not be diverted sinply to aid devel opers.
7 - Opposed to diversion fromthe Shuswap.
8 - Wsh to have nore flood control
9 - Water should be diverted fromwatersheds where it is

in excess 1
QUALI TY OF ENVI RONMENT
1 - The kanagan is a good place to live. Cdimte, rura

at nosphere, scenery, lakes and fruit growing, etc., add

to the attractiveness and uni queness of the Valley. 15
2 - The Ckanagan has environnental problens. 2
3 - The present environnent of the Ckanagan shoul d be mmintai ned

or inproved. 15
4 - Preserving the environment is nore inportant than achieving

hi gher incones, economc growth, or nore enploynent in the

Val | ey. 2

5 - Economic growmh and preservation of the environnent are
equal Iy inportant. 1



SUMVARY: NO. SUPPORTI NG

STATEMENTS
QUALITY OF ENVI RONMENT (cont'd.)
6 - Protecting the environment is of secondary inportance. -
7 - A change in human attitude and life style is required
to correct environnmental problens. 6
TOURI SM
1 - Tourismshoul d be encouraged. 6
2 - Tourismshould be restricted. Too nany tourists are
causing crowdi ng and are adding to | ocal problens 5
AGRI CULTURE
1 - Express concern regarding |loss of agricultural |and. 3
2 - Wsh to see agricultural land retained in agricultura
use. 17

3 - Subdivision and devel opnent shoul d be planned to protect
agricultural 1and. 14
4 - Agriculture should be assisted to maintain agricultura
| and use. 11
5 - There is no need to control subdivision of agricultural |and, -
at least in the near future.

6 - It would be wong to support agriculture with public funds or by
controlling subdivision. -

7 - Agriculturists should have the privil ege of subdividing. 3

8 - Agriculture is becom ng | ess econonic. 4

9 - Fresh fruit and irrigated | andscapes are uni que features
and contribute to tourism

10 - Agriculture contributes greatly to the econony.

11 - Large quantities of easily available water are required
for a viable agricultural industry.

12 - Studi es should be done on | and use.

| NDUSTRY AND URBAN DEVEL OPMENT
1 - More industry should not be encouraged in the Valley. 4

2 - Only light, clean industry should be allowed in the Valley. 15
3 - Large industry is pernissible if sewage is properly treated. 1



NO.  SUPPORTI NG
SUMVARY STATEMENTS: STATEMENT
| NDUSTRY AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT (con'td.)

4 - Industrial growh and/or urban devel opnment shoul d be
sl owed down and planned or it will destroy the Valley. 19
5 - The average person does not gain by the increased
i ndustrialization and devel opment. Only devel opers gain.
6 - Industrial growh is necessary, but should be pl anned.
7 - Service and recreational industries should be encouraged.

By curtailing industry other values will be attained,
i.e., increased tourism higher property values, culture, etc. 2
9 - There should not be any controls on Industrial Devel opnent. -

POPULATI ON
1 - Population growth should be controll ed. 10
2 - Popul ation increases should be confined to urban areas. 2

3 - Popul ation should be stopped until there is planned

growt h with proper sewage treatnment. 3
4 - There are already plenty of people in the Ckanagan

Popul ati on should not be allowed to increase. -
5 - There is no need to regul ate popul ation growm h presently,

but it should be regulated in the future. -
6 - There is no need to regulate population in the Valley at

any tine. -

WLDLI FE
1 - Aninmal and bird habitats are threatened. More public effort
and managenent should be directed to protecting fish and
wildlife. 10
2 - WIldlife should be protected if it doesn't cost too nuch. -
3 - No nore protection of wildlife is needed. -

PARKS. M NI NG GRAZI NG AND FORESTRY
1 - Logging practices, road construction, and/or m ning,

have resulted in danage to watersheds. 4
2 - Logging and/or mning practices should be nore closely
controll ed. 7



SUMVARY STATEMENTS NO  SUPPORTI NG

STATEMENT
PARKS. M NI NG GRAZI NG AND FORESTRY (cont'd.)
3 - Areas of unique and natural beauty shoul d be conserved
(ecol ogi cal reserves). 8

4 - Recreational areas and parks should be planned and maintained. 17
5 - Watershed managenent is inportant to preserve water

quality and quantity. 6
6 - Sustained yield and coordi nated forest nanagenent neets

the objectives of best |and use and water nanagenent. 1
SOCI O ECONOM C
1 - Education and culture should be encouraged. 3
2 - The public should be infornmed and consulted regarding

wat er managenent. 3
| NSTI TUTI ONAL
1 - Alocal water nanagenent authority is required. 1

2 - The kanagan Basin Water Board shoul d becone a | oca
wat er nanagenent authority. 5
3 - There should be a better way of financing water systens.

A val | ey-wi de pl anni ng organi zation i s needed.

6]
1

A formof authoritative Water Board is required to carry
on after the Okanagan Basin Study is conplete. 2



