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From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 9:00:33 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water Act Modernization

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization” to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***











From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 9:13:36 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

Water should not be for profit, it should be for the citizens of our province.
I agree with the following letter from another concerned citizen:

WATER 1is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS- common
public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™t to manage and represent public interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration,
thank you

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 9:27:37 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM Content submission

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

This letter is regarding the proposed Water Act Modernization. The current
proposal concerns me in that short term financial gain may outweigh long term
sustainability goals such as water protection. | feel that changes in the ownership
of our water and water sources should not be taken lightly, this is our future
that we are considering after all.

Points for consideration:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

We as constituents should have a say in a major issue such as this, not because
we want to rally and riot at the drop of the hat, because we want to maintain and
preserve the land we live in for generations to come. What if there is a future
where our water, owned by a private party, becomes too expensive for us to consume?
Do you really want a hand in that future?

The calibre of this issue needs major public process and input and accurate
representation in Government in order to create an ammendment or "modernization"
to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization'" to occur without due
and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT
COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this letter and maintain the
current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public interest- NOT
FOR PROFIT AND POWER.





Consider the ramifications of a shift in the current water act,

Thank you,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 9:35:48 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

WAM comment submission"'

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that I believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization'™ to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***











From:***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 9:38:22 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!
Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Got a phone? Get Hotmail <http://go.microsoft.com/?1inkid=9724457> & Messenger
for mobile!






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 9:41:39 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WATER - Prime Life Essential

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process.

This caliber of issue needs major public process and input and accurate
representation In Gov"t in order to create an amendment or "modernization’ to the
current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to occur without due and right
process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE.

Please consider all 1 have included in this letter and maintain the current Water
Act until a healthier model can be made with Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND
POWER .

Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,





***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From:***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 9:54:12 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water Act Modernization

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

I personally want to see the immediate and complete removal of the toxic waste
product called Fluoride from the water supply!

WATER 1is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS- common
public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™"t to manage and represent public interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization'" to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

I will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,











From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 10:05:23 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM Comment Submission

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed WATER MODERNIZATION ACT. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
adn accomodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This calibre of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an ammendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthiere model can be made
with Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

I will be looking forward to a prompt response, Thankyou for your time and
consideration.

For the LOVE of WATER,

***pPERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 10:31:08 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Fwd: OUR COMMON WATER RIGHTS - NOT FOR SALE !

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that I believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

- WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage and represent public
interest.

- The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

- FITFIR - First in time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic
water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.





- DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

- FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with
Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 wait for your response.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Stay in touch. Get Hotmail <http://go.microsoft.com/?1inkid=9724458> &
Messenger on your phone.






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 10:42:34 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: water

To Whom it may concern,

Please consider my comments on the
Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a

human right and part of the commons. Water is owned collectively by
all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for

true water protection needs to include land use (like resource
extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts
(Section 9 of the Water

Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed

Reserves must be re-established for source protection from
forestry and other resource extraction activities. Watershed
reserves would protect our drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local

history should inform all allocation decisions. The precautionary
principle

should be functioning at all times (no harm proof prior to new

uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations social and cultural
practices associated with water

must be respected and accommodated.

We need a Governance
model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local decision-making
power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant





local

decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO
(no change model) until broader scope, full funding and full public
consultation

is part of the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged
since it is a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems.
Modifying FITFIR could allow

government to remove water rights from established farms,water
systems, and other uses.

Domestic Use

licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order

to retain legal rights Public

involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps in the

process. The government decision making model shows the
workshop/comments as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Live connected. Get Hotmail <http://go.microsoft.com/?1inkid=9724459> &
Messenger for mobile.






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 11:01:32 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water rights

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

- WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage and represent public
interest.

- The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

- FITFIR - First in time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic
water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.

- DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

- FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.





There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with
Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 wait for your response.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 12:28:44 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: "WAM comment submission"

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization” to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 2:12:29 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: "WAM comment submission"

To whom it may concern,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization process
and online form.

The current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water
Protection.

All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
the issue needs to be

brought to a referendum and decisions must be made with real public representation.
The online Living Waters input form was not widely circulated nor with enough time
to research and respond,

and furthermore, it is much too complex for the average citizen and so even those
who wanted to fill it in

and send it back, had/are having a hard time, doing so.

Below are some points that I believe are important:

WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-common
public resource HELD IN TRUST
by gov"t to manage and represent public interest.

The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts

(Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities.

Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY
principle functioning as opposed to mitigating damage after it has occurred.

FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating system
for over-allocation problems.
Our farms and domestic water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT.

DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water should be
respected and accommodated.

The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding

and major public consultation.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process.

This calibre of issue needs major public process and input and accurate
representation in Gov"t in order to create

an ammendment or ''modernization’ to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this
"modernization™ to occur without due and





right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT WILL
MAKE .

Please consider all 1 have included in this letter and maintain the current Water
Act until a healthier model can be made
with Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration
to this most important ACT.

Sincerely,
***pPERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Stay in touch. Get Hotmail <http://go.microsoft.com/?1inkid=9724458> &
Messenger on your phone.






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 5:57:34 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: wam comments

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (nho harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,
***pPERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 7:15:18 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water Act proposal

Dear Madam, dear Sir,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization™ to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.

For the LOVE of WATER,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 8:30:57 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM Comment Submission

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

WATER is to be clearly seen as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS- common
public resource to represent all of life"s interest, including animal life, fish,
plants and humans.

The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating system
for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE MOST
IMPORTANT THING.

DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accomodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This calibre of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an ammendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

I will be expecting a response, Thankyou for your time and consideration.
1 also would like to remind the government that we are but one species on this

planet.
Thank you for considering WATER as an element that is alive and not a property





of humans.

With Much GRATITUDE for WATER,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 8:49:03 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization'”™ to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

I will be expecting a prompt response,
Thank you for your time and consideration.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 8:52:39 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

Hello all my BC friends,

Please take a moment to write a letter or cut and paste this one to the BC government
about their plans to "update'™ the water act. As far as I can tell, it is the first
step to privatization of our water and then we all know the next step is to sell
it all.

Water Act Modernization letter writing campaign:

Here are the main points for folks to write their comments on changes to the water
act (or just send it out as-is). Overall the government and the public needs to
realize that the current government proposal is a FALSE SOLUTION to WATER
PROTECTION.

The deadline is April 30th, All letters need to be sent NOW!

Please forward to all your contacts so we can create a massive wave of involved
citizens

All emails sent to: <mailto:livingwatersmart@gov.bc.ca>
livingwatersmart@gov.bc.ca , Please include your name and address and write on
the subject line, "WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our





drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms, water systems,
and other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 8:55:17 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms, water systems,
and other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 9:01:58 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water Act Modernization

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization'” to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,

Cheers,
***pERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 9:07:41 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: "WAM comment submission"

On 30-Apr-10, at 9:01 AM, Rose Redlich wrote:

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization™ to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,





Cheers,
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 9:16:56 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

WATER 1is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS- common
public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public interest.

The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating system
for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE MOST
IMPORTANT THING.

DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization" to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***











From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 9:22:57 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water Act Modernization

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that I believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

- WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage and represent public
interest.

- The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

- FITFIR - First in time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic
water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.

- DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

- FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with
Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 wait for your response.
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 9:56:28 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

CC:***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Subject: Water Act Modernization: Another Red Herring? WAM comment submission

Rather than separate these messages to "livingwatersmart®™ and to my email list,
1"m enclosing my own response at the bottom with this suggested response - as today
is April 30th, and I"ve just received it.

WATER ACT MODERNIZATION DEADLINE FRIDAY, APRIL 30TH

Hello Folks,
Please deal with this as soon as you can. Friday is the deadline!!!
RD&B

From:

Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 8:06 PM
Subject: please submit your feedback - Water Act Modernization

Greetings,

We are days away from this deadline. Luckily, 1 received a note from a friend.
IT interested, please pass it on to your BC friends and family, then submit a letter
to the BC Government...(see sample letter below).

The BC Government is interested in your views on the potential solutions outlined
in the Water Act Modernization Discussion Paper

<http://www. livingwatersmart.ca/water-act/discussion-paper.html> . Any British
Columbian can make a submission. Please send your submission electronically to
livingwatersmart@gov.bc.ca. Your submission along with other input will be
assessed using the proposed principles and the objectives under each goal area.

http://www. livingwatersmart.ca/water-act/feedback.html

The deadline is April 30, 2010

Water Act Modernization letter writing campaign:

All letters need to be sent NOW! Your response is crucial!!

Please forward to all your contacts so we can create a massive wave of involved
citizens

All emails sent to: livingwatersmart@gov.bc.ca

Please include your name and address and write on the subject line, "WAM comment

submission”

Here is a SAMPLE LETTER that you can alter, sign and email:





TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization" to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,

The undersigned agrees with the above suggested letter and adds:

How many pure, pristine lakes have now been labelled "mine tailings catchment
areas?" Excuse me if the wording isn"t exactly right - but you know what 1 mean.
For instance Fish Lake in BC Chilcotin.

What sort of mind could conceive of such an alien approach to a clean lake? Worse
than a toilet bowl! Why not just throw open all of Canadian and BC fresh water





to sell to the highest bidder (our neighbour to the south apparently).

Here in the Shuswap we had absolutely NO government support from ANY elected or
appointed officials or offices to protect our fresh water when our lake was open
for any and all developers to spew their sewage. Oh yes, they have booklets, words,
labels; no doubt even meetings - but:

When we discovered our precious and fairly clean lake (which is our drinking water)
was being thrown open for use by any new developer to spew their sewage at hundreds,
even thousands of gallons per day -  who was there to help us protect our water?
Certainly no GOVERNMENT body. In fact, Health, Environment, Fisheries, Regional
Districts all said no, not their problem, not their jurisdiction, we appeared to
be a THORN IN THEIR SIDE! It looked very much like they would prefer to keep doing
business as usual and accomodate business over health.

Same with our watershed protection efforts. Citizens formed groups to address
the problem. NOT GOVERNMENT. Appeared those in positions of authority were
there to do the opposite! Make it difficult to protect the water!
Livingwatersmart might start with getting rid of those charged with leading and
put in their place some honest PEOPLE WHO CARE!

They can be found in all environmental groups which somehow seem to be an enemy
of the government. They can also be found in homes where there are babies and
parents being told a different story every week about which water is safe.
Clean Living Water was provided by the creator, like air and land, to be available
to sustain life. It is not a commodity.

Clean Living Water is abundant IF YOU LEAVE IT ALONE. It has been cleaning and
renewing itself forever. Science and governments will never create water, but
they have certainly figured out how to destroy it. Stay away from watersheds,
let them heal. Protect water, not profit. Let the experts like Goldman Sachs
take care of your money!

P. White

RR 1, S8

Chase, BC Please see enclosed resolution passed at the BC Women®s Institute, 2006:

We members of the British Columbia Women®s Institute,representing over one
thousand BC Women and their families and friends, demand that the BC Ministry
of the Environment and our Premier Gordon Campbell and Cabinet reword the Municipal
Waste Management Act, and the Municipal Sewage Regulations; to deny access to any
waterway or lake or watershed in all of the Province of British Columbia for the
purpose of disposal of any type of WASTEWATER OR sewage treated or untreated, from
any source. This includes all present and future

applications under these Acts and Regulations from all domestic, industrial or
community sources.

WE ALSO DEMAND THAT OUR PROVINCIAL GOVERNMENT

BEGIN A PROCESS OF REVOKING APPROVALS FOR WASTEWATER,
SEWAGE OR TREATED SEWAGE ALREADY IN PLACE. FACILITIES
PRESENTLY DUMPING ANY OF THIS EFFLUENT INTO BC"S

FRESHWATER SOURCES NEED TO RE-DIRECT THEIR EFFLUENT





PIPES AWAY FROM OUR WATER.

Further:

2007 BC Presbytery named clean water as the year’s priority. “This issue must
be considered a public health crisis; not a political issue.”

"The fact that pressure exists for the sake of community growth, particularly
growth in the form of developments which neither pay their share of local taxes,
or vote for representatives to protect local residents concerns for a sustainable
future; is not acceptable reasoning to destroy the very reason we have tourism
in the North Shuswap at all: clean water.

IT the cost of growth is the pollution of Shuswap Lake, then growth must be stopped
until those who insist on growth are willing to use one of the many systems available
and in use in other areas. It is entirely up to those private developers to
research and pay for such systems.'" (Shuswap Lake Coalition)






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 10:01:28 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: "WAM comment submission"

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could
allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 11:13:47 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

Importance: High
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my concern about the proposed Water Act Modernization.
The current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water
Protection. All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such
a proposal, the proposal brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public
interest representation. Below are some points that I believe are important after
reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue demands major public process, input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Please Do NOT allow this "modernization”
to occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLI1C AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter
and maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 11:19:46 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Our water rights

April 30th, 2010

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

- WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage and represent public
interest.

- The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

- FITFIR - First in time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic
water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.

- DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

- FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
"modernization’ to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with
Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 wait for your response.
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 11:24:09 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM Comment Submissions

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

e Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public interest

= A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land

< Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section
9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

= Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry
and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies

= Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at
all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage)

e We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

e FITFIR(First in time, First in right) must remain unchanged since it is a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could al low
government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and other
uses.

= Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted” use in order
to retain legal rights

e Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps in the process. The
government decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance
for input, and this is not enough. First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely, ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 11:44:48 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,

I am writing to express my concerns about what is happening to our water and the
Water Act Modernization.

Please consider the following:
Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public interest
A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land
Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry
and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at
all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage)

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR(First in time, First in right) must remain unchanged since it is a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and other
uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a '"permitted" use in order
to retain legal rights

Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps in the process. The
government decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance
for input, and this is not enough. First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated
ITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

I do look forward to a response from you.

Sincerely,
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 1:03:43 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®" acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
adn accomodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This calibre of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an ammendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthiere model can be made
with Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

I will be expecting a prompt response, Thankyou for your time and consideration.

For the LOVE of WATER,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***











From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 1:47:02 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

CC: Routley.MLA, Douglas G LASS:EX; Carroll, Pauline M LASS:EX; Krog.MLA, Leonard
LASS:EX

Subject: Water Act Modernization

Why am I hearing about this only today, April 30th, the deadline ? What method
was used to inform the B.C. public of this ? Has this been deliberately downplayed
by the Liberal Government in order to discourage submissions ?

I regret 1 do not have time to prepare my own submission so I am endorsing the
following views made by others:
These are also my views.

Sincerely,
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or

"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization" to





occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,

The undersigned agrees with the above suggested letter and adds:

How many pure, pristine lakes have now been labelled "mine tailings catchment
areas?” Excuse me if the wording isn"t exactly right - but you know what 1 mean.
For instance Fish Lake in BC Chilcotin.

What sort of mind could conceive of such an alien approach to a clean lake? Worse
than a toilet bowl! Why not just throw open all of Canadian and BC fresh water
to sell to the highest bidder (our neighbour to the south apparently).

Here in the Shuswap we had absolutely NO government support from ANY elected or
appointed officials or offices to protect our fresh water when our lake was open
for any and all developers to spew their sewage. Oh yes, they have booklets, words,
labels; no doubt even meetings - but:

When we discovered our precious and fairly clean lake (which is our drinking water)
was being thrown open for use by any new developer to spew their sewage at hundreds,
even thousands of gallons per day -  who was there to help us protect our water?
Certainly no GOVERNMENT body. In fact, Health, Environment, Fisheries, Regional
Districts all said no, not their problem, not their jurisdiction, we appeared to
be a THORN IN THEIR SIDE! It looked very much like they would prefer to keep doing
business as usual and accomodate business over health.

Same with our watershed protection efforts. Citizens formed groups to address
the problem. NOT GOVERNMENT. Appeared those in positions of authority were
there to do the opposite! Make it difficult to protect the water!
Livingwatersmart might start with getting rid of those charged with leading and
put in their place some honest PEOPLE WHO CARE!

They can be found in all environmental groups which somehow seem to be an enemy
of the government. They can also be found in homes where there are babies and
parents being told a different story every week about which water is safe.
Clean Living Water was provided by the creator, like air and land, to be available
to sustain life. It is not a commodity.

Clean Living Water is abundant IF YOU LEAVE IT ALONE. It has been cleaning and
renewing itself forever. Science and governments will never create water, but
they have certainly figured out how to destroy it. Stay away from watersheds,
let them heal. Protect water, not profit. Let the experts like Goldman Sachs
take care of your money!

P. White

RR 1, S8

Chase, BC Please see enclosed resolution passed at the BC Women®s Institute, 2006:

We members of the British Columbia Women®s Institute,representing over one
thousand BC Women and their families and friends, demand that the BC Ministry

of the Environment and our Premier Gordon Campbell and Cabinet reword the Municipal
Waste Management Act, and the Municipal Sewage Regulations; to deny access to any
waterway or lake or watershed in all of the Province of British Columbia for the
purpose of disposal of any type of WASTEWATER OR sewage treated or untreated, from
any source. This includes all present and future





applications under these Acts and Regulations from all domestic, industrial or
community sources.

WE ALSO DEMAND THAT OUR PROVINCIAL GOVERNMENT

BEGIN A PROCESS OF REVOKING APPROVALS FOR WASTEWATER,
SEWAGE OR TREATED SEWAGE ALREADY IN PLACE. FACILITIES
PRESENTLY DUMPING ANY OF THIS EFFLUENT INTO BC"S
FRESHWATER SOURCES NEED TO RE-DIRECT THEIR EFFLUENT

PIPES AWAY FROM OUR WATER.

Further:

2007 BC Presbytery named clean water as the year’s priority. “This issue must
be considered a public health crisis; not a political issue.”

"The fact that pressure exists for the sake of community growth, particularly
growth in the form of developments which neither pay their share of local taxes,
or vote for representatives to protect local residents concerns for a sustainable
future; iIs not acceptable reasoning to destroy the very reason we have tourism
in the North Shuswap at all: clean water.

IT the cost of growth is the pollution of Shuswap Lake, then growth must be stopped
until those who insist on growth are willing to use one of the many systems available
and in use iIn other areas. It is entirely up to those private developers to
research and pay for such systems.” (Shuswap Lake Coalition)






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 1:53:12 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM Submissions

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as ahuman rightand part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public interest

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (likeresource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
otherresource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect ourdrinking
water supplies

Collaborative science,traditional knowledgeandlocal historyshould inform all
allocation decisions. Theprecautionary principleshould be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage)

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDEDlocal government modelwith local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and fullpublic consultationis part of
the process.

FITFIR(First in time, First in right) must remain unchanged since it is a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to removewater rightsfrom established farms,water systems, and other
uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted’ use in order to
retainlegal rights

Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps in the process. The
government decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance
for input, and this is not enough. First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!
Sincerely,
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Please respond to this email so that 1 know that you got it.
Thank you.






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 2:22:50 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: re: Proposed Water Act Modernization

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that I believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
adn accomodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This calibre of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov™"t in order to create an ammendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthiere model can be made
with Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

I will be expecting a prompt response, Thankyou for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER






From:***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 3:35:25 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water Act Modernization Submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the common needs by all and held
in trust by government to manage in the public interest. Water is something each
and every human, animal, and yes- plants, need for their very survival. To put
water in jeopardy is to put all life at risk. It is that simple.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices need to be respected and accommodated. It is
interesting to note that historically, the First Nations understand the
relationship between maintaining a sustainable environment and long-term
survival. Yet we do not listen to their time-honoured wisdom and ignore the profound
ignorance that places short-term monetary gain above the very survival of the
people and all life that is dependent upon a healthy environment for our very
survival.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted” use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government deci he workshop/comments as our only chance for
input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,





***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 3:51:43 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

CC: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Subject: Water Modernization Act Public Consultation

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing further to the public consultation process set up for the
proposed BC Water Modernization Act (http://blog.gov.bc.caZlivingwatersmart/

)

The current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to
Water Protection. All water-using citizens should be contacted and
made aware of such a proposal, brought to Referendum and decisions
made with true public interest representation. Below are some points
that I believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of
COMMONS- common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and
represent public interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to
other acts (ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection
to various other Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION
from Forestry and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science,
Traditional Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle
functioning as opposed to mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad
scope public input process occurs with full funding and major public
consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-
regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic
water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our
basic legal rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water
are respected adn accomodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the
proposal and the public input process. This calibre of issue needs
major public process and input and accurate representation in Gov"t in
order to create an ammendment or "modernization™ to the current Water
Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to occur without due and
right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC AND
GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthiere model can





be made with Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

I will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and
consideration.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From:***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 4:03:22 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: keep BC water public not private

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

= Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public interest

= A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land

« Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section
9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

< Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry
and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies

= Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at
all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage)

= We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

e FITFIR(First in time, First in right) must remain unchanged since it is a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and other
uses.

e Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted' use in order
to retain legal rights

e Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps in the process. The
government decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance
for input, and this is not enough. First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 4:19:04 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

TO WHOM 1T MAY CONCERN,
The following letter expresses my concens.

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public Input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization’” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization™ to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***











From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 4:22:26 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,
The following letter expresses my feelings on these matters.

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that I believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization'™ to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***











From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 4:36:10 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

Dear Sir/Madam,

Below, are my comments on changes to the water act. Overall the
government and the public needs to realize that the current government
proposal is a FALSE SOLUTION to WATER PROTECTION:

e water needs to be recognized as a human right and part of the
commons — owned collectively by all and held in trust by government
to
manage in the public interest

e a broadened scope of discussion for true water protection — include
land use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t
protect the water without considering the land

e Water Act would not devolve some uses and protections to other acts
—Section 9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other
Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)

< Watershed Reserves re-established for source protection from
forestry and other resource extraction activities — watershed
reserves would protect our drinking water supplies

= Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history
would inform all allocation decisions — precautionary principle
functioning at all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not
mitigation after damage)

= Governence model: FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power —my caveat on this is that since there is no
funding and they will never grant local decision making powers, it
would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change model) until
broader scope, full
funding and full public consultation is part of the process

e FITFIR(First in time, First in right) remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems — "if it"s not
broke, don*t fix it" . Modifying FITFIR could allow government to remove
water rights from established farms, water systems, and other uses

« Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted”
use iIn order to retain legal rights

e Public involvement enlarged to cover further steps in the process
—the government decision making model shows the workshop/comments as
our one
kick at the can.

-First Nations social and cultural practices associated with water are
respected and accomodated

Sincerely,





***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***]
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 4:55:31 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®” acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
adn accomodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This calibre of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an ammendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all | have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthiere model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

I will be expecting a prompt response,

Thank you for your time and consideration.

For the LOVE of WATER,





***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 4:58:53 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water Act

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include
land use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the
water without considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts
(Section 9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other
Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from
forestry and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would
protect our drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning
at all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage).
First Nations social and cultural practices associated with water must be
respected and accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may
never grant local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the
STATUS QUO (no change model) until broader scope, full funding and full
public consultation is part of the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it
is a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR
could allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water
systems, and other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted” use in
order to retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover
further steps in the process. The government decision making model shows the
workshop/comments as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.
FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 6:04:52 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM COMMENT SUBMISSION

To Whom It May Concern,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization'”™ to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,
***pPERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From:***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 6:07:23 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the community commons held by
all and held in trust by government to manage in the public interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

A Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section
9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry
and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm, proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices respected and accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision-making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could
allow government to remove water rights from established farms, water systems,
and other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a '"permitted” use in order
to retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 6:07:57 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Please read

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

= Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public interest

= A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land

« Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section
9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

« Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry
and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies

= Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at
all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage)

= We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

e FITFIR(First in time, First in right) must remain unchanged since it is a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and other
uses.

< Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted' use in order
to retain legal rights

e Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps in the process. The
government decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance
for input, and this is not enough. First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,
***pPERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 6:49:09 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water Act Comments

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could
allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 6:53:09 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: water rights

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that I believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization" to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 7:09:20 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM submission comment

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®" acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
adn accomodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This calibre of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an ammendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthiere model can be made
with Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

I will be expecting a prompt response, Thankyou for your time and consideration.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***











From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 7:21:58 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

The letter below expresses my opinions.

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or

"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization”™ to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public





interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***_____.






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 7:51:33 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM Comment Submission

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization'” to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 8:35:37 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM submission

Sirs:

e Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public interest

= A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land

e Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section
9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

= Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry
and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies

= Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at
all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage)

< We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

e FITFIR(First in time, First in right) must remain unchanged since it is a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and other
uses.

= Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted” use in order
to retain legal rights

e Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps in the process. The
government decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance
for input, and this is not enough. First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 8:56:49 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water act modernization submission

To Ministry of Environment, Water Stewardship Division
RE: WATER ACT MODERNIZATION
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

It is clear through your proposals that you have failed to consider the
public interest. How is It in our interest to lose our comman law riparian
rights in exchange for temporary permits. How are farmers and small
community landholders to feel secure in developing the land with the
possibility of loss of water rights which would then make their land use
impossible.

I urge you to include in this discussion of water protection land use (like
resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land. Intact forest watersheds are pivital in sustaining
good quality, reliable water sources. Why isn"t this part of the picture?

It is clear who is influencing these proposed changes..

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts
(Section 9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other
Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

I ask you to re-established watersheds for source protection from forestry
and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect
our drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning
at all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage).
First Nations social and cultural practices associated with water must be
respected and accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may
never grant local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the
STATUS QUO (no change model) until broader scope, full funding and full
public consultation is part of the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it
is a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR
could allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water
systems, and other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in
order to retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover
further steps in the process. The government decision making model shows the





workshop/comments as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.
FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!
Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 9:57:41 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Response to proposed Water Act Modernisation

April 30th, 2010

To whom It may concern;

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act
Modernization. The current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable
solution to Water Protection. All water-using citizens should be
contacted and made aware of such a proposal, brought to Referendum and
decisions made with true public interest representation. Below are some
points that I believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

1.WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of
COMMONS- common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage
and represent public interest.

2. The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to
other acts (ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to
various other Ministries"™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

3. Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE

PROTECTION from Forestry and other resource extraction activities

4_ Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science,
Traditional Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle
functioning as opposed to mitigating damage after it has occurred.

6. Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope
public input process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.
7. FITFIR - First in time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and
domestic water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.

8. DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our
basic legal rights.

9. FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are
respected and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the
proposal and the public input process. This caliber of issue needs
major public process and input and accurate representation in Government
in order to create an amendment or ''modernization' to the current Water
Act. Do NOT all this "modernization” to occur without due and right
process. This is the most important decision our public and Government
could make. Please consider all 1 have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with
Public interest - not for profit and power.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 wait for your response.

Sincerely,





***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 10:54:32 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that I believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization™ to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made
with Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 11:02:58 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment Submission

Greetings
1 would like you to consider thie following letter as an expression of my opinions
also:

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS- common
public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public interest.

The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®” acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating system
for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE MOST
IMPORTANT THING.

DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,





Thank you
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 11:06:14 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Please Protect our water!!!!

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

= Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public interest

= A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land

« Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section
9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

« Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry
and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies

= Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at
all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage)

= We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and fullpublic consultation is part of
the process.

e FITFIR(First in time, First in right) must remain unchanged since it is a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and other
uses.

< Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted' use in order
to retain legal rights

e Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps in the process. The
government decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance
for input, and this is not enough. First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

1 look forward to hearing from you

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***





Videos that have everyone talking! Now also in HD! MSN.ca Video.
<http://go.microsoft.com/?1inkid=9724460>






From:***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 9:53:01 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that I believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
adn accomodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This calibre of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov™"t in order to create an ammendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthiere model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

I will be expecting a prompt response, Thankyou for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 9:56:36 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM content submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include
land use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water
without considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section
9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry
and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at
all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First
Nations social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it
is a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could
allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "'permitted" use in order
to retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 10:20:26 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Our Common water rights - NOT FOR SALE

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

- WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage and represent public
interest.

- The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®" acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

- FITFIR - First iIn time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic
water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.

- DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

- FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
"modernization” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization" to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with
Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 wait for your response.

ONE LOVE.
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***





Videos that have everyone talking! Now also in HD! MSN.ca Video.
<http://go.microsoft.com/?1inkid=9724460>






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 10:57:38 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM Comment Submission

To Whom it may concern,

VVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVYVVYVYVVYVY

Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water
is owned collectively by all and held in trust by government to
manage in the public interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to
include land use (like resource extraction activities) since you
can"t protect the water without considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts
(Section 9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various
other Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from
forestry and other resource extraction activities. Watershed
reserves would protect our drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history
should inform all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle
should be functioning at all times (no harm proof prior to new uses,
not mitigation after damage). First Nations social and cultural
practices associated with water must be respected and accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model
with local decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the
government may never grant local decision making powers, it would be
best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change model) until broader
scope, Full funding and full public consultation is part of the
process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged
since it is a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems.
Modifying FITFIR could allow government to remove water rights from
established farms,water systems, and other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use
in order to retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged
to cover further steps in the process. The government decision
making model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance for
input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***











From:***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 10:59:30 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is
owned collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in
the public interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to
include land use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t
protect the water without considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts
(Section 9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other
Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from
forestry and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves
would protect our drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should
inform all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be
functioning at all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not
mitigation after damage). First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with
local decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the
government may never grant local decision making powers, it would be
best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change model) until broader scope,
full funding and Ffull public consultation is part of the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged
since it is a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems.
Modifying FITFIR could allow government to remove water rights from
established farms,water systems, and other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use
in order to retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to
cover further steps in the process. The government decision making
model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance for input, and
this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***











From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 11:08:13 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM Comment Submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

e Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public interest

= A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land

= Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section
9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

« Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry
and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies

e Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at
all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage)

e We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

e FITFIR(First in time, First in right) must remain unchanged since it is a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and other
uses.

e Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted' use in order
to retain legal rights

e Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps in the process. The
government decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance

for input, and this is not enough. First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged! 1 will be expecting a response.
Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 11:11:53 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM Watersmart Submission

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that I believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
adn accomodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This calibre of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an ammendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization™ to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthiere model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

I will be expecting a prompt response, Thankyou for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,





***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 11:14:24 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water water everywhere and not a drop to drink.

April 26th, 2010

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. 1
can"t believe that our government thinks they own water as opposed to the people.
The current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water
Protection. We all need water, it is an essential to life on this planet, that
doesn"t belong to any one, it belongs to everyone. People need to know what is
happening, this is not a decision that should be able to be ushered in to play
within 10 days. All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of
such a proposal, brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest
representation. Below are some points that I believe are important after
reviewing the proposal:

- WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage and represent public
interest.

- The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil) This is the part 1 find so absurd.

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

- FITFIR - First iIn time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic
water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.





- DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

- FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization” to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with
Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 wait for your response.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 11:34:17 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

= Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public interest

= A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land

« Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section
9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

« Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry
and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies

= Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at
all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage)

= We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

e FITFIR(First in time, First in right) must remain unchanged since it is a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and other
uses.

< Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted' use in order
to retain legal rights

e Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps in the process. The
government decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance
for input, and this is not enough. First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 11:44:53 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM submission

Importance: High

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act

Modernization. The current proposal is clearly NOT a

healthy and viable solution to Water Protection. All water-using citizens should
be contacted and made aware of such a proposal, brought to

Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation. Below
are some points that I believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and
part of COMMONS - common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and
represent public interest.

The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections
to other acts (ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various
other Ministries”™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil).

Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE
PROTECTION from Forestry and other resource extraction activities

Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science,
Traditional Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as
opposed to mitigating damage after it has occurred.

The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic
water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.

DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are
respected and accommodated. There were inadequate measures taken to inform the
public of the proposal and the public input process. This caliber of issue needs
major public process and input and accurate representation in Government in order
to create an amendment or "modernization to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow
this

"modernization'” to occur without due and right process.

This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE.
Please consider all 1 have included in this letter and maintain the current Water
Act until a healthier model can be made with Public interest- NOT

FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

I will be expecting a prompt response, Thank You for your time and
consideration.





Regards, ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From:***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 11:57:38 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Input about the proposed Water Act Modernization

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act
Modernization. The current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and
viable solution to Water Protection. All water-using citizens should
be contacted and made aware of such a proposal, brought to Referendum
and decisions made with true public interest representation. Below are
some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of
COMMONS- common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov®"t to manage and
represent public interest.

The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to
other acts (ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection
to various other Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil).

Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION
from Forestry and other resource extraction activities.

Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science,
Traditional Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle
functioning as opposed to mitigating damage after it has occurred.

The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope
public input process occurs with full funding and major public
consultation.

FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and
domestic water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.

DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our
basic legal rights.

FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are
respected and accomodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the
proposal and the public input process. This calibre of issue needs
major public process and input and accurate representation in Gov"t in
order to create an ammendment or "modernization”™ to the current Water
Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to occur without due and right
process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT
COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made
with Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

I will be expecting a prompt response, Thankyou for your time and
consideration.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 12:03:02 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Selling our Water Rights.

Dear Sir or Madam,

My name is Pam Sims. 1 oppose any legislation that would take legal water rights
out of the public and into corporate or government hands. This resource belongs
to the citizens of Canada. This provincial government does not have the right
to sell what it does not own. The water belongs to us and our childrens® children.
Please learn from past mistakes made by government leaders who were short sighted
and drunk with power. Where are my salmon Mr. Bennett?

Sincerely, Pam Sims (Slocan, BC.) Please read the following letter....

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

- WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage and represent public
interest.

- The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

- FITFIR - First iIn time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic
water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.





- DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

- FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with
Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 wait for your response.

Sincerely, ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 1:09:42 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM Comment Submission

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

WATER 1is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS- common
public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public interest.

The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating system
for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE MOST
IMPORTANT THING.

DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accomodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This calibre of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an ammendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

I will be expecting a prompt response, Thankyou for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From:***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 1:43:12 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: "WAM Comment Submission"

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

April 26th, 2010

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that | believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

- WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage and represent public
interest.

- The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®” acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

- FITFIR - First in time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic
water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.

- DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal





rights.

- FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with
Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 wait for your response.






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 1:44:35 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (nho harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***





Stay in touch. Get Hotmail <http://go.microsoft.com/?1inkid=9724458> &
Messenger on your phone.






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 1:57:25 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

TO WHOM 1T MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accomodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization™ to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 2:31:52 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: "WAM comment submission"

Dear Government,
Please do not further the private handling of BC"s water resources.
Your protection of this precious resource is inadequate.
>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accomodated.

YOURS TRULY,
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Stay in touch. Get Hotmail <http://go.microsoft.com/?1inkid=9724458> &
Messenger on your phone.






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 2:51:47 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: input re proposed Water Act Modernization

April 28, 2010
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

- WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage and represent public
interest.

- The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

- FITFIR - First in time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic
water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.

- DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

- FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with
Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 wait for your response.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***











From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 3:22:44 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could
allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 3:33:55 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water Act Modernization comment submission

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS- common
public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public interest.

The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil).

Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating system
for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE MOST
IMPORTANT THING.

DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This calibre of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization" to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 3:42:31 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

April 26th, 2010
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

- WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage and represent public
interest.

- The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

- FITFIR - First in time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic
water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.

- DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

- FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with
Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 wait for your response.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 4:38:25 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is
owned collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in
the public interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to
include land use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t
protect the water without considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts
(Section 9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other
Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from
forestry and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves
would protect our drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should
inform all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be
functioning at all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not
mitigation after damage). First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with
local decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the
government may never grant local decision making powers, it would be
best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change model) until broader scope,
full funding and full public consultation is part of the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged
since i1t is a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems.
Modifying FITFIR could allow government to remove water rights from
established farms,water systems, and other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in
order to retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to
cover further steps in the process. The government decision making model
shows the workshop/comments as our only chance for input, and this is
not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***











From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 6:15:34 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,

Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commo tively by all and held
in trust by government to manage in the public interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage) . First Nations
social and cultural practices associat pected and accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted’ use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government deci he workshop/comments as our only chance for
input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 6:17:50 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

Water is a very important issue that is facing us not only as individuals but also
as a country and as a race as a whole. Although I haven"t read the entirety of
the Water Act Modernization, it seems that it should be re-visited with more input
from the citizens of our communities, province, and country.

This is a list that has been sent to me including some of the concerns people have
been having with the proposal. Please take these into consideration while moving
forward on this issue.

Thanks,
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that I believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS- common
public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public interest.

The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.





FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating system
for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE MOST
IMPORTANT THING.

DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accomodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This calibre of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an ammendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization'" to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 6:28:33 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
It is hard to believe that this kind of thing is going on in BC, without the public
receiving input or having a place to participate. I think there will be some very
serious consequences if this goes through as it is now.

All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Here is clearly what makes sense to me and the people I know in my community:

- WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage and represent public
interest.

- The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®” acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

- FITFIR - First in time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic
water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.

- DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

- FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE.

Please consider all 1 have included in this letter. 1 am writing on behalf of many
of my friends, clients and students. We need to maintain the current Water Act
until a healthier model can be made with Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.





Thank you for reading this. 1 look forward to receiving a response.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 6:55:46 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water Act Modernization

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (nho harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted' use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!
Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Hotmail & Messenger. Get them on your phone now.
<http://go.microsoft.com/?linkid=9724456>











From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 7:32:13 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water Act Modernization

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

e Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

= A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

= Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section
9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)).

« Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry
and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

e Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at
all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage).

e We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

e FITFIR (First in time, First in right) must remain unchanged since it is a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and other
uses.

e Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order
to retain legal rights.

e Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps in the process. The
government decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance
for input, and this is not enough. First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated.

1 would appreciate a response to my submission.

Yours sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 7:55:46 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

Hello my name is ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***and I hold two water
licenses on Arthur Creek in Hills B.C. I am in favor of updating the license system
as long as these important points are taken into consideration :

< water recognized as a human right
and part of the commons
— owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to
manage in the public interest

< a broadened scope of discussion for
true water protection
— include land use
(like resource extraction activities) since you can"t
protect the water without considering the land

< Water Act would not devolve some
uses and protections to other acts
—Section 9 of the
Water Act devolves water protection to various other
Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)

- Watershed Reserves re-established
for source protection from forestry and other resource
extraction activities
— watershed
reserves would protect our drinking water supplies

e Collaborative science, traditional
knowledge and local history would inform all allocation
decisions
— precautionary
principle functioning at all times (no harm proof prior to
new uses, not mitigation after damage)

< Governance model: FULLY FUNDED local
government model with local decision-making power
—my caveat on this
is that since there is no funding and they will never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with
the
STATUS QUO (no change model) until broader scope, full
funding and full public consultation is part of the process

e FITFIR(First in time, First in
right) remain unchanged since it is a self-regulating system
for over-allocation problems
— "1Ff It"s not
broke, don*t fix it" . Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,
water systems,
and other uses





« Domestic Use licensed use should NOT
be changed to a "permitted” use in order to retain legal
rights

e Public involvement enlarged to cover
further steps in the process
—the government
decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our one
kick at the can.






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 8:11:25 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water Act Modernization - comments

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization” to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,

Cheers,
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 8:18:54 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could
allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From:***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 8:20:51 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: OUR COMMON WATER RIGHTS - NOT FOR SALE !

April 29th, 2010

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that I believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

- WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage and represent public
interest.

- The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

- FITFIR - First in time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic
water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.

- DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.





- FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with
Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 wait for your response.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Live connected. Get Hotmail <http://go.microsoft.com/?1inkid=9724459> &
Messenger for mobile.






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 8:29:27 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM Comment submission

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Water Act Modernization Submission 30 April 2010

To Whom it may concern,

Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the common ownership of all and
held in trust by government to manage in the public interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associat pected and accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.





FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted’ use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government deci he workshop/comments as our only chance for
input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 4:28:27 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

Hi
please note these points below in regard to the water act modernization -

IMPORTANT POINTS

= water recognized as a human right
and part of the commons
— owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to
manage in the public interest

e a broadened scope of discussion for
true water protection
— include land use
(like resource extraction activities) since you can"t
protect the water without considering the land

< Water Act would not devolve some
uses and protections to other acts
—Section 9 of the
Water Act devolves water protection to various other
Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)

« Watershed Reserves re-established
for source protection from forestry and other resource
extraction activities
— watershed
reserves would protect our drinking water supplies

= Collaborative science, traditional
knowledge and local history would inform all allocation
decisions
— precautionary
principle functioning at all times (no harm proof prior to
new uses, not mitigation after damage)

= Governence model: FULLY FUNDED local
government model with local decision-making power
—my caveat on this
is that since there is no funding and they will never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with





the
STATUS QUO (no change model) until broader scope, full
funding and full public consultation is part of the process

e FITFIR(First in time, First in
right) remain unchanged since it is a self-regulating system
for over-allocation problems
— "if iIt"s not
broke, don"t fix it" . Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,
water systems,
and other uses

< Domestic Use licensed use should NOT
be changed to a "permitted"” use in order to retain legal
rights

e Public involvement enlarged to cover
further steps in the process
—the government
decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our one
kick at the can.

thank you ,
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

-First Nations social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accomodated






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 4:38:53 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Please save our water!

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is
owned collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in
the public interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to
include land use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t
protect the water without considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts
(Section 9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other
Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from
forestry and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves
would protect our drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should
inform all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be
functioning at all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not
mitigation after damage). First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with
local decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the
government may never grant local decision making powers, it would be
best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change model) until broader scope,
full funding and full public consultation is part of the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged
since it is a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems.
Modifying FITFIR could allow government to remove water rights from
established farms,water systems, and other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use
in order to retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to
cover further steps in the process. The government decision making
model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance for input, and
this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,
***pPERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 4:50:31 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To whom it may concern,

1 would like to reiterate some comments on the subject of WAM.

e water recognized as a human right and part of the commons — owned collectively
by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public interest

e a broadened scope of discussion for true water protection — include land use
(like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land

= Water Act would not devolve some uses and protections to other acts —Section
9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts

(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)

- Watershed Reserves re-established for source protection from forestry and other
resource extraction activities — watershed reserves would protect our drinking
water supplies

= Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history would inform all
allocation decisions — precautionary principle functioning at all times (no harm
proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage)

= Governence model : FULLY FUNDED local government model with local decision-making
power —my caveat on this is that since there is no funding and they will never
grant local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO
(no change model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation
is part of the process « FITFIR(First in time, First in right) remain unchanged
since it iIs a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems — "if it"s not
broke, don®"t fix it" . Modifying FITFIR could allow government to remove water
rights from established farms,water systems, and other uses « Domestic Use licensed
use should NOT be changed to a "permitted” use in order to retain legal rights
e Public involvement enlarged to cover further steps in the process —the government
decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our one kick at the can.

< More discussion and options for chemicals used in water such as chlorine and
fluoride.

Thank you,
Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 4:52:53 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM Comment Submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (nho harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted’ use iIn order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***











From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 5:19:13 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
To Whom it may concern,

Please consider our comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (nho harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted’ use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 5:42:40 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could
allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 5:58:10 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: IMPORTANT POINTS water recognized as a human right!

Hi my name is ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***and 1 am vary concerned about
any changes being

made to the water usage act without Fair and reasonable public

consultation!!

please make my points clear to The MLA responsible for this !

IMPORTANT POINTS

e water recognized as a human right
and part of the commons
— owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to
manage in the public interest

e a broadened scope of discussion for
true water protection
— include land use
(like resource extraction activities) since you can"t
protect the water without considering the land

e Water Act would not devolve some
uses and protections to other acts
—Section 9 of the
Water Act devolves water protection to various other
Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)

- Watershed Reserves re-established
for source protection from forestry and other resource
extraction activities
— watershed
reserves would protect our drinking water supplies

« Collaborative science, traditional
knowledge and local history would inform all allocation
decisions
— precautionary
principle functioning at all times (no harm proof prior to
new uses, not mitigation after damage)

< Governence model: FULLY FUNDED local
government model with local decision-making power
—my caveat on this
is that since there is no funding and they will never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with
the
STATUS QUO (no change model) until broader scope, full
funding and full public consultation is part of the process

e FITFIR(First in time, First in
right) remain unchanged since it is a self-regulating system
for over-allocation problems
— "1F It"s not





broke, don*"t fix it" . Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,
water systems,
and other uses

« Domestic Use licensed use should NOT
be changed to a "permitted” use in order to retain legal
rights

e Public involvement enlarged to cover
further steps in the process
—the government
decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our one
kick at the can.

-First Nations social and cultural practices associated with water are
respected and accomodated

I know it"s more than 5 points, but all deserve consideration! FITFIR and
Domestic Use must remain

unchanged!
thank you for you"r time
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***--






From:***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 6:15:39 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order to
retain legal rights. Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 7:07:59 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could
allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 7:41:19 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX; A. Mitchell; James.MLA, Carole A LASS:EX; Carradine,
Ken PSA:EX; Cunningham, Sarah ABR:EX; Denise Savoie; Dusterhoft, Carrie ABR:EX;
Gilles Duceppe; Jack Layton; Jarymy, Stephanie HSD:EX; John Godfrey; Kirkpatrick,
Faye CD:EX; Link, Alexandra M ABR:EX; Morris, Carolyn ABR:EX; Paul Martin; Paul
Martin; OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX; Stephane Dion; Stephen Harper
Subject: WAM Comment Submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is
owned collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in
the public interest. This needs to be protected!

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to
include land use (like resource extraction activities) since you can™t
protect the water without considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts
(Section 9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other
Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from
forestry and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves
would protect our drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should
inform all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be
functioning at all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not
mitigation after damage). First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with
local decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the
government may never grant local decision making powers, it would be
best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change model) until broader scope,
full funding and full public consultation is part of the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged
since it is a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems.
Modifying FITFIR could allow government to remove water rights from
established farms,water systems, and other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted’ use
in order to retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to
cover further steps in the process. The government decision making
model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance for input, and
this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 8:00:05 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM Comment Submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could
allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 8:23:13 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (nho harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted' use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 9:18:22 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include
land use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the
water without considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts
(Section 9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other
Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from
forestry and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would
protect our drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning
at all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage).
First Nations social and cultural practices associated with water must be
respected and accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may
never grant local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the
STATUS QUO (no change model) until broader scope, full funding and full
public consultation is part of the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it
is a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR
could allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water
systems, and other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted” use in
order to retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover
further steps in the process. The government decision making model shows the
workshop/comments as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.
FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 9:40:44 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

= Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public interest

= A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land

« Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section
9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

« Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry
and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies

= Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at
all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage)

= We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

e FITFIR(First in time, First in right) must remain unchanged since it is a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and other
uses.

< Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted' use in order
to retain legal rights

e Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps in the process. The
government decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance
for input, and this is not enough. First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Please send reply to email or address below

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***"PEOPLE MAY NOT REMEMBER EXACTLY WHAT YOU

DID OR WHAT YOU SAID
~BUT~ THEY WILL ALWAYS REMEMBER HOW YOU MADE THEM FEEL."





Live connected. Get Hotmail <http://go.microsoft.com/?1inkid=9724459> &
Messenger for mobile.






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 9:52:03 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: No to Water Act Modernization

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

- WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage and represent public
interest.

- The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®” acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.





- FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

- DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

- FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
"modernization”™ to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization™”™ to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with
Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 wait for your response.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 10:01:13 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: water rights

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

- WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage and represent public
interest.

- The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

- FITFIR - First in time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic
water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.

- DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

- FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.





There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with
Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 wait for your response.






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 10:01:37 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Not for Profit and Power

April 28th, 2010

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

- WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage and represent public
interest.

- The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®” acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

- FITFIR - First in time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic
water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.

- DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.





- FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
"modernization”™ to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization'” to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with
Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 wait for your response.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 10:19:54 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest. Pure water is a precious resource not a commodity and careful
stewardship is needed.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (nho harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms, water systems,
and other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 10:45:17 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (nho harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted’ use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,
***pPERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 11:20:03 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: water modernization act

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
adn accomodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This calibre of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an ammendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthiere model can be made
with Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

I will be expecting a prompt response, Thankyou for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,
***pPERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Stay in touch. Get Hotmail <http://go.microsoft.com/?1inkid=9724458> &
Messenger on your phone.











From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 3:29:39 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

TO WHOM 1T MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act should not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
adn accomodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This calibre of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an ammendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization™ to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthiere model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

I will be expecting a prompt response, Thankyou for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***











From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 4:46:42 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: re: Water Act Modernization

April 28th, 2010

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

- WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage and represent public
interest.

- The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®" acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.





- FITFIR - First in time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic
water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.

- DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

- FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
"modernization”™ to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization™”™ to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with
Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 wait for your response.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 6:47:51 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms, water systems,
and other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 7:26:56 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: The proposed Water Act Modernization

April 29, 2010

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that I believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

- WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage and represent public
interest.

- The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

- FITFIR - First in time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic
water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.

- DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.





- FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
modernization’” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with
Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 wait for your response.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Peace






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 8:57:48 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM Comment Submission

April 29, 2010

Dear Sirs and Madams,
To Whom it may concern,

Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

< Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public interest

= A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land

« Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section
9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

« Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry
and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies

= Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at
all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage)

e We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

e FITFIR(First in time, First in right) must remain unchanged since it is a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and other
uses.

< Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted' use in order
to retain legal rights

e Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps in the process. The
government decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance

for input, and this is not enough. First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

I am requesting a reply to let me know that my comments have been considered.





Also, if you could let me know if there is anyone else that participation in a
more constructive or meaningful way is possible. With thanks and regard for your
time and efforts in supporting this process.

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 8:58:30 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM Submissions

April 26th, 2010

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

- WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage and represent public
interest.

- The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

- FITFIR - First iIn time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic
water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.

- DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.





- FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with
Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 wait for your response.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 9:06:53 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could
allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 9:12:54 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM submission comment

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

= Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public interest

= A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land

« Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section
9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

« Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry
and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies

= Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at
all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage)

= We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

e FITFIR(First in time, First in right) must remain unchanged since it is a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and other
uses.

< Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted' use in order
to retain legal rights

e Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps in the process. The
government decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance

for input, and this is not enough. First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!
Please respond to me by email so that I know you have recieved this.
Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 9:20:45 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Regarding the proposed Water Act Modernization

1 would like to provide my input as a categorical NO to this ill-founded idea.

You are not fooling anyone with this thinly disguised attempt to take water rights
away from people who responsibly use water for domestic and agricultural purposes,
in order to free up our water for the benefit of for-profit run-of-river hydro
projects (also known as RUIN-of-river hydro), industrial purposes, and other
private-profit-making commercial ventures.

The TRUE opportunity for this government would be to protect water in its pure
form, by requiring source protection: Forestry, Mining, Hydrocarbon Extraction
and other industrial ventures must be prohibited in watersheds.

Consider the following:

- WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage and represent public
interest.

- The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(i.e.:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- the PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed
to mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

- FITFIR - First in time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic
water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.

- DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.





- FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization” to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE.

Please consider all 1 have included in this letter and maintain the current Water
Act until a healthier model can be made with Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND
POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 wait for your response.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From:***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 9:21:35 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Our water rights

April 26th, 2010

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act
Modernization. The current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and
viable solution to Water Protection. All water-using citizens should
be contacted and made aware of such a proposal, brought to Referendum
and decisions made with true public interest representation. Below
are some points that I believe are important after reviewing the
proposal:

- WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of
COMMONS- common public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage
and represent public interest.

- The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to
other acts (ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection
to various other Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION
from Forestry and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science,
Traditional Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle
functioning as opposed to mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- Keep the CURRENT WATER ACT in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope
public input process occurs with full funding and major public
consultation.

- FITFIR - First in time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and
domestic water rights are THE MOST IMPORTANT THING.

- DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our
basic legal rights.

- FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water
are respected and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the
proposal and the public input process. This caliber of issue needs
major public process and input and accurate representation in
Government in order to create an amendment or "modernization'” to the
current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization'™ to occur without
due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in
this letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model
can be made with Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 wait for your response.





***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 9:22:43 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM submission comment

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that I believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
adn accomodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This calibre of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov™"t in order to create an ammendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthiere model can be made
with Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

I will be expecting a prompt response, Thankyou for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 9:23:15 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment Submission

To Whom it may concern,

Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage) . First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted' use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***











From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Saturday, May 01, 2010 1:04:55 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: the Modernization of BC"s Water Act

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I commend the provincial government for taking the time to look at revising the
current Water Act. Furthermore, 1 appreciate the public involvement that has taken
place so far. The future of the BC"s water is something that 1 take very seriously
and as such 1 feel that any decisions made to amend the act need further consultation
form BC residents. The act needs to be a true representation of public interests
and concerns. Below are some points that I believe are important after reviewing
the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®” acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated as well as their economic interests.

Water is an exhaustible and vulnerable resource and as such an issue of this calibre
needs a public process that ensures an accurate representation of the peoples

wishes. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to occur without due and right process.
This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please
consider all 1 have included in this letter and maintain the current Water Act
until a healthier model can be made with Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Saturday, May 01, 2010 8:40:35 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization” to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Saturday, May 01, 2010 11:19:04 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water Act Modernization

The deadline is April 30, 2010
Water Act Modernization letter writing campaign:

All letters need to be sent NOW! Your response is crucial!l
Please forward to all your contacts so we can create a massive wave of involved
citizens

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal does not appear to be a healthy and viable solution to Water
Protection. All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such
a proposal, brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest
representation. Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing
the proposal:

WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS- common
public resource HELD IN TRUST by government to manage and represent public
interest.

The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating system
for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE MOST
IMPORTANT THING.

DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Government in order to create an amendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization'™ to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all 1 have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.





***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Saturday, May 01, 2010 6:11:54 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: watersmart

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED until a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED - We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an amendment or
"modernization'” to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization” to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Sunday, May 02, 2010 9:12:14 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water Act

30 April 2010

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act modernization. The
current proposal is clearly not a healthy and viable solution to water protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal.
It should be brought to referendum and decisions made with true public interest
representation. Below are some points that 1 believe are important after
reviewing the proposal:

- Water should be clearly recognized as a basic human right and part of the commons
- a common public resource held in trust by government who should manage and
represent this public interest.

- The Water Act should not undermine/devolve uses and protections to other acts
(e.g: Section 9 of the Water Act devolving Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

- Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for source protection from forestry
and other resource extraction activities

- Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using science, traditional
knowledge and local history. The precautionary principle should be used, as
opposed to mitigating damage after it has occurred.

- The current Water Act should be kept in place unchanged until a broad scope public
input process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

- FITFIR - First in Time, First in Right needs to remain unchanged as a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems.

- Domestic use licenses should not be changed - we want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

- First Nations social and cultural practices associated with water must be
respected and accommodated.





There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This caliber of issue needs major public process and input,
as well as accurate representation in government in order to create an amendment
to the current Water Act. Do not allow this proposed "modernization'™ to occur
without due and proper process. Please consider my letter letter and maintain
the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with the public interest
as a priority, not profit.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 look forward to your response.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Sunday, May 02, 2010 9:04:54 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: "WAM comment submission"

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®™ acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accomodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This calibre of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov"t in order to create an ammendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization"” to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR PUBLIC
AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this letter and
maintain the current Water Act until a healthier model can be made with Public
interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

1 will be expecting a prompt response, Thank you for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***[mapausebd@hotmail.com]
Sent: Monday, May 03, 2010 11:11:15 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

e Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public interest

= A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land

= Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section
9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

= Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry
and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies

< Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at
all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage)

< We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

e FITFIR(First in time, First in right) must remain unchanged since it is a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and other
uses.

« Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted"” use in order
to retain legal rights

e Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps in the process. The
government decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance
for input, and this is not enough. First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

PS: Please,l would like a reply to this letter. Thank you.











From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Monday, May 03, 2010 8:59:08 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water Act Modernization

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal i1s clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that 1 believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries®” acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
adn accomodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This calibre of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov™"t in order to create an ammendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthiere model can be made
with Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

I will be expecting a prompt response, Thankyou for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,





***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

"Our destiny is not in our doing, it is in our being unfolding itself."
- Master Dhyan Vimal
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From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 9:06 PM

To: OfficeofthePremier, OFfice PREM:EX
Subject: WAM -Urgent!

To Premier Gordon Campbell,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (nho harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted’ use iIn order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***











From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Saturday, May 22, 2010 5:34:21 PM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include
land use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the
water without considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts
(Section 9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other
Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from
forestry and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would
protect our drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning
at all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage).
First Nations social and cultural practices associated with water must be
respected and accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may
never grant local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the
STATUS QUO (no change model) until broader scope, full funding and full
public consultation is part of the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it
is a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR
could allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water
systems, and other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted” use in
order to retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover
further steps in the process. The government decision making model shows the
workshop/comments as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.
FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 9:17:36 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water Act Modernization

I wish to comment on some of the guiding principles of the Water Act Modernization
(WAM) proposal:

* The principle of giving up our water license rights to provide a “predictable
investment climate across the province’™, OUR COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!!
* The principle of giving up our public trust water rights to the “provincial

government with its corporate policy”, when right now we currently have COMMON
LAW Riparian Water Rights, which is part of our public trust. We DEMAND THAT our
water be recognized as a human right and part of the commons owned collectively
by all and held in trust by government to be managed in the public interest, not
corporate interest!

* The principle of the provincial government dispensing water allocation based
on "a higher economic purpose', with the requirement of a “permit” instead of our
existing water license, which is based on "first in time, first in right” (FITIFR).
By allowing a "permit” based license, would negate our common law water rights,
and allow government to determine "priority of use”. “PERMITS®™ ARE NOT
ACCEPTABLE!! FITFIR should remain unchanged since it is a self-regulating system
for over-allocation problems.

* None of the WAM discussion papers or reports mention a process for how our
water supplies would be protected from resource extraction activities. Yet you
are proposing that our domestic water use receive a “permit” while use for oil
well drilling and hydro-fracking shale gas or oil wells carry on with no permit
or license at all since they are devolved to other ministries. We DEMAND THAT,
WAM not devolve water protection to various other Ministries Acts (Forestry,
Mining, Gas & Oil).

IT this government really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite it"s
Ministries and work toward this goal. With this proposed Water Act Modernization
there are no standards being set for this!!

WE DEMAND THAT: WATERSHEDS BE LEGISLATED AS RESERVES AND DEMAND SOURCE WATER
PROTECTION! DEMAND SURFACE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM MINING, GAS AND OIL
AND ALL INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES!!

WE DEMAND A BROADER PUBLIC IMPUT OF THIS PROCESS INSTEAD OF THIS UNANNOUNCED, 10
DAY REVIEW PROCESS!!!

Thanks for the opportunity to express our opinions on this very important issue.





***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 1:14:39 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject:

April 27, 2010
Dear Sir /Ms.

Water should be a right, not a commodity. DROP this principle of "predictable
investment climate across the province"™ from Water Act Modernization (WAM). OUR
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!!

Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable. You make no attempt at
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not your
department”. Do a correct review or you will face the ire of the public for a blatant
attempt at grabbing the water from the common (people).

We currently have COMMON LAW Riparian Water Rights, which is part of our public
trust. 1 demand that water be recognized as a human right and part of the commons
owned collectively by all and held in trust by government to be managed in the
public interest, not corporate interest!

As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose', there
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs. PEOPLE FIRST!! Current water
licenses, which are based on "first in time, Ffirst in right" (FITIFR), if they
are allowed to be downgraded to a “permit®, would negate our common law water
rights, and allow government to determine "priority of use®. "PERMITS®™ ARE NOT
ACCEPTABLE!!

IT your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite the
water policies of various government Ministries and work toward this goal. Water
conservancy starts right at the source, at the watershed. Your review needs to
start there also. WATERSHEDS SHOULD BE LEGISLATED AS RESERVES AND SOURCE WATER
PROTECTED! SURFACE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM ALL INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES

SHOULD BE THE FOCUS OF WATER MANAGEMENT . Your commitee seems focused on the reverse.
Do NOT devolve water protection to various other Ministries (Acts).

1 strongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead of
this unanounced 10 day review process. This smacks as a sneaky underhanded water
resource grab for corporations. Shame on you.

Respectfully,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Hotmail & Messenger. Get them on your phone now.
<http://go.microsoft.com/?linkid=9724456>






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 6:23:25 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

Hi There,
Here are my concerns regarding water laws ...
IMPORTANT POINTS

e water recognized as a human right

and part of the commons

— owned

collectively by all and held in trust by government to
manage in the public interest

e a broadened scope of discussion for

true water protection

— include land use

(like resource extraction activities) since you can"t
protect the water without considering the land

< Water Act would not devolve some

uses and protections to other acts

—Section 9 of the

Water Act devolves water protection to various other
Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)

< Watershed Reserves re-established

for source protection from forestry and other resource
extraction activities

— watershed

reserves would protect our drinking water supplies

e Collaborative science, traditional

knowledge and local history would inform all allocation
decisions

— precautionary

principle functioning at all times (no harm proof prior to
new uses, not mitigation after damage)

= Governence model: FULLY FUNDED local

government model with local decision-making power

—my caveat on this

is that since there is no funding and they will never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with
the

STATUS QUO (no change model) until broader scope, full
funding and full public consultation is part of the process

e FITFIR(First in time, First in

right) remain unchanged since it is a self-regulating system
for over-allocation problems

— "i1Ff iIt"s not

broke, don*t fix 1t" . Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,





water systems,
and other uses

e Domestic Use licensed use should NOT
be changed to a "permitted" use in order to retain legal
rights

= Public involvement enlarged to cover

further steps in the process

—the government

decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our one
kick at the can.

-First Nations social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accomodated

Thank you for your consideration of these concerns on this vital issue.

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 6:55:55 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Letter to the government

This is my request of the government regarding the Water modernization Act,

e water recognized as a human right
and part of the commons
— owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to
manage in the public interest

< a broadened scope of discussion for
true water protection
— include land use
(like resource extraction activities) since you can"t
protect the water without considering the land

< Water Act would not devolve some
uses and protections to other acts
—Section 9 of the
Water Act devolves water protection to various other
Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)

< Watershed Reserves re-established
for source protection from forestry and other resource
extraction activities
— watershed
reserves would protect our drinking water supplies

e Collaborative science, traditional
knowledge and local history would inform all allocation
decisions
— precautionary
principle functioning at all times (no harm proof prior to
new uses, not mitigation after damage)

= Governence model: FULLY FUNDED local
government model with local decision-making power
—my caveat on this
is that since there is no funding and they will never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with
the
STATUS QUO (no change model) until broader scope, full
funding and full public consultation is part of the process

e FITFIR(First in time, First in
right) remain unchanged since it is a self-regulating system
for over-allocation problems
— "iFf It"s not
broke, don*t fix 1t" . Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,





water systems,
and other uses

e Domestic Use licensed use should NOT
be changed to a "permitted" use in order to retain legal
rights

= Public involvement enlarged to cover
further steps in the process
—the government
decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our one
kick at the can.

-First Nations social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accomodated.

Sincerly, ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Hotmail & Messenger. Get them on your phone now.
<http://go.microsoft.com/?1inkid=9724456>






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 7:57:43 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: water

Please respect all our rights

e water recognized as a human right
and part of the commons
— owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to
manage in the public interest

e a broadened scope of discussion for
true water protection
— include land use
(like resource extraction activities) since you can"t
protect the water without considering the land

= Water Act would not devolve some
uses and protections to other acts
—Section 9 of the
Water Act devolves water protection to various other
Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)

- Watershed Reserves re-established
for source protection from forestry and other resource
extraction activities
— watershed
reserves would protect our drinking water supplies

= Collaborative science, traditional
knowledge and local history would inform all allocation
decisions
— precautionary
principle functioning at all times (no harm proof prior to
new uses, not mitigation after damage)

= Governence model: FULLY FUNDED local
government model with local decision-making power
—my caveat on this
is that since there is no funding and they will never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with
the
STATUS QUO (no change model) until broader scope, full
funding and full public consultation is part of the process

e FITFIR(First in time, First in
right) remain unchanged since it is a self-regulating system
for over-allocation problems
— "1Ff It"s not
broke, don"t fix it" . Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,
water systems,
and other uses

e Domestic Use licensed use should NOT





be changed to a "permitted" use in order to retain legal
rights

e Public involvement enlarged to cover
further steps in the process
—the government
decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our one
kick at the can.

-First Nations social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accomodated

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From:***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 10:42:26 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: wam comment submission

"WAM comment submission™
IMPORTANT POINTS

< water recognized as a human right
and part of the commons
— owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to
manage in the public interest

e a broadened scope of discussion for
true water protection
— include land use
(like resource extraction activities) since you can"t
protect the water without considering the land

< Water Act would not devolve some
uses and protections to other acts
—Section 9 of the
Water Act devolves water protection to various other
Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)

= Watershed Reserves re-established
for source protection from forestry and other resource
extraction activities
— watershed
reserves would protect our drinking water supplies

= Collaborative science, traditional
knowledge and local history would inform all allocation
decisions
— precautionary
principle functioning at all times (no harm proof prior to
new uses, not mitigation after damage)

= Governence model: FULLY FUNDED local
government model with local decision-making power
—my caveat on this
is that since there is no funding and they will never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with
the
STATUS QUO (no change model) until broader scope, full
funding and full public consultation is part of the process

e FITFIR(First in time, First in
right) remain unchanged since it is a self-regulating system
for over-allocation problems
— "if It"s not
broke, don"t fix it" . Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,
water systems,





and other uses

« Domestic Use licensed use should NOT
be changed to a "permitted” use in order to retain legal
rights

e Public involvement enlarged to cover
further steps in the process
—the government
decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our one
kick at the can.

-First Nations social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accomodated

Stay out of the watersheds! Industry, forestry, and so-called "micro-hydro
projects'™ this means you!

IN POINT FORM THIS TIME,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 11:01:12 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

e Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public interest

= A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land

= Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section
9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

« Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry
and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies

e Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at
all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage)

e We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

e FITFIR(First in time, First in right) must remain unchanged since it is a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could al low
government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and other
uses.

< Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order
to retain legal rights

e Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps in the process. The
government decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance
for input, and this is not enough. First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Thank you,





***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 11:08:16 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM Comment submission

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that I believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
adn accomodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This calibre of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov™"t in order to create an ammendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthiere model can be made
with Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

I will be expecting a prompt response, Thankyou for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 4:56:26 AM

To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

CC: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Subject: WATER ACT MODERNIZATION (WAM) comment submission

April 28, 2010

To the B.C. Living Smart program administration:

Regarding Water Act Modernization,

Decisions regarding the protection of water supplies will have an effect on other
jJurisdictions across Canada. PLEASE ATTEND TO THESE IMPORTANT POINTS in the
public interest.

= the right to clean water is internationally recognized as a human right
and part of the commons, owned collectively by all and held in trust by governments
to manage in the public interest

e the public requires a broadened scope of discussion for true water
protection, which includes impact of allowable land use i.e. resource extraction
activities

e The Water Modernization Act should not remove responsibilities for
regulation of uses and protections to other acts e.g. Section 9 of the Water Act
devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas
& oil)

e Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for source protection from
forestry and other resource extraction activities.
Watershed reserves would protect our drinking water supplies.

e Collaborative independent science, traditional knowledge and local history
must inform all allocation decisions. Decisions related to water protection must
be based on the Precautionary Principle, Ffirmly placing the burden of proof on
those whose proposed activities or Modernization might impact water quality,
rather than reliance on mitigation after damage.

= Regarding the proposed Governance model : Since no funding or local decision
making powers have been established for the proposed Water Modernization Act, there
should not be any change in legislation related to water until broader scope, full
funding and full and meaningful public consultation is part of the process

e FITFIR (First in time, First in right) should remain unchanged since it
is a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems, i.e. — "if it"s not
broke, don"t fix it" . Modifying FITFIR could allow governments to remove water
rights from established farms and public water systems and other violations of
human rights.

e Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in
order to retain legal rights

< Meaningful public consultation must be undertaken in any further steps in





government decision making regarding water.

< The government must ensure that First Peoples are consulted on any proposed
changes to water use and that their social and cultural practices associated with
water are respected and accommodated

Respectfully submitted,
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 6:30:10 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water Act

To Whom it may Concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted’ use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***











From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 8:08:05 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: thoughts on WAM

Hello

1 am concerned about the new Water Modernization act.
1°d like to share some thoughts

Water needs to be recognhized as a human right and part of the commons owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to be managed in the public
interest, not corporate interest!

Watersheds need to be legislated as reserves along with all source water protection
in purity.

Surface and ground water needs to be protected from mining, gas and oil, and all
industrial activities.

Please consider the future of water in best interest of Citizens not Corporations!

Thank you,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
www . symbiosonic.com

604-886-4193






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 8:08:58 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***

Videos that have everyone talking! Now also in HD! MSN.ca Video.





<http://go.microsoft.com/?1inkid=9724460>






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 9:18:02 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To the BC government;
We support the following:

= water recognized as a human right
and part of the commons
— owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to
manage in the public interest

< a broadened scope of discussion for
true water protection
— including land use
(like resource extraction activities) since you can"t
protect the water without considering the land

e Water Act not to devolve some
uses and protections to other acts
—Section 9 of the
Water Act devolves water protection to various other
Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)

= Watershed Reserves re-established
for source protection from forestry and other resource
extraction activities
— watershed
reserves would protect our drinking water supplies

= Collaborative science, traditional
knowledge and local history would inform all allocation
decisions
— precautionary
principle functioning at all times (no harm proof prior to
new uses, not mitigation after damage)

= Governence model: FULLY FUNDED local
government model with local decision-making power
—my caveat on this
is that since there is no funding and they will never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with
the
STATUS QUO (no change model) until broader scope, full
funding and full public consultation is part of the process

e FITFIR (First in time, First in
right) remain unchanged since it is a self-regulating system
for over-allocation problems
— "if It"s not
broke, don"t fix it" . Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,
water systems,
and other uses





« Domestic Use licensed use should NOT
be changed to a "permitted” use in order to retain legal
rights

e Public involvement enlarged to cover
further steps in the process
—the government
decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our one
kick at the can.

-First Nations social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accomodated

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 9:26:48 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM Comment Submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could
allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 10:02:55 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

The government and the public needs to realize that the current government proposal
is a FALSE SOLUTION to WATER PROTECTION!

You must consider the following:

< water is to be recognized as a human right and part of the commons
— owned collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest

= a broadened scope of discussion for true water protection
— include land use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect
the water without considering the land

= Water Act would not devolve some uses and protections to other acts
—Section 9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries
Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)

= Watershed Reserves re-established for source protection from forestry and other
resource extraction activities
— watershed reserves would protect our drinking water supplies

e Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history would inform all
allocation decisions

— precautionary principle functioning at all times (no harm proof prior to new
uses, not mitigation after damage)

= Governence model: FULLY FUNDED local government model with local decision-making
power

—my caveat on this is that since there is no funding and they will never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the

STATUS QUO (no change model) until broader scope, full funding and full public
consultation is part of the process

< FITFIR(First in time, First in right) remain unchanged since it is a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems

— "if iIt"s not broke, don"t fix it" . Modifying FITFIR could allow government to
remove water rights from established farms, water systems, and other uses

e Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted"” use in order
to retain legal rights

e Public involvement enlarged to cover further steps in the process
—the government decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our one kick
at the can.

-First Nations social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
and accommodated

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***





Stay in touch. Get Hotmail <http://go.microsoft.com/?1inkid=9724458> &
Messenger on your phone.






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 10:08:22 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

= Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public interest

= A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land

e Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section
9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

< Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry
and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies

= Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at
all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage)

= We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

e FITFIR(First in time, First in right) must remain unchanged since it iIs a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and other
uses.

= Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted” use in order
to retain legal rights

e Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps in the process. The
government decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance
for input, and this is not enough. First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***











From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 10:15:25 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject:

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (nho harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could

allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted' use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 10:23:07 AM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern:

Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization: Water is
recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the
public interest. A broadened scope of discussion for true water
protection needs to include land use (like resource extraction
activities) since you can"t protect the water without considering the
land. Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other
acts (Section 9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various
other Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)) Watershed Reserves
must be re-established for source protection from forestry and other
resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies. Collaborative science, traditional knowledge
and local history should inform all allocation decisions. The
precautionary principle should be functioning at all times (no harm
proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected
and accommodated. We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local
government model with local decision-making power. Since there is no
funding and the government may never grant local decision making powers,
it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (no change model) until
broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of the
process. FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain
unchanged since it is a self-regulating system for over-allocation
problems. Modifying FITFIR could allow government to remove water rights
from established farms,water systems, and other uses. Domestic Use
licensed use should NOT be changed to a 'permitted” use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further
steps in the process. The government decision making model shows the
workshop/comments as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.
FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 1:02:40 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern, Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:
Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest. A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to
include land use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect
the water without considering the land. Water Act should not devolve some uses
and protections to other acts (Section 9 of the Water Act devolves water protection
to various other Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)) Watershed Reserves
must be re-established for source protection from forestry and other resource
extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our drinking water
supplies. Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should
inform all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning
at all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First
Nations social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated. We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model
with local decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government
may never grant local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS
QUO (no change model) until broader scope, full funding and full public
consultation is part of the process. FITFIR (First in time, First in right system)
must remain unchanged since it is a self-regulating system for over-allocation
problems. Modifying FITFIR could allow government to remove water rights from
established farms,water systems, and other uses. Domestic Use licensed use should
NOT be changed to a "permitted” use in order to retain legal rights Public
involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps in the process. The government
decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance for input,
and this is not enough. FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!
Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 1:45:01 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: Water Act Modernization

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

I am writing to express my input about the proposed Water Act Modernization. The
current proposal is clearly NOT a healthy and viable solution to Water Protection.
All water-using citizens should be contacted and made aware of such a proposal,
brought to Referendum and decisions made with true public interest representation.
Below are some points that I believe are important after reviewing the proposal:

>WATER is to be clearly recognized as a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and part of COMMONS-
common public resource HELD IN TRUST by gov™"t to manage and represent public
interest.

>The Water Act would not undermine/devolve uses and proptections to other acts
(ie:-Section 9 of the Water Act devolved Water protection to various other
Ministries® acts ( Forestry, Mining, Gas and Oil)

>Watershed Reserves need to be re-established for SOURCE PROTECTION from Forestry
and other resource extraction activities

>Allocation decisions need to be made collaboratively using Science, Traditional
Knowledge and Local history- PRECAUTIONARY principle functioning as opposed to
mitigating damage after it has occurred.

>The CURRENT WATER ACT is kept in place UNCHANGED untill a broad scope public input
process occurs with full funding and major public consultation.

>FITFIR - First in time, First in Right remains unchanged as a self-regulating
system for over-allocation problems. Our farms and domestic water rights are THE
MOST IMPORTANT THING.

>DOMESTIC USE licenses should NOT BE CHANGED- We want to maintain our basic legal
rights.

>FIRST NATIONS social and cultural practices associated with water are respected
adn accomodated.

There were inadequate measures taken to inform the public of the proposal and the
public input process. This calibre of issue needs major public process and input
and accurate representation in Gov™"t in order to create an ammendment or
"modernization' to the current Water Act. Do NOT allow this "modernization' to
occur without due and right process. This is THE MOST IMPORTANT DECISION OUR
PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE. Please consider all I have included in this
letter and maintain the current Water Act until a healthiere model can be made
with Public interest- NOT FOR PROFIT AND POWER.

I will be expecting a prompt response, Thankyou for your time and consideration.
For the LOVE of WATER,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 2:12:42 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public
interest.

A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land.

Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section 9
of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry and
other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies.

Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform all
allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at all
times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage). First Nations
social and cultural practices associated with water must be respected and
accommodated.

We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power . Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

FITFIR (First in time, First in right system) must remain unchanged since it is
a self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could
allow government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and
other uses.

Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order to
retain legal rights Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps
in the process. The government decision making model shows the workshop/comments
as our only chance for input, and this is not enough.

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Sincerely,

***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***






From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 3:03:20 PM
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX

Subject: WAM comment submission

SAMPLE LETTER #2:
To Whom it may concern,
Please consider my comments on the Water Act Modernization:

e Water is recognized as a human right and part of the commons. Water is owned
collectively by all and held in trust by government to manage in the public interest

= A broadened scope of discussion for true water protection needs to include land
use (like resource extraction activities) since you can"t protect the water without
considering the land

= Water Act should not devolve some uses and protections to other acts (Section
9 of the Water Act devolves water protection to various other Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil))

= Watershed Reserves must be re-established for source protection from forestry
and other resource extraction activities. Watershed reserves would protect our
drinking water supplies

e Collaborative science, traditional knowledge and local history should inform
all allocation decisions. The precautionary principle should be functioning at
all times (no harm proof prior to new uses, not mitigation after damage)

e We need a Governance model: a FULLY FUNDED local government model with local
decision-making power. Since there is no funding and the government may never grant
local decision making powers, it would be best to go with the STATUS QUO (nho change
model) until broader scope, full funding and full public consultation is part of
the process.

e FITFIR(First in time, First in right) must remain unchanged since it is a
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. Modifying FITFIR could allow
government to remove water rights from established farms,water systems, and other
uses.

< Domestic Use licensed use should NOT be changed to a "permitted" use in order
to retain legal rights

e Public involvement must be enlarged to cover further steps in the process. The
government decision making model shows the workshop/comments as our only chance
for input, and this is not enough. First Nations social and cultural practices
associated with water must be respected and accommodated

FITFIR and Domestic Use must remain unchanged!

Would you please respond to my email so that I know my concerns have been heard?

Sincerely,





***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***





