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There has been talk of a provincial land use strategy for 

over 20 years. Each time it surfaced, the lack of political 

will eventually relegated it agai'n to the back burner, 

usually after significant energy input. In addition, 

intense lobbying by specific interest groups concerned with 

losing their power position has discouraged and resulted in 

abandonment of many constructive initiatives. 

The current heightened public awareness of the environment, 

the tinderbox state of land and resource use conflicts and 

the apparent inability of decision makers to respond in a 

coherent manner that reflects any broad consensus of 

interests suggest we are in the middle of another wave of 

opportunity t _o do things right. 

I sense a strong resurfacing of pub.lie interest in 

developing a land use strategy for British Columbia - one 

that will address the urgent concerns related to 

environmentally sustainable development, conservation 

strategies and integrated natural resource management. 

Recent efforts of the Forest Resources Commission, the Round 

Table on Environment and Economy and a number of natural 

resource professional and interest groups reinforce the 

immediate need for such a strategy to face the land use 

problems of the 90's. 

On a recent air trip from Prince George to Vancouver, I read 

the Forest Resources Commission Options Paper Summary and 

noted the high priority given to the development of a land 

strategy for Crownland. As if in a time capsule, I was 

reminded of a similar aircraft trip some 20 years ago, when 

the then Chief Forester for B.C. summarized for me the same 

issues and outlined nearly the same options. In net gain, 

we haven't really come very far. 
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Collectively, I believe the public recognize the urgency to 

"get on with it.'' I also believe that, with some scrambling 

and a combination of mechanisms, we have the technical 

substance for a land use strategy initiative. 

There are several key land and water uses that warrant 

consideration, including (not necessarily in order of 

priority): agriculture (food), fisheries (food), housing 

(shelter), quality water, wildlife habitat, tourism, wood 

production, commercial and i·ndustr ial use, transportation, 

subsurface resource extraction, outdoor recreation, and 

nature preservation. 

In addition, there are some overriding general issues, 

including: 

* water must be considered part of land, as the uses are 

inseparable 

* subsurface resources must be included with surface uses 

* what is the minimum inventory knowledge necessary to be 
I 

able to proceed to a provincial strategy? Our understanding 

of how land is used, how use has changed in recent years and 

how much land will be needed for the various uses in the 

future is very sketchy. But, comprehensive inventories take 

time, a luxury we no longer have. 

* how do we weigh competing values related to use and non-

use of land? related to market and non-market factors? 

* are aboriginal land issues to be part of this process or 

another? 

* what structures within governments are necessary to 

implement a land use strategy? 

The potential maze of land and water use interfaces is 

overwhelming. If we consider each use in detail, the task 

becomes even more complex. For instance, we have the highly 

variable land, water and location requirements of the 

greater than 80 agricultural commodities produced in B.C. 

Or, consider the competing demands on our forest land base 

for wood production, water production, fish and wildlife 
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habitat, livestock grazing, outdoor recreation, old growth 

reservation, and aboriginal peoples traditional cultural 

uses. Historically, in the absence of any overall strategy, 

those interests with the greatest economic clout have been 

able to take advantage of this complexity, often to the 

detriment of other users and values. 

Given this complexity, the lack of integrated knowledge, and 

the legacy of neglect (and often degradation) of our land 

and water resources, therefore, evolving an overall strategy 

will be a formidable challenge. 

My greatest fear, however, is the next step, implementation. 

Will any provincial government have the courage to implement 

a strategy that is in the best public interest? Will 

private interests accept their share of the responsibility 

and be willing to act in the greater public good? And, will 

a currently supportive electorate have the commitment to 

insist that decision makers - both elected governments and 

the private sector - stay on course and will they continue, 

even against incredible odds, to support those who do? 

For the sake of our battered and fought-over land and water 

resources and for the ultimate benefit of both current and 

future generations, I truly hope, finally, the answer to all 

three questions is yes. 

Undoubtedly, vested interests will place incredible 

pressures on government to maintai~ the status quo. But, 
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there is no flexibility for short term politi~ .... """"~~w.uc~:.:• __ ~ -----··-, 
time tfA¥ r .- r, We are well along in the race for space. The 

provincial land use strategy was yesterday. 

with today, let alone tomorrow, without one. 
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