






 
Sent: June 20, 2016 1:35 PM 
To: Planning <planning@slrd.bc.ca> 
Subject: TUPs #45 and 46 

 

To the planning department, 
  

I urge the SLRD to not issue  TUPs #45 and #46  given that agricultural land (ALR) 
should be used for agriculture and not trashed as a parking lot or by campers.  
  

It reflects poorly on the SLRD that the TUP notices were issued in advance of the 
regional ALC making its decision especially as elected officials have already clearly 
stated in public that they support these TUPs. No wonder voters have little faith in 
politicians when they seem willing to flaunt such important laws as the ALC Act. In 
addition, local politicians have dismissed concerns about potential well 
contamination of other local land owners, which is shocking following the high lead 
in Pemberton's drinking water. 
  

Issuing these TUPs will set very bad precedents. While I have sympathy that the land 
owners now find themselves in a stressful position, they likely knew that a parking 
lot or camping site should not be set up on ALR land. 
  

Best regards, 
  

Louise Taylor 
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Squamish Lillooet Regional District 
Planning Office 
1350 Aster Street 
Pemberton, BC 
 
20 June 2016 
 

Re: Temporary Use Permit #45 
 
Dear SLRD Board 
 
I commend local residents capitalising on the Pemberton Festival, the economic opportunities 
are there to seize and should be seized. This is not a concern about who is making the 
application or where it is, this is a concern about what the application is and the associated 
implications.  
 
As a local resident I’m concerned about the extra 6,000 parking spaces and resulting increase 
of 6,000 cars on the highway. Something we should be avoiding from an environmental 
perspective, but there are other impacts to take into consideration too. 
 
Enabling festival patrons to drive in and out of the site increases the risk of accidents. We can 
all hope optimistically that each car will have a sober designated driver but there is the risk that 
those who drive will be under the influence, hungover, or just plain tired, increases the risk of 
accidents.  
 
Monday morning post-festival last year illustrated the number of vehicles departing the festival 
were too many for the town’s roads to handle. Many residents gave up trying to get to Whistler 
for work/camps/childcare because the traffic delays were so bad. It doesn’t make sense to 
increase the number of cars on the road. 
 
The shuttles of past years were a great idea and reduced the number of cars on the road. 
Instead of encouraging more cars on the highway can we not invest in more shuttles, including 
those with space for camping equipment, from increased destinations in the sea to sky corridor 
and lower mainland to improve safety and traffic flow and lessen the impact on the 
environment? 
 
I appreciate you taking the time to read my concerns and hope you will take them into 
consideration when deciding how to proceed with the application.  
 
Yours sincerely, 
 

 
 
Suki Cheyne 


























