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Peachland Watershed Protection Alliance (PWPA) 
 

Written submission to BC Flood Strategy Summary & Intentions papers, Jan 2023.  

Our most recent Peachland Watershed Protection Alliance AGM was attended by our mayor, 4 
councillors, and representatives of the municipal Healthy Watershed Committee, and Climate 
Change Task Force. 

We shared our concern that although our biggest priorities 
for water security in our watershed are water quality and 
ecosystem services, the provincial government prioritises 
corporate extraction of timber, through their "without 
unduly reducing the supply of timber" clause, which renders 
all their ecological protection legislation useless. 

In his address, the mayor endorsed our stewardship goals, 
and lamented our lack of "say and jurisdiction" in our own 
watershed, where citizens bear the consequences of bad 
provincial policies, but have no agency in them. 

This "BC Flood Strategy" gives us no opportunity to dialogue with politicians or bureaucrats deciding 
our fate, only to drop our written submissions into the same bottomless well as the  Watershed 
Strategy, which forgot to include a Flood Strategy. 

We don't need another flawed "public relations study", because we know that the primary driver of 
our extreme floods is the extreme land degradation caused by a century of industrial clearcutting.  

Look at this photograph of the watersheds adjacent to Peachland, where we've had "150-200 year" 
floods, in four of the last six year!  The scale and acceleration of clearcutting BC government policies 
have inflicted on our watersheds can only be described as a dereliction of their duty of care.  

The suggestion that BC's forestry practises are "sustainable" is untrue. Clearcutting is not 
sustainable, it is asset stripping. 
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After a 60 year re-cut cycle, only 30% of the marketable timber grows back, and those skinny, knotty 
trees are only worth 30% the value of old growth trees. 

Because the cash value of plantations per hectare is only 10% of primary forest, and the highly 
productive old growth forests are 97% gone, the big corporations have slashed labour costs with feller 
bunchers and high-tech sawmills, killing 40,000 jobs in twenty years, while the Provincial Forester 
has tripled the Annual Allowable Cut (AAC) from 70,000 hectares to 250,000. 

We are now clearcutting the area of Vancouver Island every 22 years! 

Corporate asset stripping causes severe land degradation, and we are paying the price with extreme 
fires and floods. The UN's IPCC and IPBES define "land degradation" as reduction of the economic 
and ecological capacity of land. Clearcutting permanently degrades land by reducing the net biomass 
by at least 70%, when averaged over the cut cycle.  

We truck about 1/2 the biomass away, and the rest is lost when we burn slash piles, and the sun 
incinerates the exposed moss and soil.  Barely a third ever "grows back", and it takes decades to begin 
to recover. We don't have those decades any more. 

The loss of biomass results in a proportional loss of the ecosystem services that biomass used to 
provide, primarily 70% of the sequestration of atmospheric CO2, 80% of the biodiversity, and more 
than half the moisture retention. 

Loss of Moisture Retention is the Cause our Floods. 

Our forests used to be a huge provincial sponge of trees, moss, 
lichen, and soil, absorbing water and keeping our aquifers fully 
charged. Dr Younes Alila has proven that removing even 11% of the 
biomass and forest canopy in a watershed doubles the incidence of 
flooding, and increases the severity. 

By permanently removing or destroying billions of tonnesi of 
biomass, over 2/3 of our commercial forest inventory's "sponge", 
clearcutting caused the floods in Abbotsford and Merritt. 

In the Great Storm of 2007, more rain fell around Merritt than 
before the 2021 flood, yet there was no flooding. Mature forests 
with rich deep soils can handle these rainfalls. Dried out clearcuts, 
and plantations growing in dust, can not. 20 years of hyper-
accelerated clearcutting pushed the watersheds upstream from 
Merritt beyond their tipping points. 

Clearcutting's extreme desiccation of the landscape also fuels extreme forest fires, many of which 
now start and accelerate in clearcuts. BC does not need another Flood Study, we need to appoint a 
forest ecologist like Dr Suzanne Simard to be Minister of Forests, and start listening to the deep 
wisdom of our Indigenous people, like Grand Chief Phillip: 

“What governments and corporations need to do is to view old growth forests not as 
commercialized products to be harvested and sold, but as the bedrock foundations of a healthy, 

biodiverse environment that First Nations have been stewards over since time immemorial.”  

The only way to protect ourselves from floods is to protect our watersheds, and we can not begin to 
meaningfully protect our watersheds without banning clearcutting. 

Banning lead in gasoline brought  trillions of dollars of benefits to humanity. Banning clearcutting 
will bring back our mature forests, our public safety, and our jobs. 



 

Peachland Watershed Protection Alliance submission to BC Flood Plan Summary & Intentions paper   Jan 2023 3 

Best Practices in Global Forestry that Prevent Floods 

Banning clearcutting does not mean stopping using wood, it initiates a paradigm switch from 
prioritising maximum short term corporate profit to developing a reciprocal, protective relationship 
with our forests. The alternative to clearcutting is practised all over the world, and is called "Net Zero 
Forestry", because it results in zero net loss of biomass, measured annually in local watersheds. 

Net Zero Forestry measures the total biomass annually in each watershed, and only cuts less than 
the annual growth in that watershed. Only single trees are removed. The canopy is preserved, and 
only gently opened to let more light in, and promote growth. 

In the 1930s, BC's chief forester Ernest C. Manning warned us that:  “Our forest resources are our 
real central bank...we are turning capital into revenue...we are creating barren lands.” 

In 1940, Merv Wilkinson started practicing Net Zero Forestry in Ladysmith BC. He harvested over a 
million board feet of premium lumber since, yet his land has the same amount of lumber available 
as when he started. He dedicated his life to proving: "You don't have to kill the world to have timber". 

This photo below is of a working forest in Wisconsin, where the Menominee Tribe have been 
practicing Net Zero Forestry since 1890, harvesting billions of board feet, yet their river never floods.  

This is what BC forests could look like. 

The Menominee do not sell raw logs. They retain ownership of the wood until it is ready to be 
wholesaled or retailed, feeding local "value added" businesses, creating local jobs, and retaining 
maximum income for their First Nation. 

Our government gives our wood away to corporations for around five cents a board foot. The 
Menominee sell their wood to customers for closer to five dollars a board foot. 

We could generate billions of dollars of annual provincial income more from our forests by retaining 
ownership of the wood further down the supply chain, just like we do with the hydro power we 
generate from our other ecological public trust, the rivers. 
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In this chart, adapted from Evergreen Alliance data, the light 
green areas are the total marketable timber per hectare from 
clearcutting, whereas the dark green is the 70% more volume 
we would  get from Net Zero Forestry. 

Banning clearcutting would set us on a path to regaining 
almost all the biomass and ecosystem services lost since 
colonisation, by bringing our productive, mature forests back, 
and with them, all the jobs and provincial income we have lost. 

It would only take 100 years of careful Net Zero Forestry to 
build our forests back up to 75% of pre-contact levels. Perhaps 
another 100 years to exceed 90%. 

Net Zero Forestry, or "Active Conservation", is an option currently being  presented to the North 
Cowichan Community Forest. We need the province to get behind this local "proof of concept". Our 
community forests are the ideal place to begin this transition. 

To protect us from flooding, BC needs to rescind the Tenure legislation, delete all the "unduly" 
clauses, restart the Forest Service under the Environment Ministry, and start transferring the AAC 
from big corporations to Community Forests in partnership with First Nations. 

Banning clearcutting would also protect 25 million hectares of BC forests from degradation, to help 
us meet the criteria for protection of 30% of our land surface area. 30% is just another unfulfilled 
promise, unless we pass legislation to achieve it. Banning clearcutting would achieve it, at the stroke 
of a pen. 

We could use the extra billion dollars of annual provincial income generated by Net Zero Forestry to 
put our people back to work in the woods, healing the carnage from clearcutting, while harvesting 
ever more valuable wood for value added enterprise. 

So far, the BC Flood Strategy looks like a template for the BC government to wait passively until 
disasters happen, and then use billions of dollars of hard earned tax payer money to clean up the 
devastating effects of corporate resource extraction enabled by lax government policy. Borrowing 9 
billion dollars to rebuild Merritt until it floods again is going to bankrupt us. To truly protect our 
citizens, we need to stop focusing on downstream mitigation, and start preventing flooding at source. 

 
i How much total biomass have we lost to 
clearcutting? Our annual cut of 50 cubic metres of 
marketable timber is approximately 25 million 
tonnes of biomass. Double this, because 
marketable timber is only ½ the total above 
ground biomass, and all the ancillary above ground 
biomass, moss, lichen etc., dies on clearcutting. A 
further 30% of total site biomass is below ground 
as roots, mycorrhizal networks and humus, 90% of 
which dies forever on clearcutting by 1-3 years. 
Conservatively therefor, 50 million tonnes of 
biomass lost permanently every year since 1920 is 
5 billion tonnes. More if you go back to the 1820s, 
or 1860s, which saw a major acceleration of 
logging. Add to this 100% deforestation of cities, 
roads, farm and rangeland. Another way to look at 
this, is that our provincial inventory is currently 25 
million hectares, and has lost 70% of its total 
biomass permanently. Why are citizens having to 
do these calculations? We need a Provincial 
Ecologist to calculate these numbers. 


