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Paul Hundal is a lawyer, conservationist and environmental activist who 30 years ago founded a 
citizens group called Friends of Cypress in order to stop a golf course proposal from being 
approved that would have eviscerated a near-pristine stand of old-growth forest. The stand 
contains giant redcedars over eight feet wide and is  located on Hollyburn Ridge, West 
Vancouver. After Friends of Cypress successfully campaigned to save the ancient forest 
through a referendum, the area was formally dedicated by referendum to eventually become the 
Old Growth Conservancy.    
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CHAPTER 1 

DISCOVERY 

 

On April 25, 1990 I was attending a regular meeting of Worldwide Home 
Environmentalist Network ("WHEN"), which was an environmental group based on 
changing the world one step at a time through local,  home based action in your own 
community. I was approached after the meeting by Elaine Fonseca, who told me she 
was reading a report that went to Council about a proposed golf course to be built on 
municipal land up near Cypress Bowl on Hollyburn Ridge. The report referred to 
possible public concerns about yellow cedar trees located on the site. No one in our 
group (or generally among local hikers) knew anything about this old growth because it 
was off any hiking trails. This area was immediately below the private works yard for the 
local ski-hill so the public generally missed it. 

I told Elaine I would be happy to check it with her and we went up a few days later and 
walked nervously into the works yard (we don't like to trespass) We then walked straight 
into the municipal forest below the works yard which was covered in snow still. Within  
minutes we came across an old growth tree about seven feet wide. Needless to say we 
were stunned. How could trees this big not be noticed by the hiking community at large 
and how on earth could they take down trees this big for a golf course. 

I called up a friend, Randy Stoltmann, who was an old-growth tree expert who had 
written a book about local old growth. He didn't know about the area but admitted that 
he had been meaning to explore it for some time but hadn't yet. Randy and I went back 
up and explored the area much more thoroughly. In fact, his eagle eye took him straight 
to an old-growth tree that since has been confirmed to be the second biggest tree in the 
whole area (The biggest was only a hundred feet further away). We were shocked to 
find dozens of giant old-growth cedars in what was an almost pristine old growth 
ecosystem. An abandoned ski trail from the 1970's was the only scar through that 
pristine old growth. It would have been an absolute travesty to cut down these 900 year 
old ancient survivors to put in a golf course. There is no question that this was a perfect 
example of late stage old-growth forest containing an exceptional diversity of old growth 
dependent species and large trees.  
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CHAPTER 2 

HOW DID WE GET HERE 

 

At this point, one has to ask the question of how could this project get to the public 
hearing stage without anyone knowing or properly reporting the existence of this rare 
remnant of remaining climax stage old growth with trees over eight feet wide.  

Suggestions of a golf course in this area date back to at least 1921. In the May 11, 1921 
issue of the Vancouver Sun they reported that a survey was done for a road to 
Hollyburn Ridge that "revived" plans for a hotel and municipal golf course on the Ridge. 
In 1980 West Vancouver Council approved an Official Community Plan that generally 
supported a golf course in the area but by no means committed to any specific location 
such as the old growth. On November 9, 1987, Council approved a Call for Proposals to 
Lease a 350 acre site, that included the old-growth forest. It is no secret that the Mayor 
at the time, Don Lanskail, was an avid golfer. It became known later that he was retiring 
at the end of 1990 when his term ran out. This golf course was going to be part of his 
legacy. In the letter to proponents dated November 24, 1987, staff did include the 
following line: 

"...If a particular submission is approved in principle, it is expected that the 
proponent will be offered an opportunity to develop his proposal in greater detail. 
There would follow a public assessment during which Council would consider the 
wider implications of the specific proposal and make a decision whether to lease 
the property for actual development...."  [My underlining] 

The proponents were made aware that a public process had to follow where wider 
issues, such as protection of old growth in the area, would be up for consideration. The 
proponents proceeded on that basis to come up with a specific project. 

That project was initially reviewed by an advisory committee of Council called the 
Hollyburn Ridge Golf Course Advisory Committee. On July 27, 1989, the Hollyburn 
Ridge Golf Course Advisory Committee recommended proceeding with the golf course 
project which included the old growth area. The advisory committee never expressed 
any concerns about the old growth in their recommendations. Comments by the 
developer were that they were intending to use some of the big trees at the side of the 
fairways as a positive feature of the golf course, however, the advisory committee itself 
did not express any comments to Council about fragmenting this pristine old-growth 
forest.  Below is an image of the plan that was subsequently reviewed in the reports and 
eventually went to Council May 14, 1990. 
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The next phase of review after the Hollyburn Ridge Golf Course Advisory Committee 
recommendations were approved (on July 31, 1989), was the commissioning by the 
developers of an environmental and technical report for the site, which was completed 
by Talisman Land Resource Consultants in December 1989. In that report there is a 
reference to there being old growth covering a third of the site but no description of the 
stand significance. In the area surrounding the Conservancy there is predominately 
Hemlock\Balsam old growth of much smaller size. This forest was less desirable 
commercially so much more of it remains. The area of the proposed golf course was 
different, it contained giant redcedars and yellow cedars that are far more significant 
and rare.  

It should be noted that regardless of how bad this proposal was for the old-growth 
forest, the developers themselves were not to blame. They were not directed to save 
the old growth. The municipality simply told them to come up with a golf course plan 
which they did at considerable expense. I said at the time and say again that they were 
victims as well of the process. The developer was only doing what the municipality 
asked and it was the municipality, at that time, that ignored any consideration of 
protecting the near pristine old growth area. 

That is how we ended up with the plan above where fairways are shown going right 

through the old-growth forest to the very tip of the north boundary thereby completely 

fragmenting the whole area of old-growth forest.  
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CHAPTER 3 

REPORTS TO COUNCIL 

 

After the Talisman report was completed, the municipality commissioned Norecol to 
conduct a review of the Talisman report to see if there were any errors, omissions or 
deficiencies that Council may need to consider. This report to Council would be relied 
on for the public hearing stage of this proposal. The report raised technical concerns 
around construction and hydrology but the key omission of the highly significant old 
growth was only lightly touched on. Regarding the forest it stated under omissions:  

"In general, the terrestrial component of the environmental work appeared to be 
complete  for this stage of the planning. However, the forest assessment 
component of the report appears to be commercial, rather than an ecological 
value assessment...The regional context will be particularly important given the 
rapid rate at which yellow cedar is disappearing in British Columbia through 
logging operations and its resultant increased ecological value." 

In hindsight, we know what Norecol is talking about in the last line but they never said 
there is an 85 acre stand of near pristine old growth containing giant red and yellow 
cedars up to 8 feet wide. This is what the public needed to know and was left unsaid. 
Fortunately, Elaine Fonseca picked up on the last line above, which was the only 
reference in the Norecol report, and asked me to check out the "yellow cedars" referred 
to in it.   

The staff report response to the Norecol report dated February 23, 1990, as well as a 
Landscape Technician's report raised a general concern about the "old growth" and 
stated as follows.    

"There is concern about the preservation of old growth stands in the project area 
and the minimization of damage to trees during construction which are to remain 
as part of the course. Possible "blow down" of trees along fairway edges is also a 
problem. The Review notes that detailed site surveys have to be done and tree 
assessments will be required.  Much of this cannot be done until the construction 
phase.  At that time, an experienced forest ecologist or landscape architect 
should be utilized..."  

In other words, staff ignored the concerns about turning the old growth into a golf course 

and instead characterized the issue as being about saving some trees within the golf 

course. No one explained the unusually unique ecological value of this particular stand 

of old growth or the extremely large size of the trees that may justify full preservation. 

Instead the old growth was treated as not affecting the overall project and staff believed 

any concerns about it could be addressed during the construction phase of the golf 

course. This essentially summarizes what staff took to Council and the public in their 

reports when they sought rezoning for a golf course to support a lease to a private golf 

course developer of 350 acres.  



8 
 

CHAPTER 4 

FORMATION OF "FRIENDS OF CYPRESS" 

After discovering that this exceptional area of old-growth forest was being proposed for 
a golf course, the next step was to form a group and Elaine suggested the name 
Friends of Cypress. She warned that someone else was using a similar name that was 
a society run by Katharine Steig. Elaine introduced me to Katharine and we told her we 
were starting a group to fight the golf course using the name Friends of Cypress. 
Apparently, Friends of Cypress Provincial Park was started in January, 1990 by John 
Beltz and Peter Goy. Since Katharine's group, Friends of Cypress Provincial Park, was 
focused on provincial park issues, we could have the name Friends of Cypress to fight 
the golf course. This is how Friends of Cypress started with its original members being 
some of the members of WHEN who were all residents of West Vancouver. They were 
myself, Elaine Fonseca, Jeanette Helmer, Sue Cameron (who was the key organizer of 
FOC) , Lesley Hamilton, Karen Patrick and Marshall Bauman. Randy Stoltmann didn't 
join us but was an expert adviser and produced two newspaper sized flyers to hand out. 
Many people joined us after but this is how it started in the first few weeks. 

Over the summer, many more joined Friends of Cypress. Katharine Steig, who originally 
made separate submissions under her group name, joined our organizing committee by 
August. Don Graham, described later, and famous impressionist artist, Daniel Izzard 
also joined the organizing committee. Friends of Cypress immediately started offering 
walking tours of the old-growth forest every Sunday because taking people to see it for 
themselves was the very best way to convince people of the merits. Our membership 
quickly grew into the hundreds as a result of these tours. 

 

North Shore News, May 18, 1990  
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CHAPTER 5 

THE NEW PLAN TO "SAVE" 22 ACRES 

 
The second public hearing date was on June 11, 1990 and foresters involved in the 
process claimed that they had come up with a plan to "save the old-growth trees" 
however that plan turned out to be not what we thought. What took place was that the 
Hollyburn Ridge Golf Course Committee was brought back and met in camera with a 
forester, Glen Patterson, who was appointed to the Committee. They came up with a 
literally last minute plan that supposedly saved the trees.  
 
There was an initial plan to save to save 20 acres that was approved by the HRGCC on 
May 20th and was publicized but it had a fairway running clearly into the old growth 
area up the west side. That was soundly rejected in discussions with staff and Glen 
Patterson. 
  
The final plan, to save 22 acres moved that fairway as well as another that joined it 
within the BC Hydro right-of-way. That plan was presented for the first time on the day 
of the public hearing so no one had any opportunity to investigate the details of their 
design but they claimed that the 22 acres removal from the golf course plans would 
save 95% of the old-growth trees except for some already dead trees outside of the 22 
acre parcel. Those people looking for a compromise that would save the old-growth 
welcomed it; including myself. What we didn't know is that the boundaries of this plan 
did not actually save the bulk of the old-growth forest. The proposal actually cut into the 
heart of the old-growth forest and would have fragmented it badly. No one knew the 
boundaries of what was protected so it came down to trust and it certainly was a 
learning moment to discover how much of the old-growth forest would actually be lost 
by this so-called compromise. In any event, this last minute removal of the 22 acre 
portion of old growth resulted in Council approving the rezoning for the golf course. 
 
As the spokesperson for Friends of Cypress people were turning to me for the facts and 
when it came right down to it we didn't know what was being actually saved. The first 
plan which was considered by Council in May was marked on the ground with flagging 
and everyone touring the site could see flagging for "Fairway #4" going right through a 
prime grove of old-growth forest. However the new plan that allegedly saved the old-
growth forest was not marked on the ground at all. It took a month for staff to get me a 
detailed map of the protected area and this is after Council had already approved it. 
There was supposed to be a process to assess the site further to better protect the old-
growth but that turned into being just about saving individual trees at the side of the 
fairways during construction instead of saving more old-growth forest.  
 
When I was finally shown a map of the 22 acre site I bought a high quality compass and 
measuring tape used by surveyors. A podiatrist volunteering with Friends of Cypress 
named Kathryn Grimmel and myself found a survey monument on the site to work from, 
and together surveyed out exactly where the boundaries of the 22 acre "saved" area 
was. We were shocked and upset by the results. It was far smaller than expected and 
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the largest tree we had found, that we called the "Calendar tree", was outside the 
protected area along with many other giants. The forester who came up with the plan 
claimed that the giants trees that were outside the protected area were actually dead 
but trees like the Calendar Tree, that were marked as dead were not dead.  
 
We brought in a forest scientist from UBC, Dr Michael Feller, and he confirmed what we 
were saying. In fact, Dr. Feller was so upset that these foresters claimed those trees 
were dead that he brought disciplinary proceedings against the forester responsible. 
Those proceedings never resulted in a final decision, apparently for legal reasons, since 
the whole matter was also the subject of a lawsuit brought after.  
 
Once we knew the actual boundaries, we realized that the so-called 22 acre "save"  was 
not a save at all from our perspective. We instead determined that at the very minimum 
at least 85 acres had to be set aside in order to save the prime area of old-growth 
forest. On June 11th, Council and the public were led to believe that 95% of the old-
growth forest was protected by the golf course proposal but no one had an opportunity 
to study it on the ground. By July we realized for certain that it was simply not the case. 
This was not a compromise as it represented a serious fragmentation of three quarters 
of the near pristine old-growth forest that was left.  
 
The language of the foresters was that they were saving trees but we were seeking to 

protect the forest not just individual trees. Many of the disagreements over facts evolved 

because of this distinction. The 95% of the trees they claimed would be saved must 

have included intentions to save some of the trees at the side of fairways even though it 

destroys the forest. Less than a quarter of the old-growth forest was being saved, not 

95% and even less when you account for losses due to "edge effect". To add insult to 

injury, the protected 22 acres also included an area disturbed by earlier development 

when a ski trail the width of a road was put in.  
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CHAPTER 6 

THE UNDISCLOSED RESTRICTIVE COVENANTS 

 
In spite of lobbying on this point before Council, by August 1990 the District was firm 
that it would not save any more than 22 acres of the 85 acre old growth grove in the 
north part of the proposed golf course. The Council then approved the Process 
Agreement to be signed with the golf course developer which would lease over all but 
the 22 acre plot that would be retained by the District. Our opposition fell on deaf ears 
and the District went ahead with formally surveying out the 22 acres so as to be ready 
to finalize a lease as soon as possible. By August all seemed lost for the bulk of the old 
growth in that northern grove as well as the integrity of this pristine site. Carolanne 
Reynolds had previously made one bold attempt to make a motion to hold a referendum 
on the issue but she couldn't even get a seconder for the motion so it didn't reach the 
level of discussion or make it into the Minutes. 
  
Faced with pending defeat, I went on to what amounted to be a fishing expedition over 
the land titles.  I did a land title search on all the affected lands just in case something 
came up. It was a long shot and involved some effort and expense to search the land 
title history of the proposed golf course area. The area was a composite of many 
different lots with different titles and each one had to be searched individually. However 
when I did the search I discovered something startling. Two of the key blocks of land in 
the golf course proposal (DL 1124 and DL 1125) contained a "recreational purposes 
covenant" so it could only be used for recreational purposes. This turned out to be 
extremely important because a provision of the Municipal Act states that land held by 
the District for recreational purposes could not be leased out for more than 5 years 
WITHOUT FIRST HAVING A REFERENDUM. I had known about that section, but the 
District prior to this said it was never park land so those provisions do not apply.  
 
When I discovered this covenant I could not understand why the District was refusing to 
hold a referendum when this land clearly was recreational land subject to the provisions 
requiring a referendum. As a lawyer it occurred to me that the only way they could 
legally get around this is to remove the covenant off the land and that could only be 
done by way of a provincial Order-in-Council. I thought to myself, what if that is what 
they are doing? So I called the Order-In-Council's office in Victoria and asked them 
whether there was an outstanding application for an Order-in-Council to remove a 
recreation purposes covenant off District Lot 1124 and DL 1125. The woman I was 
speaking to went to check and came back and said "Yes". She confirmed that the 
application was being made by the District of West Vancouver and is being considered 
for approval now. It had to be signed by two Ministers which usually includes the 
Premier in order to be approved.  
 
The range of emotions I felt when hearing this was immense. There was joy in that we 
now had a chance to force a referendum if we could persuade the Premier to not 
approve this OIC, and second I felt anger that the District would have the audacity to 
secretly apply to take away our right to have a referendum in this case. The law 
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required a referendum and professional public servants should have owned up to that 
publicly. If they wanted to apply to the Premier to take that right away they should have 
been open and public about it. Instead they chose to try to surreptitiously take these 
rights away by pulling a fast one over the Premier himself. I say this because the 
Premier at the time was Premier William Vander Zalm who prided himself on his support 
of local democracy and referendums. It was against his character to knowingly pass an 
OIC to take away a local community's right to vote on this issue. He advocated for more 
referendums not less.  
 
Knowing that, Friends of Cypress immediately started a letter-writing campaign to have 
people write letters to the Premier asking him not to sign the OIC being applied for by 
the District because it would effectively take away our right to a referendum. . I asked 
various Councilors at that time whether they knew about this application to remove the 
covenant. They all said 'no'. Apparently only the Mayor and senior staff knew. However 
once we exposed it publicly the Mayor responded by bringing a Motion before the 
September 10th Council meeting to formally apply to remove the recreational purposes 
covenant. 
 
In the meantime, our campaign to stop the Premier from removing the covenant 
continued. People wrote letters to the Premier and I have no doubt that this led within a 
month to the District changing their mind and deciding to hold a referendum at the 
Council meeting of Oct. 2, 1990. By that time this issue had built up a lot of support. The 
Council chamber on October 2nd was filled beyond capacity, some believe the largest 
public showing in ever in West Vancouver. Bryan Adams was rumored to be in the 
audience. His mother was a strong supporter of our cause. The Mayor initially said the 
issue of a referendum would not be discussed and suggested everyone leave. No one 
did and after a break Council agreed to come back on October 9th to consider a motion 
for a referendum which was then moved, seconded and approved.  Carolanne Reynolds 
was denied the opportunity to move the motion even though she valiantly argued for a 
referendum for months before that. The Mayor insisted that another Councillor who 
wasn't running for re-election, make the motion.    
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CHAPTER 7 

THE REFERENDUM 

 
This decision to finally hold a referendum put the battle to save the old growth into its 
next phase. The fight now was to win the referendum. We had successfully forced 
Council to hold a referendum, now we had to win it. At this point it must be noted that 
Friends of Cypress itself had evolved. Many new people had joined over the summer 
such as an eloquent speaker and advocate, Don Graham who became part of the core 
organizers to represent Friends of Cypress. Katharine Steig, who initially made her 
submissions on behalf of Friends of Cypress Provincial Park, joined our organizing 
committee as well. We also had a famous painter named Daniel Izzard and well-known 
ethno-botanist named Wade Davis, who was also an exceptionally eloquent speaker.  
 
However this larger group also developed a split in their views. Don Graham led the 
argument against supporting any golf course. He believed golf courses were "enclaves 
of the rich". These are his words and he wasn't shy about saying it. Katharine and Don 
wanted the group to oppose any golf course. I took a different stand and had the 
support of Daniel Izzard, Wade Davis and some of the other organizers. My concern 
was that if this becomes a fight over the appropriateness of golf courses in general, we 
may lose a lot of critical votes in West Van by golfers who don't support the attacks 
against golfing. The vote then would be about golf courses not the old growth. I took the 
position that we were not opposed to a golf course, but we are opposed to golf courses 
that take out old-growth forest. This division in thinking led to an unofficial split in the 
group. However three weeks later when the final referendum question was presented to 
the public, it ended up bringing Friends of Cypress back into a consensus. The question 
for the voters ended up being a complex three way vote by introducing the 18 hole golf 
course option, even though Council and the developers said it was not a practical 
option.  
 
When we studied the question we realized that if some people support the 18 hole 
course we would end up without any clear majority and staff could take the position that 
the majority of the public support a golf course even though a majority may oppose the 
initial project. Since Council were already being told by staff that an 18 hole golf course 
would not be supported by the proponent, it wasn't going to happen anyway. The 
outcome would be that it would water down the opposition vote to enable Council to say 
that they have public support to proceed with a golf course. This complex three part 
referendum question led us to conclude we had to advocate a No-No-No vote (which 
included 'no' to the 18-hole compromise) so that there was a clear rejection of the 
proposal. This complex question brought us back into a united front. 
 
To assist in fighting the referendum both Don Graham and I agreed to run for Council as 
a way to carry our message to vote no-no-no to every all-candidates meeting and 
through the press attention we would get as candidates. I wanted to present the 
message that we are not against golf courses generally and pointed out two other 
alternative sites for golf courses being considered for the North Shore as viable 
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alternatives, a proposal at Northlands (which was eventually built) and Furry Creek 
(which was also subsequently built). Don Graham promised not to attack golf courses 
as enclaves of the rich and brought incredible humour and entertainment to the 
campaign. He was truly an engaging speaker and storyteller who likely won votes on his 
charisma alone. 
 
In the end, on November 17, 1990,  the 'no' vote won a convincing majority of 57%. The 
fears of a three way split did not muddy the waters. An absolute majority voted 'no' to 
any golf course. By doing that the old-growth forest was saved.  
 
We will never know if alerting the Premier worked but the OIC was never signed, the 
recreational purposes covenant remains on the land, and the referendum was held that 
rejected the golf course proposal. All 85 acres we were fighting for as well as the 
adjacent lands containing some remnant stands of old growth were later formally 
dedicated by referendum as the Old Growth Conservancy. 
 
The Mayor also revealed another unknown fact at the first Council meeting after the 
Referendum. He said that they had a private poll conducted in August that concluded 
West Vancouver residents would support the golf course. He gave credit for the first and 
only time to Friends of Cypress for an effective campaign that reversed that outcome.  
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CHAPTER 8 

THE OLD GROWTH CONSERVANCY 
 
After many years of battles with municipal and regional staff over public interest issues, 
I have learned through experience that no matter how contentious staff fought for an 
issue, once the politicians have firmly chosen the opposite direction, staff will work 
diligently to carry out their new instructions. In both the battle to save Lynn Canyon Park 
and the hidden Hollyburn giants, once the political direction was reversed, staff did an 
excellent job at carrying out the new instructions. Most often after a contentious battle, 
trust is lost, but here once the referendum came down against the golf course, that was 
the end of it.  
 
The new Mayor and Council elected at the end of 1990 struck a new citizens advisory 
committee called the Municipal Mountain Lands Committee to which I was appointed. 
That Committee undertook a study of the area with staff, reviewed the options and 
made recommendations. The Oikos Report was completed on October 31, 1991 which 
included an ecological inventory of the area. Based on that, staff persuaded the 
Committee to recommend dedicating an area of 133 acres as a "municipal forest 
preserve and nature park". Those recommendations protected not just the near-pristine 
old growth of 85 acres but to also added an area of fragmented old growth extending 
down the eastern edge of the "triangle" to an existing parking lot that could be used as 
access where permitted.  
 
The Committee furthermore recommended that the area be dedicated by referendum as 
a nature park and old-growth preserve. Council accepted these recommendations and 
the question was posed to the electorate as follows: 
 

Are you in favour of Bylaw No. 3840, 1993 which would dedicate 133.6 acres of 
forested lands owned by the District of West Vancouver (located west of Cypress 
Bowl Road at the 2300 foot elevation) as park for the purposes of old growth 
preservation? 
 

The referendum question went to the public to vote on November 20, 1993. The results 
of the election were:   
    YES   86.54% 
    NO  13.46% 
 
The Bylaw put together by staff and supported by Council received electoral assent and 
the old-growth forest containing the hidden Hollyburn giants was now dedicated as park 
for purposes of old growth preservation. The Old Growth Conservancy was born though 
it initially had a different name as the Old Growth Park. 
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CHAPTER 9 

"STRATEGY FOR PROTECTION" 
 

Though the Old Growth Park was protected from development, more than a decade 
later concerns for its protection were raised by increasing recreational pressures in the 
area, particularly from mountain biking. The sport was growing in popularity and West 
Vancouver had no trails that officially allowed mountain bikes. The Old Growth Park and 
the area south of it had several informal mountain bike trails, many of which predated 
the referendum. Indeed, many bikers voted against the golf course to protect the trails. 

 

 

 

In 2004 The District initiated a feasibility study for a network of mountain bike trails 
immediately downhill of the Old Growth Park. While the study recognized the need to 
keep bikes out of the Old Growth Park, local conservationists were still concerned, 
prompting the District to commission a report to guide the long term protection of the old 
growth. The resulting 2006 Strategy for Protection was well received and made a 
number of recommendations to guide management of the area. The recommendations 
included: 

 Renaming the park the Old Growth Conservancy 
 No surface level access into the Conservancy 
 Relocate existing mountain bike trails outside the Conservancy 
 Formation of a society of stakeholders to partner with the District in the 

stewardship of the area 
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In 2007 the Old Growth Conservancy Society was formed with a board of directors 
consisting of both of conservationists and mountain bikers. The society constitution had 
two main purposes: 

1. To protect the ecological integrity of the Conservancy in perpetuity 
2. To ensure that the natural values of the Conservancy are respected and 

appreciated by the community 

Paraphrasing, the first purpose is “Keep people out” and the second is “Bring people in”. 
This created a balancing act that keeps the Society from leaning too far in either 
direction.  

The first task for the Society was to relocate the Blind Skier mountain bike trail which 
passed through the eastern corner of the Conservancy, an area that had already been 
impacted by selective logging. Initially it was thought that the trailhead would simply shift 
to the south-east corner of Parking Lot #5. Indeed, some mountain bikers were looking 
forward to jumping down the steep slope from the lot. Unfortunately this would take the 
trail through low-lying wet areas that were no less sensitive than the Conservancy. 
Directors also considered rerouting it to a nearby skid road within the Conservancy, but 
it, too, had drainage problems and a site visit in the spring found over two metres of 
snow on the skid road while the existing trail had less than a metre with the forest floor 
showing in spots. 

After much deliberation, the consensus of the directors was that the trail was already in 
the most favourable location and the best plan was to upgrade it into a multi-use trail 
that could also be used to show people some of the old-growth trees in the 
Conservancy. The directors received approval from Council for the variation from the 
Strategy for Protection in 2007 and for three summers volunteers from the mountain 
bike community worked on the trail. In 2010 the work was complete and the trail was 
renamed the Conservancy Crossing. By providing the opportunity to work together, the 
society successfully bridged the gap between conservation and recreation 
communities.  

To enhance public awareness of the Conservancy, the Society conducted snowshoe 
tours, a practise that would not impact the forest floor. After 3 winters with insufficient 
snow for snowshoe tours, in 2015 the Society started giving guided tours of the 
Conservancy in the late summer when the forest floor was dry and could better 
withstand foot traffic. The summer tours provide a rare opportunity to go into the apex of 
the Conservancy and see the prime old growth that inspired the fight to save the old 
growth. These tours have become quite popular and are usually fully booked. Recently 
the Society expanded its purposes to include old growth in all of West Vancouver and 
now also conducts guided tours of old-growth areas outside the Conservancy. 

 

 

 



18 
 

 

To this day, the Old Growth Conservancy Society continues to monitor for intrusions 
into the Conservancy that would harm the old growth. It continues to work with the 
District to manage recreational pressures on the area. As part of its guided tours, it 
continues to keep alive the story of the referendum and the battle to save the old growth 
as well as showing the public these amazing trees. 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

Public Tour participants at the first big tree when walking into the apex 

area of the Conservancy where the densest stand of big trees are located. 
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Friends of Cypress enjoyed great support from the arts, musical and academic community. We 

organised a large Town Hall meeting four days before the Referendum was held where we 

brought in experts, an artist and the spiritually inspiring music of Anne Mortifee as our last big 

plea to the public to save the old growth by voting No-No-No to the three referedum questions. 
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MANY THANKS 
 

This story of the battle to save the hidden Hollyburn giants is 
dedicated to the hundreds of students and volunteers as well as 
the thousands of West Vancouver voters who ultimately saved 
these ancient natural wonders. The Mayor and Council were 
determined to approve this golf course. A technicality forced them 
to have a referendum so that the residents of West Vancouver 
could decide and they made the decision to save it.  
 
Throughout the campaign the pro-golf course advocates and the 
Mayor and Councillors constantly suggested that the opponents 
were a bunch of outsiders coming in to West Vancouver to tell 
them what to do. I admit as a visible minority I may have looked 
the part. The truth is virtually everyone involved in the fight to 
save it, except some of the experts called in for information, were 
from West Vancouver. This was a local fight fought by local 
people, from the students at every grade to the podiatrist who 
helped me survey the true boundaries of the golf course. 
 
When the true test came at the ballot box we found out what the 
silent majority really thought and that is why we now have the Old 
Growth Conservancy.  
 

 


