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URBAN GROWTH IMPACT ON RANGELANDS 
IN BRITISH COLUMBIA 

- G.G. Runka -

Although I am very interested in the wider perspective and fk, / of options 
in developing integrated land-use planning processes as they r~late to the wilder
ness issue, I am going to try and resist the impulse.to wande~ Mr. Moderator, and 
concentrate on the urban growth impact on forage lands and native rangelands. I 
will look through the eyes of one conceived with using the forage resource to 
the best advantage for red meat production as opposed to the urban planner who 
might visualize the rangeland as a land storehouse for future urban needs. 

Remember throughout my comments that most of the rangeland in British Columbia 
is Crown owned and that most of the key spring and fall grassland range (whetber 
private or Crownland) is within the Agricultural Land Reserve (provincial agri
cultural zone administered from an alternate land use point of view by a Corn- · 
mission. Forested range is also critical to the beef industry. 

The following are quotes taken from letters .and Land Commission files: 

l)The Crown land immediately north of Glimpse Lake has been selectively logged 
and is extremely important to the incumbent permit tee for summer range. There 
is already a good two-wheel drive road leading from District Lot 3367 up into 
the range. This present access is of great concern to us as we can foresee con
tinual harassment of stock by children, trail bikes, woodcutters, etc. Unfor
tuantely the public is too far removed from the agriculture industry to appreciate 
and understand the consequences of their 11 horse play". 

We therefore realize and accept the problems in managing the Crown range adjacent 
to Glimpse Lake but would prefer that all uses be at a reasonable level and in 
balance with each other. We believe that an additional subdivision on Glimpse 
' Lake would put excessive recreational pressure on the range resource and eventually 
necessitate the removal of cattle from the adjacent range. 

2)It may not be within your particular tenns of reference but I feel it is impor
tant to consider Glimpse Lake itself. Lauder Ranches have the water license to . 
store and use water on the lake--they are the only water licensee on the lake. 
They have irrigation and domestic rights. They are completely dependent on this 
water for their hay crop--some 500 tons--to Winter their cattle. The water-shed 
of the lake is not extensive and there is no surplus water. There have been a 

number of times in the past when Lauders were short of water for their second 
crop. The possibility of some fifty or more homes estalished at Glimpse Lake will 

have a serious effect on the available water for agriculture, as well as on the 

quality of the water itself. 
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3)My real concern is, if this particular application is approved, a precedent 

would be set that would and could apply to about all the ranches in the 
interior. I am sure you can realize what would happen if some one hundred or 
more people were resident at Glimpse Lake. The adjacentCrown range would be 
completely impossible to run cattle on because of the effects of recreational 
activities by people who would--in theory--have as much right to the Crown 
land as the cattle. This would become an impossible situation for the Lauders 
who would have to graze their private land and consequently cut their produc

tion. I can think of many like situations all through the cattle raising part 

of the Provi nee. 

4)We love the country and the animals but our first love is the safety of our 
children and family, then to protect our property from roving herd of beef 
cattle; through this subdivision continously'. For example, when the new calf 
and mother are let out May 15 you have this danger. When the bulls are re
leased June 15 and this is a far greater danger~ 

We cannot understand when local and provincial government agrees to this sub
division for people to invest in and raise their family and pay taxes for, that 
they should also provide some law to protect our children and family and pro- . 
perty from these herds of heavy type animals so they can enjoy family walks and 
know their children will not have this danger behond their own property. 

5)This subdivision lies adjacent to a Crown range unit as well as private ranch 
land. Roads are also involved. The problem is thus complex and is physical 
rather than legal in nature. It is not desirable and perhaps not even possible 
to impose a solution by law. Fencing and cattleguards are required under some 
equitable cost-sharing scheme. In this connection, purchasers of land within 

a subdivision recently established in a multi-use forest environment cannot 
expect long established and essential uses of adjacent lands to be discon
tinued or that the full cost of remedial measures to accomodate the subdivision 
should be born~ by the users of such adjacent lands. 

6)When the fencing is completed the Crown range grazed under permit will still 
not be far distant from the subdivision. This situation calls for acceptance 
by the local people that they have established residence in a rural circum
stance where continuing use of multiple resources on adjacertCrown land is a 
necessary fact of life. 

- Slides to illustrate urban growth impact on rangelands -

continued .. 



' I 

Summary: 
In surrma ry if we in B.C. are going to reduce urban growth impact on our range
lands and all wildlands in the face of: 
- considering the need to work toward increased allowable cut on our forestlands. 

increase and enhance wildlife habitat. 
- increased demand for intensive and extensive recreation use particularly with 

reference to use of waterbodies (recreation corridors & access) parks and 
ecological reserves. 

- protect our limited arable lands and associated rangelands. 
- provide lands for thosewho wish to pursue a rural lifestyle (small holdings, 

hobby farmers). 
- transportation and utility corridors. 

- conserve water quantity and quality in our watersheds. 
- provide energy from hydro-electric coal, etc. 
- provide urban growth options. 
We must continue to integrate the land-use planning processes and the various 
acters must communicate directly including at least: 
1. Agricultural Land Commission in trfs administration of the provincial 

agricultural zone with responsibility for the agricultural comnunity and 
protection, which include some range. 

2. The co-ordinated resource plan (Oregon type) at the local level. 

3 the Planning Stretegies of the Land Management Branch, Ministry of the 
Environment (Crownland mangers outside Forest Service jurisdiction). 

4. the land management plans of the Ministry of Forests under the new Forest Act. 
5. Settlement and community plans being prepared by local government for local 

planning reasons under the amended Municipal Act. 
6. Federal Fisheries in terms of their new legislation to protect key habitat · 

areas. 
7. Watershed planning initiative of Water Resources. 

8. The users. 
- We must remember that land and water ecosystem should be treated as one. 

Even with a stated provincial goal to be 65% self-sufficient in food products by 
1985 (we are now 35%), I am less than optimistic about long term adequate land 
use control on our rangelands to protect the best interest of the beef producer. 

Th_e tenure situation has improved, but I think recent amendments to the Agri
cultural Land Commission Act opening appeal of Corrmission decisions to the 
political arm is going to cause serious problems {politicians do not understand 
the impact question) - particularly in terms of small parcels of privately owned 
rangeland which might go to rural residential and recreational use once excluded 
from the Agricultural Land Reserve. The end result is obvious. 
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Those knowledgeable in the rangeland resource field including the beef pro

ducers must get involved more directly in the planning and political process 
if the grazing of domestic livestock on wild1ands is to continue efficiently 
on a commercial basis under planned integrated use in British Columbia. l 


