Introduction:

On 26 May 2024 1 was appointed as Agent, by all Village owners, to collaborate with Columbia
Shuswap Regional District planning staff , with the primary goal; ‘exclude my lands from the
ALR’.

Subsequently, Corey Paiement, Haley Johnson, Laura Gibson and I (in daily contact with my
community), traded emails and had in-person meetings, which resulted in an ‘exclusion
strategy’. Villagers! understand this strategy to mean:

NO FARM WITHOUT DEDICATION AND HARD WORK
The intent of this report is to summarize the Owner’s history and submissions to show that the
years of effort, dedication and hard work to turn marginal farmland into production has passed.
What has evolved is a resilient residential Community on the Village lands and on immediate
surroundings. Tying the Community together is the Community Center managed by the Lee
Creek Arts and Sports Society.

According to French philosopher and sociologist Henri Lefebvre, the idea of place is socially
produced. So rather than just a collection of natural features and prescribed uses, places are
imbued with meanings ascribed by the people who experience them, producing a shared code
that fosters a sense of belonging.

Some personal history: I first visited the Village in the summer of 1985. I bought property here,
first in 1986, then traded up to a larger lot in 1990, where I commenced the construction of my
present home in 1994. [ have been an active member of the Lee Creek Community for over thirty
years. The history which I recount in my report is comprised of my first hand knowledge
supplemented by stories from my friends who were here from the beginning; friends plural
meaning the stories are collaborative.

British Columbia must preserve as much productive farmland as possible. The Agricultural Land
Commission, through the Agricultural Land Reserve, is to be lauded for their efforts. Villagers
regret that they can no longer contribute.

My report, respectful submitted, follows.

1 Owners and families of PID 008-596-042 & PID 008-596-051.



Report Encouraging ALR Exclusion

The rules don’t match the reality. Agricultural Land Commission rules? permit two residences on
each of the subject parcels. On May 21, 1981 when the BC Executive Council approved both
parcel’s inclusion in the Agricultural Land Reserve, there were five residences on the NW parcel
and four residences on the NE parcel. By 17 August 2024 there were seven residences, a large
shop and a sawmill on the East parcel. There were seven residences and a Community Center on
the west parcel. Then came the ‘Fire Dragon’!

Seven residences, homes to ten Villagers, burned to the ground.

In the early 1970°s, [Jlond I with their three young children along with [l
_and_ journeyed by old school bus from California, searching for a new
home. They wintered in Meadow Creek where they were joined by_and his
partner - While there, they learned that they could apply for ‘Homestead’ lands. [}
took the lead, as he continued to do until his death in 2022. In 1973 he leased the lands which
now constitute the Village, subject to terms requiring land clearance.

- | - and their families were joined by others looking to establish new homes during

1974 through 1976. | bis partoc: [N N - his fricnd [N
I - ivcd from N o didl [ T - his partoc: [

-arrived from the USA. They worked together as land partners to construct residences.
They purchased a saw mill and obtained a contract to manufacture railway ties so they could earn
a living. They all tended gardens to produce food for themselves and to sell at the Celista market.
They survived without electricity or telephones, heated their homes and baths with firewood and
amongst them, raised fourteen children. -and- planted many fruit trees. Others only a
few. Most had their own horse which were useful in bringing supplies up the hill. Having
satisfied the terms of the homestead lease, [JJflwas declared owner of both parcels.

During the late 1970’s, after being encouraged by the fledging ALC at a meeting in the hall in
Celista,-applied to include his lands in the ALR. He was initially turned down. Since
inclusion would reduce property taxes, important for financially struggling families, [l
appealed. In another effort to reduce property taxes, BC Assessment approved his request to
declare the lands as farms. In finally approving ALR inclusion in 1981, the ALC noted, “Mr.
I s dedication and hard work have brought this somewhat marginal land into a relatively
high level of agricultural productivity. His efforts have proven that the land, if intensively
managed, has capabilities which merit its inclusion in the ALR.” Yes, |Jfjand il (now both
deceased) with the assistance of their three children, were able to intensively manage the land.
Yes | 2s able, and at 82, is less able to manage a failing “You Pick’ orchard and a
garden, some of the produce going to market. But NO, as the attached owner comments confirm,
this ‘somewhat marginal land’ no longer has anyone who is willing to commit to ‘intensely
manage’ it. THE LANDS CANNOT, NOW, BE CALLED A FARM.

2 ALC Act; 20.1 (1)(a) and (b) and recent revisions.



The Villagers are poised to rebuild; to rebuild homes infrastructure and community spirit. Poised
but unable. The road to recovery is blocked because the Village is in the ALR. The plans of the
Mennonite Disaster Service, to rebuild five homes are on hold. Recovery efforts by the North
Shuswap Disaster Society, as charity allocators for the Shuswap Community Foundation have
been curtailed. The incentive to clean up the mess left by the fire and the subsequent remedial
logging is lacking. The homeless are living in a variety of temporary accommodation.

If ALR exclusion is not forthcoming;
ten people will be left homeless,
seven properties will become worthless,
a thriving community will be further destroyed,
and the still remaining trauma of a disastrous wildfire will be prolonged.

Excluding the Village from the ALR is not a scheme to reap profit; but a plan to save the works
of a lifetime for families whose assets were destroyed as well as the life enjoyment of neighbours
who were luckier.

It is very difficult for me to believe that ‘the rules’ will be allowed to destroy a very good
example of a close, committed, resilient and joyful community. On behalf of the Village families,
I petition exclusion.

Lee Creek Lights











































































SUPPLEMENTARY ALC EXCLUSION APPLICATION FORM

Owner Information (Registered owner(s) information required).

Mailing Address (house number, street name, city, province, postal code):

Property Information

Legal Description: As to an undivided 5/6 interest with [ ENGEGz0 T B : B 5. OCK A OF NORTHWEST
1/4 OF SECTION 31 TOWNSHIP 22 RANGE 11 WEST OF THE 6TH MERIDIAN KAMLOOPS DIVISION YALE DISTRICT

Parcel |dentifier (PID): 008-596-042 Size of property (hectares):12.96
Current method of water supply: [V Ground Water Well [[J Surface Water ] Other
Current method of sewerage disposal: [C] V Septic System ] Other

Existing Land Use (i.e. How is the land used? What buildings and structures are on the property?

My residence burned to the ground in the wildfire. Prior, the land was used as a residence.
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SUPPLEMENTARY ALC EXCLUSION APPLICATION FORM

Owner Information (Registered owner(s) information required).

Fuit Name: [

Mailing Address (house number, street name, city, province, postal code):
phone: [N e-mai: |

Property Information

Legal Description: As to an undivided 1/6 undivided interest on Block A of North East 1/4 of Section 31 Township 22 Range 11 West of the 6th
Meridian Kamloops Division Yale District

Parcel |dentifier (PID): 008-596-051 Size of property (hectares): 2.51
Current method of water supply: [J Ground Water Well
Current method of sewerage disposal: [[] Septic System

Existing Land Use (i.e. How is the land used? What buildings and structures are on the property?

Residence.

ALR Exclusion Application Form November 2022 Page 10of 2








