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From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 9:07:49 AM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: thoughts on WAM 
 
April 28, 2010 
 
  
 
Dear Sir /Ms.  
 
  
 
Water should be a right, not a commodity.  DROP this principle of "
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (W
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 
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Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable.  You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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 pu
trust.  I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!   
 
  
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs.  PEOPLE FIRST!!  Current wat
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'.  'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!!  
 
  
 
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
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 SOURC
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)
 
  
 
I strongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead 
this unanounced 10 day review process.  This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations.  Shame on you.  
 
  







 
Respectfully, 
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
 


 


------------------ 


_____   


t have everyone talking! Now also in HD! MSN.ca Video. 


 
--
 
 
 
  
 
deos thaVi


<http://go.microsoft.com/?linkid=9724460>  
 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 9:13:38 AM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: water rights 
 
April 28, 2010 
 
  
 
Dear Sir /Ms. 
 
  
 
Water should be a right, not a commodity.  DROP this principle of "
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (W
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 
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Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable.  You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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 pu
trust.  I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!  
 
  
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs.  PEOPLE FIRST!!  Current wat
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'.  'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
  
 
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
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 SOURC
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)
 
  
 
I strongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead 
this unanounced 10 day review process.  This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations.  Shame on you. 
 
  







 
Respectfully, 
 
  
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
 


 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 9:45:46 AM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: water rights 
 
April 27, 2010 
 
  
 
 
Dear Sir /Ms. 
 
  
 
 
Water should be a right, not a commodity.  DROP this principle of "
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (W
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 
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strongly feel that we need a broader public input of this process instead of 
 


 
  
 
 
Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable.  You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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 pu
trust.  I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!  
 
  
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs.  PEOPLE FIRST!!  Current wat
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'.  'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
  
 
If your committee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite th
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 SOURC
PROTECTED!  SURFACE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM ALL INDUSTRIAL ACTIVIT
SHOULD BE THE FOCUS OF WATER MANAGEMENT.  Your committee seems focused on the 
reverse.  Do NOT devolve water protection to various other Ministries (Acts).
 
  
 
I 
this un-announced 10-day review process.  This smacks as a sneaky underhanded







water resource grab for corporations.  Shame on you. 
 
  
 
Respectfully, 
  
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 9:57:33 AM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: Water 
 
   
 
Dear Sir /Ms. 
 
    Please listen to this with both your heart and your mind. Have you seen th
movie "Avatar"? We are heading down the same road on the planet at this time. W
must act NOW  in order to preserve our blue planet for the next generations. W
is life. And you have the power to ensure that the people of British Columbia will
continue to have access to it. 
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Water should be a right, not a commodity.  DROP this principle of "
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (W
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.  I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!  
 
  
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs.  PEOPLE FIRST!!  Current wat
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'.  'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
  
 
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
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 SOURC
PROTECTED!  SURFACE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM ALL INDUSTRIAL ACTIVIT
SHOULD BE THE FOCUS OF WATER MANAGEMENT.  Your commitee seems focused on the 
reverse.  Do NOT devolve water protection to various other Ministries (Acts)
 
  
 







I strongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead of 
r this unannounced 10 day review process.  This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate


resource grab for corporations.  Shame on you. 
 
  
 
Respectfully,  ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
 








From:***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 11:13:58 AM 
To: Campbell.MLA, Gordon LASS:EX 
CC: Living Water Smart ENV:EX; Simpson.MLA, Shane L LASS:EX 
Subject: Common Water Rights 
 
Dear Sir,  
 
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!! 
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Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable. You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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 pu
trust. I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest! 
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs. PEOPLE FIRST!! Current w
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'. 'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
water policies of various government Ministries and work toward this goal. W
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 ACTIVIT
SHOULD BE THE FOCUS OF WATER MANAGEMENT. Your commitee seems focused on the reverse.
Do NOT devolve water protection to various other Ministries (Acts). 
 
I strongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead 
this unannounced 10 day review process. This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations. Shame on you. 
 
Re
 
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 11:57:01 AM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
CC: Simpson.MLA, Shane L LASS:EX; Campbell.MLA, Gordon LASS:EX 
Subject: Water Act Modernization - do not commercialize water 
 
April 27, 2010 
 
Dear Innovation and Planning Team, 
 
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. I 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, first 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!! 
 
If 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). 
 
I 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*** 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 3:27:09 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: Water Act Modernization: CITIZEN INPUT 
 
April 27, 2010 
 
Dear Sir /Ms. 
 
  
Water should be a right, not a commodity.  DROP this principle of "
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (W
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 
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Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable.  You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck by saying it is in another ministry, “no
your department”.  Do a correct review or you will face the ire of the public fo
a blatant attempt at grabbing the water from the common (people). 
 
  
We currently have COMMON LAW Riparian Water Rights, which is part of our pu
trust.  I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!  
 
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs.  PEOPLE FIRST!!  Current wat
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'.  'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
  
 
If your committee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite th
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 SOURC
PROTECTED!  SURFACE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM ALL INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES
SHOULD BE THE FOCUS OF WATER MANAGEMENT.  Your committee seems focused on the 
reverse.  Do NOT devolve water protection to various other Ministries (Acts).
 
  
 
I strongly feel that we need a broader public input of this process instead 
this unannounced 10 day review process.  This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations.  Shame on you. 
 
 
Re
 
 ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 3:30:43 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: Water Management in BC 
 
April 28, 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). OU
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 
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strongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead of 
r 


spectfully, 


 
Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable. You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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 pu
trust. I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!  
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs. PEOPLE FIRST!! Current w
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'. 'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
water policies of various government Ministries and work toward this goal. Wa
conservancy starts right at the source, at the watershed. Your review needs 
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). 
 
I 
this unanounced 10 day review process. This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations. Shame on you. 
 
Re
 
 
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 3:56:27 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: Water Act Review 
 
April 27, 2010 
 
  
 
Re: Water Act Review 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
Water should be a right, not a commodity.  DROP this principle of "
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (W
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 
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To “commercialize” water is abominable.  The importance of this issue makes i
critical that there be an exhaustive comprehensive review, reaching all 
communities in British Columbia, no matter how small or large.  I do not t
there has been enough public information or consultation. 
 
We currently have COMMON LAW Riparian Water Rights, which is part of our public
trust.  I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!  
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs.  PEOPLE FIRST!!  
 
Your committee should look at water conservancy by uniting the water policies of 
various government Ministries and working together 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 WATE
PROTECTED!  Surface and Ground Water protection from all water quality impacting
activities should be the focus of water management, and the availability of clean, 
potable water FREE to all.  Do NOT devolve water protection to various ot
Ministries (Acts). 
 
I strongly feel that we need a broader public input of this process instead o
this unannounced 10 day review process.  
 
 
Respectfully, 
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
  
 
 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 5:23:09 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: Drop this water art now! 
 
April 27, 2010  
 
 
Dear Sir /Ms.   
 
 
Water should be a right, not a commodity.  DROP this principle of "
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (W
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!!  
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strongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead of 
r 


spectfully, 


 
 
Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable.  You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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.  I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!    
 
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs.  PEOPLE FIRST!!  Current wat
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'.  'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!!   
 
 
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
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 SOURC
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)
 
 
I 
this unanounced 10 day review process.  This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations.  Shame on you.   
 
 
Re
 
--  
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
 


 


 
 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 6:49:11 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: No to WAM 
 
April 27, 2010 
 
dear Government of BC 
 
and liberal government 
 
To Whom it may concern. 
 
  
 
Water should be a right, not a commodity.  DROP this principle of "
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (W
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 
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strongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead of 
r 


 
 
 
 
Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable.  You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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 pu
trust.  I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!  
 
  
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs.  PEOPLE FIRST!!  Current wat
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'.  'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
  
 
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
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 SOURC
PROTECTED!  SURFACE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM ALL INDUSTRIAL ACTIVIT
SHOULD BE THE FOCUS OF WATER MANAGEMENT.  Your commitee seems focused on the 
reverse.  Do NOT devolve water protection to various other Ministries (Acts)
 
  
 
I 
this unanounced 10 day review process.  This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate







resource grab for corporations.  Shame on you. 
 
  
 
Respectfully, 
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
 


 


_____   


 
 
 
  
 
 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 9:45:03 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: living water wise. 
 
April 28, 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). OU
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!!  
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strongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead of 
r 


ncerely,  


 
Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable. You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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 pu
trust. I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!  
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs. PEOPLE FIRST!! Current w
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'. 'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!!  
 
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
water policies of various government Ministries and work toward this goal. Wa
conservancy starts right at the source, at the watershed. Your review needs 
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).  
 
I 
this unanounced 10 day review process. This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations. Shame on you.  
 
Si
 
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 10:41:54 PM 
To: Campbell.MLA, Gordon LASS:EX; Living Water Smart ENV:EX; MacDiarmid.MLA, 
Margaret LASS:EX 
Subject: water is a right 
 
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!! 


 


r 
 


blic 
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e 
ater 
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ater 


 


IES 
 


of 
r 


spectfully, 


 
Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable. You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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 pu
trust. I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest! 
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs. PEOPLE FIRST!! Current w
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'. 'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
water policies of various government Ministries and work toward this goal. W
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 ACTIVIT
SHOULD BE THE FOCUS OF WATER MANAGEMENT. Your commitee seems focused on the reverse.
Do NOT devolve water protection to various other Ministries (Acts). 
 
I strongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead 
this unanounced 10 day review process. This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations. Shame on you. 
 
Re
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
 


 


_____   


t a phone? Get Hotmail  <http://go.microsoft.com/?linkid=9724457> & Messenger 


 
 
 
  
 
Go
for mobile! 
 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 2:28:33 AM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: Input on the Water Act Modernization process 
 
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). OU
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!!  


R 
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blic 
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e 
ter 
ey 
r 
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IES 
 


strongly feel that we need a broader public input of this process instead of 
r 


 
Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable. You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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 pu
trust. I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!  
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs. PEOPLE FIRST!! Current wa
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'. 'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!!  
 
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
water policies of various government Ministries and work toward this goal. W
conservancy starts right at the source, at the watershed. Your review needs 
start there also. WATERSHEDS SHOULD BE LEGISLATED AS RESERVES AND SOURCE WATER 
PROTECTED! SURFACE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM ALL INDUSTRIAL ACTIVIT
SHOULD BE THE FOCUS OF WATER MANAGEMENT. Your comittee seems focused on the reverse.
Do NOT devolve water protection to various other Ministries (Acts).  
 
I 
this unannounced 10 day review process. This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations. Shame on you.  
 
Respectfully, 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 5:11:29 AM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: Protest re Water Act Modernization 
 
April 27, 2010 
 
  
 
Dear Sir /Ms. 
 
  
 
Water should be a right, not a commodity.  DROP this principle of "
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (W
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 


predictable 
AM).  OUR 
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of 
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Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable.  You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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 pu
trust.  I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!  
 
  
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs.  PEOPLE FIRST!!  Current wat
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'.  'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
  
 
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
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 SOURC
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)
 
  
 
I strongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead 
this unanounced 10 day review process.  This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations.  Shame on you. 
 
  







 
Respectfully, 
 
 
  
  
  
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
 
 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 8:31:08 AM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: once again - selling us down the river 
 
April 27, 2010  
 
Dear Sir /Ms.  
   
Water should be a right, not a commodity.  DROP this principle of "
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (W
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!!  


predictable 
AM).  OUR 
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blic 
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e 
er 
ey 
r 
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he 


 
E WATER 


 


.  


rongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead of 
r 


ectfully,  


 
Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable.  You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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 pu
trust.  I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!   
   
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs.  PEOPLE FIRST!!  Current wat
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'.  'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!!  
   
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
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 SOURC
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)
   
I st
this unanounced 10 day review process.  This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations.  Shame on you.  
   
Resp
 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 8:17:25 AM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: WAM water views 
 
Dear Sir /Ms. 
  
Water should be a right, not a commodity.  DROP this principle of "
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (W
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 


predictable 
AM).  OUR 


ur 
 


blic 
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er 
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E WATER 


 


f 
anded water 


 
 
Your attempt to commercialize water is abominable.  You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, not yo
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 pu
trust.  I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!  
  
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs.  PEOPLE FIRST!!  Current wat
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'.  'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!! 
  
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
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 SOURC
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). 
  
I strongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead o
this unanounced 10 day review process.  This smacks as a sneaky underh
resource grab for corporations.  Shame on you. 
  
Respectfully, 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
  _____   
 
Live connected. Get Hotmail  <http://go.microsoft.com/?linkid=9724459> & 
Messenger for mobile. 
 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 9:07:15 AM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: Water rights are not for sale!!! 
 
April 29, 2010 
 
Dear Sir /Ms. 
  
Water should be a right, not a commodity.  DROP this principle of "
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (W
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 


predictable 
AM).  OUR 
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er 
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trongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead of 
r 


pectfully, 


 
Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable.  You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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 pu
trust.  I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!  
  
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs.  PEOPLE FIRST!!  Current wat
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'.  'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!! 
  
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
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 SOURC
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)
  
I s
this unanounced 10 day review process.  This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations.  Shame on you. 
  
Res
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
 


  


 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 9:50:13 AM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
CC: OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX; Thomson.MLA, Steve LASS:EX; Ben
Bill LASS:EX; Penner.MLA, Barry LASS:EX; Routley.MLA, Bill LASS:EX 
Subject: 


nett.MLA, 


Water Act Modernization 


 the Ministers responsible for “WAM” 


Cowichan district) 


 the quote below: 
> Water Act is about 


 
r 


blic give up our water license rights to provide a 


 


nized as a human right and part of the commons owned 
c 


o various other Ministries Acts 


 AS RESERVES AND THAT SOURCE WATER BE 


OIL 


 BP lifting restrictions on drilling safety 


cerely, 


 
To
And to: 


r Campbell BC Premie
Steve Thomson MLA 
Bill Bennett MLA 
Barry Penner MLA 
Bill Routley MLA (
  


otice on the BC Government websiteI n
“Modernizing the  <http://livingwatersmart.ca/water-act/
making our water laws simpler to understand, communicate, administer and enforce
to respond to current and future challenges.” The proposed changes ARE NOT clea
to the mostly uninformed public and the April 30 submission deadline is 
unacceptable.  
*I DEMAND A BROADER PUBLIC IMPUT OF THIS PROCESS INSTEAD OF THIS UNANNOUNCED, 10 
DAY REVIEW PROCESS!!!  
The WAM intends that the pu
"predictable investment climate across the province".  
(I understand that this is one of the guiding principles of the Water Act 
Modernization (WAM)!!!) 
  
*I DEMAND THAT:  this principle be dropped from WAM and that OUR COMMON WATER RIGHTS
ARE NOT FOR SALE!!  
*I DEMAND THAT water be recog
collectively by all and held in trust by government to be managed in the publi
interest, not corporate interest!   
*I DEMANT THAT: WAM not devolve water protection t
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)!!!  
*I DEMAND THAT: WATERSHEDS BE LEGISLATED
PROTECTED!  
*I DEMAND THAT: SURFACE AND GROUND WATER BE PROTECTED FROM MINING, GAS AND 
AND ALL INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES!!  
What does the government plan to do about
in Canada’s arctic, while we watch the oil spill grow in the gulf? 
  
Sin
  
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
  


  


 








From:***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 10:02:11 AM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: Our water is not for sale  
 
Dear Government of BC, OUR WATER IS NOT FOR SALE! 
 
and not for contamination with chlorine 
 
All our bodies, of water and our human ones 
 
will be chlorinated!  This is counter to LIFE. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I feel terrible about giving up our water license rights to provide a "pred
investment climate across the province"?? This is one of the guiding princip
of the Water Act Modernization (WAM)!!! 


ictable 
les 


e 


 
r 


use'?? 


 DEMAND THAT:  FITFIR remains unchanged since it is a self-regulating system 
MITS' 


w do you feel about domestic water use (which constitutes .2% of surface water 
ng 
re 
on 


 
*I DEMAND THAT:  this principle be dropped from WAM and that OUR COMMON WATER RIGHTS 
ARE NOT FOR SALE!!  
 
 
It makes me sick to my stomach giving up our public trust water rights to the 
provincial government with its corporate policy?? 
 
Though the government would like to think they own BC's water, we currently hav
COMMON LAW Riparian Water Rights, which is part of our public trust. 
 
*I 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!     
 
 
I think it's a bad idea that the provincial government is dispensing water 
allocation based on "a higher economic purpose"? 
 
I feel strongly about our current water license, which is based on 'first in time,
first in right' (FITIFR), being downgraded to a 'permit', which would negate you
common law water rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of 
 
*I
for over-allocation problems. I want you our GOVERNMENT TO KNOW THAT 'PER
ARE NOT ACCEPTABLE!!  
  
 
 
Ho
allocation) receiving a "permit" while use for oil well drilling and hydrofracki
shale gas or oil wells carry on with no permit or license at all since they a
devolved to other ministeries. None of the WAM discussion papers or reports menti







a process for how our water supplies would be protected from resource extraction
activities.!!! 
 
 DEMAND THAT: WAM not devolve water protection t


 


o various other 


nistries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)!!!  


 this government really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite it's 
 


 DEMAND THAT: WATERSHEDS BE LEGISLATED AS RESERVES AND DEMAND SOURCE WATER 
 


 DEMAND A BROADER PUBLIC IMPUT OF THIS PROCESS INSTEAD OF THIS UNANNOUNCED, 10DAY 


ncerely, 


*I
 
Mi
 
 
If
Ministries and work toward this goal.  With this proposed Water Act Modernization
there are no standards being set for this!! 
 
*I
PROTECTION! DEMAND SURFACE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM MINING, GAS AND OIL
AND ALL INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES!!  
 
 
*I
REVIEW PROCESS!!!  
 
 
 
 
Si
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 9:09:16 AM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: Re: Copy of a letter to send to MOE before Friday re Water Act Moderniz
 


ation 


 
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Hello again, Red Mountain neighbours, 
 
A Red Mountain resident submitted this letter to MOE and gave me permission to 


e 
nd 


circulate it.  If you do not have time to write your own letter, please feel fre
to use this copy.  The deadline for submissions is this Friday, April 30!  Se
your letters to livingwatersmart@gov.bc.ca.  
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
                                       


 
                                  


:  WAM Submissions, MOE, Water Stewardship Division 


ar Sir/Madam: 


 One of the guiding principles of the Water Act Modernization (WAM) is that I, 


e being asked to give up our water license rights to provide a "predictable 


I DEMAND THAT:  this principle be dropped from WAM.  OUR COMMON WATER RIGHTS 


 We are being asked to give up our public trust water rights to the provincial 


BC's water, we currently have 


ich is part of our public trust. 


human right and part of the commons owned 
 


 The provincial government is dispensing water allocation based on "a higher 
time, 


 


 
  
 
TO
 
De
 
I have been a property owner/seasonal resident on Red Mountain Road just outside 
of Silverton, BC  for  34 years. 
 
As I, and my neighbors, understand it:  
 
1.
and my neighbors, 
 
ar
investment climate across the province.  
 
  
ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 
 
 2. 
government with its corporate policy. 
.Though the government would like to think they own 
COMMON LAW Riparian Water Rights,  
 
wh
 
DEMAND THAT:  water be recognized as a I 


collectively by all and held in trust by government to be managed in the public
interest, not corporate interest!    
 
  
 
3.
economic purpose".  My current water license, which is based on 'first in 
first in right' (FITIFR), would be downgraded to a 'permit', which would negate 
my common law water rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'.
 







I DEMAND THAT:  FITFIR remains unchanged since it is a self-regulating system for 


  Domestic water use (which constitutes 0.2% of surface water allocation) will 
eive a "permit" while use for oil well drilling and hydrofracking shale gas 


s 
es! 


s 


 look at water conservancy, it would unite 
's Ministries and work toward this goal.  With this proposed Water Act 
ernization there are no standards being set for this! 


NG, GAS AND OIL AND ALL 


DEMAND A BROADER PUBLIC INPUT OF THIS PROCESS INSTEAD OF AN UNANNOUNCED, 10DAY 
VIEW PROCESS!!! 


mply not a democratic process worthy of British Columbia's past 


respectfully and firmly ask that you reconsider these proposed actions.  I am 
ety 


 and in one strong voice. 


over-allocation problems. I strongly feel that 'PERMITS' ARE NOT ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
  
 
4.
rec
or oil wells will carry on with no permit or license at all since they are devolved 
to other ministries. None of the WAM discussion papers or reports mention a proces
for how our water supplies would be protected from resource extraction activiti
 
I DEMAND THAT: WAM not devolve water protection to various other  Ministries Act
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)! 
 
  
 
5. If this government really wanted to
it
Mod
 
I DEMAND THAT: WATERSHEDS BE LEGISLATED AS RESERVES. 
 
I DEMAND SOURCE WATER PROTECTION!  
 
I DEMAND SURFACE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM MINI
INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES! 
 
 
6. These proposed actions have been placed into an unannounced 10-Day Review 
Process. 
I 
RE
 
This is si
progressive and civil manner of conducting business. 
 
I 
certain that all of my Red Mountain community and Slocan Lake Stewardship Soci
members will be writing to you to address these issues
 
  
 
Thank you, 
 
  
 
 ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 


________ 


 
  
 
  
 
 
 
__
 
 







 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 9:33:56 AM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: Water Act Moderization 
 
TO:  WAM Submissions, MOE, Water Stewardship Division 
 
Dear Sir/Madam: 
 
I have been a property owner/full time resident on Red Mountain Road  
just outside of Silverton, BC  for 10+ years. 
 
As I, and my neighbors, understand it: 
 
1. One of the guiding principles of the Water Act Modernization (WAM) is  
that I, and my neighbors, 
 
are being asked to give up our water license rights to provide a  
"predictable investment climate across the province. 
 
  I STRONGLY URGE THAT:  this principle be dropped from WAM.  OUR COMMON  
WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 
 
 2.  We are being asked to give up our public trust water rights to the  
provincial government with its corporate policy. 
.Though the government would like to think they own BC's water, we  
currently have COMMON LAW Riparian Water Rights, 
 
which is part of our public trust. 
 
I STRONGLY URGE 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!   
 
  
 
3. The provincial government is dispensing water allocation based on "a  
higher economic purpose".  My current water license, which is based on  
'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), would be downgraded to a  
'permit', which would negate my common law water rights, and allow  
government to determine 'priority of use'. 
 
I STRONGLY URGE THAT:  FITFIR remains unchanged since it is a  
self-regulating system for over-allocation problems. I strongly feel  
that 'PERMITS' ARE NOT ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
  
 
4.  Domestic water use (which constitutes 0.2% of surface water  
allocation) will receive a "permit" while use for oil well drilling and  
hydrofracking shale gas or oil wells will carry on with no permit or  
license at all since they are devolved to other ministries. None of the  
WAM discussion papers or reports mention a process for how our water  
supplies would be protected from resource extraction activities! 
 
I STRONGLY URGE THAT: WAM not devolve water protection to various other   
Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)! 







 
  
 
5. If 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! 
 
I STRONGLY UREGE THAT: WATERSHEDS BE LEGISLATED AS RESERVES. 
 
I STRONGLY URGE SOURCE WATER PROTECTION! 
 
I STRONGLY URGE SURFACE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM MINING, GAS AND  
OIL AND ALL INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES! 
 
 
6. These proposed actions have been placed into an unannounced 10-Day  
Review Process. 
I STRONGLY INSIST A BROADER PUBLIC INPUT OF THIS PROCESS INSTEAD OF AN  
UNANNOUNCED, 10DAY REVIEW PROCESS!!! 
 
This is simply not a democratic process worthy of British Columbia's  
past progressive and civil manner of conducting business. 
 
I respectfully and firmly ask that you reconsider these proposed  
actions.  I am certain that all of my Red Mountain community and Slocan  
Lake Stewardship Society members will be writing to you to address these  
issues and in one strong voice. 
 
Thank you, 
  
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 11:29:54 AM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: input on WAM 
 
 April 27, 2010  
 
 
Dear Sir /Ms.   
 
 
Water should be a right, not a commodity.  DROP this principle of "
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (W
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!!  


predictable 
AM).  OUR 


r 


 


e 


e 
er 
ey 
r 
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he 


 
E WATER 


 


.   


strongly feel that we need a broader public input of this process instead of 
r 


tectionary" 
 manage all 


 unity, 


 
 
Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable.  You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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.  I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!    
 
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs.  PEOPLE FIRST!!  Current wat
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'.  'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!!   
 
 
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
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 SOURC
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)
 
 
I 
this unannounced 10 day review process.  This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations.  Shame on you.   
 
am also completely opposed to adding any more Chlorine or other "proI 


chemicals into our waters.  This must also stop and we must learn to
our waters more respectfully for the true protection of All. 
 
 
In
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 







 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
--  
 must be a mermaid...I have no fear of depths and a great fear of shallow living." 


ïs Nin 
"I
— Ana
 
 
 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 12:38:25 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: Water Act Modernization 
 
April 27, 2010 
 
Dear Sir /Ms. 
 
Water should be a right, not a commodity.  DROP this principle of "
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (W
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 


predictable 
AM).  OUR 
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strongly feel that we need a broader public input of this process instead of 
r 


spectfully, 


 
Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable.  You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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 pu
trust.  I 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 th
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 wat
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'.  'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
If your committee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite th
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 SOURC
PROTECTED!  SURFACE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM ALL INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES
SHOULD BE THE FOCUS OF WATER MANAGEMENT.  Your committee seems focused on the 
reverse.  Do NOT devolve water protection to various other Ministries (Acts).
 
I 
this unannounced 10 day review process.  This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations.  Shame on you. 
 
Re
  
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 3:39:36 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
CC: Mungall.MLA, Michelle LASS:EX; Conroy.MLA, Katrine LASS:EX; Bennett.MLA, Bill
LASS:EX; Slater.MLA, John LASS:EX; Atamanenko.A@parl.gc.ca 
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 Domestic water use (which constitutes 0.2% of surface water allocation) will 
ceive a "permit" while use for oil well drilling and hydrofracking shale gas 


d 
ess 
! 


DEMAND THAT: WAM not devolve water protection to various other Ministries Acts 


Subject: TO:  WAM Submissions, MOE, Water Stewardship Division 
 
  
 
TO:  WAM Submissions, MOE, Water Stewardship Division 
 
Dear Sir/Madam: 
 
I have been a property owner on Red Mountain Road, just outside of Silverton, BC 
for 18 years. 
 
As I, and my neighbours, understand it:  
 
1. One of the guiding principles of the Water Act Modernization (WAM) is that I, 
and my neighbours, are being asked to give up our water license rights to provide
a "predictable investment climate across the province”.  
 
  I DEMAND THAT:  this principle be dropped from WAM.  OUR COMMON WATER R
ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 
 
 2.  We are being asked to give up our public trust water rights to the provi
government with its corporate policy. 
.Though the government would like to think they own BC's water, we currently have
COMMON LAW Riparian Water Rights, which is part of our public trust. 
 
I 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 publ
interest, not corporate interest!    
 
  
 
3. The provincial government is dispensing water allocation based on "a h
economic purpose".  My current water license, which is based on 'first in time, 
first in right' (FITIFR), would be downgraded to a 'permit', which would negat
my common law water rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use
 
  
 
I DEMAND THAT:  FITFIR remains unchanged since it is a self-regulating system for 
over-allocation problems. I strongly feel that 'PERMITS' ARE NOT ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
  
 
4. 
re
or oil wells will carry on with no permit or license at all since they are devolve
to other ministries. None of the WAM discussion papers or reports mention a proc
for how our water supplies would be protected from resource extraction activities
 
  
 
I 







(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)! 


 If this government really wanted to look at water conservancy, it would unite 
s Ministries and work toward this goal.  With this proposed Water Act 
dernization there are no standards being set for this! 


DEMAND THAT: WATERSHEDS BE LEGISLATED AS RESERVES. 


DEMAND SOURCE WATER PROTECTION!  


DEMAND SURFACE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM MINING, GAS AND OIL AND ALL 


s have been placed into an unannounced 10-Day Review 
ocess. 


DEMAND A BROADER PUBLIC INPUT OF THIS PROCESS INSTEAD OF AN UNANNOUNCED, 10DAY 
VIEW PROCESS!!! 


ner of conducting business. 


 
 Lake Stewardship Society 


nified, in one strong 


ank you, 


 
  
 
5.
it'
Mo
 
  
 
I 
 
I 
 
I 
INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES! 
 
 
6. These proposed action
Pr
 
 
 
I 
RE
 
This is simply not a democratic process worthy of British Columbia's past 
progressive and civil man
 
I respectfully and firmly ask that you reconsider these proposed actions.  I am
certain that all of my Red Mountain community and Slocan
mbers will be writing to you to address these issues and ume


voice. 
 
  
 
Th
 
  
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***  
 
  
 
 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 12:48:45 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
CC:***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Subject: regarding BC's proposed Water Act Modernization 
 
I DEMAND THAT:  this principle be dropped from WAM and that OUR COMMON WATER RIGHTS
ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 


 


 
ic 


 
 WAM not devolve water protection to various other  Ministries Acts 


CE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM MINING, GAS AND OIL AND ALL 


INPUT OF THIS PROCESS INSTEAD OF THIS UNANNOUNCED, 10DAY 


I 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 publ
interest, not corporate interest!   
I DEMAND THAT:  FITFIR remains unchanged since it is a self-regulating system for 
over-allocation problems. LET GOVERNMENT KNOW THAT 'PERMITS' ARE NOT ACCEPTABLE!!
I DEMAND THAT:
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)!!! 
I DEMAND THAT: WATERSHEDS BE LEGISLATED AS RESERVES AND DEMAND SOURCE WATER 
PROTECTION!  
I DEMAND SURFA
INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES!! 
I DEMAND A BROADER PUBLIC 
REVIEW PROCESS!!! 
 
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
WAM Submissions, MOE, Water Stewardship Di


cc. 


. 
vision 


PO Box 9362 , Stn Prov Govt , Victoria , BC V8W9M2
 
 
 
 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 7:09:14 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: water act 
 
TO:  WAM Submissions, MOE, Water Stewardship Division 
 
Dear Sir/Madam: 
 
I have been a property owner and resident on Red Mountain Road just 
outside of Silverton, BC for 31 years. 
 
As I, and my neighbors, understand it: 
 
1. One of the guiding principles of the Water Act Modernization (WAM) is 
that I, and my neighbors, 
 
are being asked to give up our water license rights to provide a 
"predictable investment climate across the province. 
 
  I DEMAND THAT:  this principle be dropped from WAM.  OUR COMMON WATER 
RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 
 
 2.  We are being asked to give up our public trust water rights to the 
provincial government with its corporate policy. 
.Though the government would like to think they own BC's water, we 
currently have COMMON LAW Riparian Water Rights, 
 
which is part of our public trust. 
 
I 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! 
 
 
 
3. The provincial government is dispensing water allocation based on "a 
higher economic purpose".  My current water license, which is based on 
'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), would be downgraded to a 
'permit', which would negate my common law water rights, and allow 
government to determine 'priority of use'. 
 
I DEMAND THAT:  FITFIR remains unchanged since it is a self-regulating 
system for over-allocation problems. I strongly feel that 'PERMITS' ARE 
NOT ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
 
 
4.  Domestic water use (which constitutes 0.2% of surface water 
allocation) will receive a "permit" while use for oil well drilling and 
hydrofracking shale gas or oil wells will carry on with no permit or 
license at all since they are devolved to other ministries. None of the 
WAM discussion papers or reports mention a process for how our water 
supplies would be protected from resource extraction activities! 
 
I DEMAND THAT: WAM not devolve water protection to various other  
Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)! 







 
 
 
5. If 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! 
 
I DEMAND THAT: WATERSHEDS BE LEGISLATED AS RESERVES. 
 
I DEMAND SOURCE WATER PROTECTION! 
 
I DEMAND SURFACE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM MINING, GAS AND OIL AND 
ALL INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES! 
 
 
6. These proposed actions have been placed into an unannounced 10-Day 
Review Process. 
I DEMAND A BROADER PUBLIC INPUT OF THIS PROCESS INSTEAD OF AN UNANNOUNCED, 
10DAY REVIEW PROCESS!!! 
 
This is simply not a democratic process worthy of British Columbia's past 
progressive and civil manner of conducting business. 
 
I respectfully and firmly ask that you reconsider these proposed actions.  
I am certain that all of my Red Mountain community and Slocan Lake 
Stewardship Society members will be writing to you to address these issues 
and in one strong voice. 
 
 
 
Thank you, 
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
 
 
 
 
 
 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 1:02:57 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 "
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (W
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 


predictable 
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Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable.  You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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 pu
trust.  I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!  
 
  
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs.  PEOPLE FIRST!!  Current wat
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'.  'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
  
 
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
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 SOURC
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)
 
  
 
I strongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead 
this unanounced 10 day review process.  This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations.  Shame on you. 
 
  







 
Respectfully, 
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 7:58:25 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: WAM comment submission 
 
April 29, 2010  
 
 
Dear Sir/Ms.   
 
 
Water should be a right, not a commodity.  DROP this principle of "
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (W
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!!  


predictable 
AM).  OUR 
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strongly feel that we need a broader public input of this process instead of 
r 


spectfully, 


 
 
Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable.  You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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.  I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!    
 
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs.  PEOPLE FIRST!!  Current wat
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'.  'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!!   
 
 
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
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 SOURC
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)
 
 
I 
this unannounced 10 day review process.  This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations.  Shame on you.   
 
 
Re
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
 


 


 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 1:30:00 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: water 
 
April 27, 2010  
 
 
Dear Sir /Ms.   
 
 
Water should be a right, not a commodity.  DROP this principle of "
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (W
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!!  


predictable 
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strongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead of 
r 


spectfully, 


 
 
Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable.  You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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.  I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!    
 
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs.  PEOPLE FIRST!!  Current wat
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'.  'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!!   
 
 
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
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 SOURC
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)
 
 
I 
this unanounced 10 day review process.  This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations.  Shame on you.   
 
 
Re
 
 
 
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
 


--  







 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2010 10:49:45 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: may watersheds be legislated as reserves 
 
 
April 27, 2010 
 
  
 
Dear Sir /Ms. 
 
  
 
Water should be a right, not a commodity.  DROP this principle of "
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (W
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 
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strongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead of 
r 


 
  
 
Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable.  You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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 pu
trust.  I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!  
 
  
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs.  PEOPLE FIRST!!  Current wat
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'.  'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
  
 
Please will your commitee to look at water conservancy and would unite the wat
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 WATE
PROTECTED!  SURFACE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM ALL INDUSTRIAL ACT
SHOULD BE THE FOCUS OF WATER MANAGEMENT.  Your commitee seems focused on the 
reverse.  Do NOT devolve water protection to various other Ministries (Acts). 
 
  
 
I 
this unanounced 10 day review process.  This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations.    
 







Respectfully,  


_____   


? Get Hotmail  <http://go.microsoft.com/?linkid=9724457> & Messenger 


***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
 
 
 
  
 
t a phoneGo


for mobile! 
 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 2:16:51 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: RE: Water Act Modernization etc. 
 
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). OU
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 
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strongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead of 
r 


spectfully, 


 
Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable. You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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 pu
trust. I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!  
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs. PEOPLE FIRST!! Current w
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'. 'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
water policies of various government Ministries and work toward this goal. Wa
conservancy starts right at the source, at the watershed. Your review needs 
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). 
 
I 
this unanounced 10 day review process. This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations. Shame on you. 
 
Re
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
Videos that have everyone talking! Now 


 
also in HD! MSN.ca Video. 


<http://go.microsoft.com/?linkid=9724460>  
 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 8:17:46 AM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: Water issues! 
 
I confront you with your responsibility to not let BC's water be for sale 
in ways that compromise common access, health and quality. 
 
Here are my demands about the Water Act Modernization (WAM): 
 
I DEMAND that the principle of a "predictable investment climate across 
the province", which is one of the guiding principles of the Water Act, be 
dropped from the act. OUR COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 
 
I demand that WAM keep the common lay Riparian Water Rights, which is part 
of our public trust. Water must 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! 
 
I demand that the 'First in time, first in right' must remains unchanged 
since it is a self-regulating system for over-allocation 
problems.'PERMITS' for water allocation ARE NOT ACCEPTABLE because it 
means that 'priority of use' could be abused, and me and my family could 
lose common law water rights in favor of other users who buy more permits! 
 
I also demand that the Water act Modernization implement clear protection 
of our water supplies from overuse and pollution by resource extraction 
activities. I demend SOURCE, SURFACE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM 
MINING, GAS AND OIL AND ALL INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES. 
 
Finally, I demand that watershed be legislated as reserves - SOURCE WATER 
NEEDS PROTECTION. 
 
 
Thank you for this public input opportunity. 
 
-***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
 
 
 








From:***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 2:25:32 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: WAM process 
 
Sir/Madam: 
 
I am vehemently opposed to giving up your water license rights to provide a 
"predictable investment climate across the province."!! I understand this is one
of the guiding principles of the Water Act Modernization (WAM). 
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that FITFIR remains unchanged since it is a self-regulating system for 
er-allocation problems.  


se (which constitutes .2% of surface water 
location) receiving a "permit" while use for oil well drilling and hydrofracking 
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ion from mining, gas and oil and all other 


dustrial activities. 


l (and shameless) sellout of people’s 


 
I demand that this principle be dropped from WAM. OUR COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT 
FOR SALE!! 
 
I oppose giving up public trust water rights to the provincial government for use 
by business organizations!! 
 
The government does not own BC's water, the people currently have COMMON LAW 
Riparian Water Rights, which is part of our public trust. 
 
I demand that water be recognized as a human right and part of the commons own
collectively by all and held in trust by government to be managed in the publ
interest, not corporate interest!    
 
I am vehemently opposed to the provincial government dispensing water all
based on "a higher economic purpose". This is IMO borderline treason. 
 
am opposI 


in right' (FITIFR), being downgraded to 'permits', which would negate our comm
law water rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'??  
 
I demand 
ov
 
I am opposed to domestic water u
al
shale gas or oil wells can carry on with no permit or license at all!!. None 
the WAM discussion papers or reports mention a process for how our water suppli
would be protected from resource extraction activities.!!! 
 
I demand that WAM not devolve water protection to various other Minis
(Forestry, Minin
 
I demand that water sources be protected for use by people, not business entitie
I demand surface and ground water protect
in
 
I demand a broader public input of this process. 
 
 currently constituted, WAM is a shamefuAs


water rights to business interests.  
 
Sincerely , 
 
***PERSONAL
 


 IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 11:06:27 AM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: Water Act Modernization 
 
   
 
  
 
TO:  WAM Submissions, MOE, Water Stewardship Division 
 
Dear Sir/Madam: 
 
I have been a property owner, DL 1521 on hwy 6 by Enterprise Creek  outside o
Silverton, BC  for 35 years and have a water license for domestic and irriga
on Allen Creek. 
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 Domestic water use (which constitutes 0.2% of surface water allocation) will 
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As I, and my neighbors, understand it:  
 
1. One of the guiding principles of the Water Act Modernization (WAM) is that I, 
and my neighbors, 
 
are being asked to give up our water license rights to provide a "predictable 
investment climate across the province.  
 
  I DEMAND THAT:  this principle be dropped from WAM.  OUR COMMON WATER R
ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 
 
 2.  We are being asked to give up our public trust water rights to the provi
government with its corporate policy. 
.Though the government would like to think they own BC's water, we currently have
COMMON LAW Riparian Water Rights,  
 
which is part of our public trust. 
 
I 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 publ
interest, not corporate interest!    
 
  
 
3. The provincial government is dispensing water allocation based on "a h
economic purpose".  My current water license, which is based on 'first in time, 
first in right' (FITIFR), would be downgraded to a 'permit', which would negat
my common law water rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use
 
I DEMAND THAT:  FITFIR remains unchanged since it is a self-regulating system for 
over-allocation problems. I strongly feel that 'PERMITS' ARE NOT ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
  
 
4. 
receive a "permit" while use for oil well drilling and hydrofracking shale g
or oil wells will carry on with no permit or license at all since they are devolve
to other ministries. None of the WAM discussion papers or reports mention a proc
for how our water supplies would be protected from resource extraction activities
 







I DEMAND THAT: WAM not devolve water protection to various other  Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)! 


 


 If this government really wanted to look at water conservancy, it would unite 
s Ministries and work toward this goal.  With this proposed Water Act 


DEMAND SOURCE WATER PROTECTION!  


ROTECTION FROM MINING, GAS AND OIL AND ALL 


s have been placed into an unannounced 10-Day Review 
ocess. 


 


ner of conducting business. 


  


 
  
 
5.
it'
Modernization there are no standards being set for this! 
 
I DEMAND THAT: WATERSHEDS BE LEGISLATED AS RESERVES. 
 
I 
 
I DEMAND SURFACE AND GROUND WATER P
INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES! 
 
 
6. These proposed action
Pr
I DEMAND A BROADER PUBLIC INPUT OF THIS PROCESS INSTEAD OF AN UNANNOUNCED, 10DAY
REVIEW PROCESS!!! 
 
This is simply not a democratic process worthy of British Columbia's past 
progressive and civil man
 
I respectfully and firmly ask that you reconsider these proposed actions.  
 
  
 
Thank you,***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 


________  


  
 
  
 
  
 
  
 
  
 
  
 
  
 
  
 
 
 
__
 
 
 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 6:20:46 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: Concern for the future of BC's Water 
 
To Whom It May Concern 
  
Water should be a right, not a commodity. DROP this principle of "predictable 
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (WAM). OU
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 


R 


r 
 


blic 
 
e 


e 
ter 
ey 
r 
T 


he 
ater 
to 


IES 
 


strongly feel that we need a broader public input of this process instead of 
r 


 
Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable. You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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 pu
trust. I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!  
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs. PEOPLE FIRST!! Current wa
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'. 'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
water policies of various government Ministries and work toward this goal. W
conservancy starts right at the source, at the watershed. Your review needs 
start there also. WATERSHEDS SHOULD BE LEGISLATED AS RESERVES AND SOURCE WATER 
PROTECTED! SURFACE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM ALL INDUSTRIAL ACTIVIT
SHOULD BE THE FOCUS OF WATER MANAGEMENT. Your commitee seems focused on the reverse.
Do NOT devolve water protection to various other Ministries (Acts). 
 
I 
this unannounced 10 day review process. This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations. Shame on the Government! 
 
Respectfully, 
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
 


 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Friday, April 30, 2010 8:18:27 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: Water Act Modernization 
 
 
As I, and my neighbors, understand it:  
 
1. One of the guiding principles of the Water Act Modernization (WAM) is that I, 
and my neighbors, 
 
are being asked to give up our water license rights to provide a "predictable 
investment climate across the province.  
 
  I DEMAND THAT:  this principle be dropped from WAM.  OUR COMMON WATER R
ARE NOT FOR SALE !! 
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DEMAND THAT:  FITFIR remains unchanged since it is a self-regulating system for 


 Domestic water use (which constitutes 0.2% of surface water allocation) will 
ceive a "permit" while use for oil well drilling and hydrofracking shale gas 
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 If this government really wanted to look at water conservancy, it would unite 
s Ministries and work toward this goal.  With this proposed Water Act 
dernization there are no standards being set for this! 


 
 2.  We are being asked to give up our public trust water rights to the provi
government with its corporate policy. 
.Though the government would like to think they own BC's water, we currently have
COMMON LAW Riparian Water Rights,  
 
which is part of our public trust. 
 
I 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 publ
interest, not corporate interest!    
 
  
 
3. The provincial government is dispensing water allocation based on "a h
economic purpose".  My current water license, which is based on 'first in time, 
first in right' (FITIFR), would be downgraded to a 'permit', which would negat
my common law water rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use
 
I 
over-allocation problems. I strongly feel that 'PERMITS' ARE NOT ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
  
 
4. 
re
or oil wells will carry on with no permit or license at all since they are devolve
to other ministries. None of the WAM discussion papers or reports mention a proce
for how our water supplies would be protected from resource extraction activities
 
I DEMAND THAT: WAM not devolve water protection to various other  Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)! 
 
  
 
5.
it'
Mo
 
I DEMAND THAT: WATERSHEDS BE LEGISLATED AS RESERVES. 
 







I DEMAND SOURCE WATER PROTECTION!  


DEMAND SURFACE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM MINING, GAS AND OIL AND ALL 


s have been placed into an unannounced 10-Day Review 
ocess. 
DEMAND A BROADER PUBLIC INPUT OF THIS PROCESS INSTEAD OF AN UNANNOUNCED, 10DAY 


ner of conducting business. 


am 
 Lake Stewardship Society 


. 


 
I 
INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES! 
 
 
6. These proposed action
Pr
I 
REVIEW PROCESS!!! 
 
This is simply not a democratic process worthy of British Columbia 's past 
progressive and civil man
 
I respectfully and firmly ask that you reconsider these proposed actions.  I 
certain that all of my Red Mountain community and Slocan
members will be writing to you to address these issues and in one strong voice
 
  
 
Thank you, 
 
 ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
 
  
 
  
 
  
 
  
 
  
 
 
 
 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 9:24:01 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
CC: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Subject: Submission regarding BC's proposed Water Act Modernization 
 
TO:  WAM Submissions, MOE, Water St wardship Division 
 
  
 
Dear Sir/Madam: 
 
  
 
I have been a property owner/seasonal resident on Red Mountain Road just out
of Silverton, BC  for  20+ years. 
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DEMAND THAT:  FITFIR remains unchanged since it is a self-regulating system for 


 Domestic water use (which constitutes 0.2% of surface water allocation) will 


  
 
As I, and my neighbors, understand it:  
 
  
 
1. One of the guiding principles of the Water Act Modernization (WAM) is that I, 
and my neighbors, 
 
are being asked to give up our water license rights to provide a "predictable 
investment climate across the province.  
 
  I DEMAND THAT:  this principle be dropped from WAM.  OUR COMMON WATER R
ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 
 
    
 
2.  We are being asked to give up our public trust water rights to the prov
government with its corporate policy. 
.Though the government would like to think they own BC's water, we currently have
COMMON LAW Riparian Water Rights,  
 
which is part of our public trust. 
 
I 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 publ
interest, not corporate interest!    
 
  
 
3. The provincial government is dispensing water allocation based on "a higher
economic purpose".  My current water license, which is based on 'first in time, 
first in right' (FITIFR), would be downgraded to a 'permit', which would negat
my common law water rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use
 
I 
over-allocation problems. I strongly feel that 'PERMITS' ARE NOT ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
  
 
4. 







receive a "permit" while use for oil well drilling and hydrofracking shale gas 
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 If this government really wanted to look at water conservancy, it would unite 
s Ministries and work toward this goal.  With this proposed Water Act 
dernization there are no standards being set for this! 


DEMAND SURFACE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM MINING, GAS AND OIL AND ALL 


s have been placed into an unannounced 10-Day Review 
ocess. 
DEMAND A BROADER PUBLIC INPUT OF THIS PROCESS INSTEAD OF AN UNANNOUNCED, 10DAY 
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mbers will be writing to you to address these issues and in one strong voice. 


or oil wells will carry on with no permit or license at all since they are devolve
to other ministries. None of the WAM discussion papers or reports mention a proc
for how our water supplies would be protected from resource extraction activities
 
I DEMAND THAT: WAM not devolve water protection to various other  Ministries Acts
(Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)! 
 
  
 
5.
it'
Mo
 
I DEMAND THAT: WATERSHEDS BE LEGISLATED AS RESERVES. 
 
I DEMAND SOURCE WATER PROTECTION!  
 
I 
INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES! 
 
 
6. These proposed action
Pr
I 
REVIEW PROCESS!!! 
 
This is simply not a democratic process worthy of British Columbia's past 
progressive and civil manner of conducting business. 
 
I respectfully and firmly ask that you reconsider these proposed actions.  I am
certain that all of my Red Mountain community and Slocan Lake Stewardship Soc
me
 
  
 
Thank you, 
 
  
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 9:42:04 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject:  
 
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). OU
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 
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strongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead of 
 


 
Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable. You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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 pu
trust. I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!  
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs. PEOPLE FIRST!! Current wa
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'. 'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
water policies of various government Ministries and work toward this goal. W
conservancy starts right at the source, at the watershed. Your review needs 
start there also. WATERSHEDS SHOULD BE LEGISLATED AS RESERVES AND SOURCE WATER 
PROTECTED! SURFACE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM ALL INDUSTRIAL ACTIVIT
SHOULD BE THE FOCUS OF WATER MANAGEMENT. Your commitee seems focused on the reverse.
Do NOT devolve water protection to various other Ministries (Acts). 
 
I 
this unanounced 10 day review process. This smacks as a sneaky underhanded water
resource grab for corporations. Shame on you. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
 
_____   


 


r 


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








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 10:35:04 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: in response to the water act modernization 
 
April 27, 2010  
 
 
Dear Sir /Ms.   
 
 
Water should be a right, not a commodity.  DROP this principle of "
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (W
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!!  


predictable 
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strongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead of 
r 


spectfully, 


 
 
Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable.  You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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.  I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!    
 
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs.  PEOPLE FIRST!!  Current wat
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'. 'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!!   
 
 
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
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
 
 
I 
this unanounced 10 day review process.  This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations.  Shame on you.   
 
 
Re
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
 
  


 


--
"The primordial fire that sparked millions of galaxies is the same fire that sparks 
the human creative impulse."   







Cindy Spring 
 
"While I dance 


e myself from life. 


I cannot judge, 
I cannot hate, 
I cannot separat
I can only be joyful and whole. 
That is why I dance." 
Hans Bos  
 
 
 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 10:43:13 PM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: OUR COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 
 
 
 
FROM A VERY CONCERNED CITIZEN, I MUST SPEAK! 
 
OUR COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!!  
 
 
I DEMAND that The Water Act Modernization (WAM) drop it's principle to p
a "predictable investment climate across the province"! I am aware that thou
the government would like to think they own BC's water, we currently have 
LAW Riparian Water Rights, which is part of our public trust. 
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COMMON 


DEMAND THAT:  water be recognized as a human right and part of the commons owned 
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EMAND THAT WATERSHEDS BE LEGISLATED AS RESERVES AND DEMAND SOURCE WATER 
 


 


 
I 
collectively by all and held in trust by government to be managed in the public
interest, not corporate interest!    
 
I DEMAND THAT:  FITFIR remains unchanged since it is a self-regulating system for 
over-allocation problems.   PERMITS' ARE NOT ACCEPTABLE!!  
  
How is it right for domestic water use requiringr a "permit" while use for 
well drilling and hydrofracking shale gas or oil wells carry on with no perm
or license at all since they are devolved to other ministeries. None of the WA
discussion papers or reports mention a process for how our water supplies woul
be protected from resource extraction activities.!!! 
I DEMAND THAT: WAM not devolve water protection to various other 
 Ministries Acts (Forestry, Mining, Gas & Oil)!!! 
  
I D
PROTECTION! I DEMAND SURFACE AND GROUND WATER PROTECTION FROM MINING, GAS AND OIL
AND ALL INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES!!  
  
I DEMAND A BROADER PUBLIC IMPUT OF THIS PROCESS INSTEAD OF THIS UNANNOUNCED, 10DAY
REVIEW PROCESS!!! 
  
 
 








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 5:55:23 AM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: We need more time and public input into this issue!! 
 
 
 
Dear Sir or Madame 
 
Water should be a right, not a commodity. DROP this principle of "predictable 
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (WAM). OU
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 
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strongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead of 
r 


spectfully, 


 
Your attempt to “commercialize” water is abominable. You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, “not you
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 pu
trust. I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!  
 
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs. PEOPLE FIRST!! Current w
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'. 'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!! 
 
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
water policies of various government Ministries and work toward this goal. Wa
conservancy starts right at the source, at the watershed. Your review needs 
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). 
 
I 
this unanounced 10 day review process. This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations. Shame on you. 
 
Re
 
 
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
---------------------------- 


 


_____   


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








From: ***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED*** 
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 9:02:27 AM 
To: Living Water Smart ENV:EX 
Subject: Water rights 
 
April 28, 2010 
  
Dear Sir /Ms. 
  
Water should be a right, not a commodity.  DROP this principle of "
investment climate across the province" from Water Act Modernization (W
COMMON WATER RIGHTS ARE NOT FOR SALE!! 


predictable 
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trongly feel that we need a broader public imput of this process instead of 
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pectfully, 


  
Your attempt to commercialize water is abominable.  You make no attempt at 
comprehensive review, passing the buck that it is in another ministry, not yo
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 pu
trust.  I 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 th
public interest, not corporate interest!  
  
As for allocating or dispensing water based on "a higher economic purpose", ther
is no higher purpose for water than domestic needs.  PEOPLE FIRST!!  Current wat
licenses, which are based on 'first in time, first in right' (FITIFR), if th
are allowed to be downgraded to a 'permit', would negate our common law wate
rights, and allow government to determine 'priority of use'.  'PERMITS' ARE NO
ACCEPTABLE!! 
  
If your commitee really wanted to look at water conservancy it would unite t
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 SOURC
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)
  
I s
this unanounced 10 day review process.  This smacks as a sneaky underhanded wate
resource grab for corporations.  Shame on you. 
  
Res
  
***PERSONAL IDENTIFIERS REMOVED***
  _____   


 


t a phone? Get Hotmail  <http://go.microsoft.com/?linkid=9724457> & Messenger 
 
Go
for mobile! 
 





