
EAST PORPOISE BAY COMMUNITY ASS0CIATION
6375 Marmot Road, Sechelt, B.C.  V0N 3A4

Minutes of the Director’s Meeting held on June 13, 2017
at the home of Bill MacKinnon

In Attendance:  Peter Wooding, Michael Hoole, Lorraine Gallant, Mel Bollivar, Michael
Siddall, Bill MacKinnon, Geoff White, Isla Miles and Greg Deacon.

Absent: Adam Shepherd

Call to Order:  Mike Hoole called the meeting to order at 1:35 pm.

Approval of Agenda:  Approval of the agenda was moved by Lorraine, seconded by
Michael.  Carried.

Approval of Minutes of April 18 and May 26, 2017:  It was moved by Bill and
seconded by Lorraine that the minutes of the April 18 and May 26, 2017 meetings be
approved as circulated. Carried.

Finance Report: We have $975.34 in the bank with $31.30 in petty cash.

Membership Report:  At  the time of  the meeting 97 new and returning members had
signed up but more renewals are coming all the time.

SCAF Report:   Below is the summary from the various neighbourhood associations for
the May 16 meeting of SCAF:

a) Davis Bay et al – (John Denham by email) – i) Judy Wilbee was chosen as our
Citizen of the Year 2016 at the general meeting last Wednesday

b) East Porpoise Bay – (Geoff White by email) – i) A number of our Directors attended a
tour of Salish Soils with Aaron Joe as an update on the operations of the facility. He
continues to try to improve the various components of the business including minimizing
or eliminating offensive odours. The contract with DoS for handling local biosolids
processing has been extended for 6 months until a new, longer term agreement can be
finalized with the SIB for use of land by the Dusty road dump. All in all Aaron is
optimistic and working in a progressive way to operate a viable business venture ii)
There has been some dialogue with Doug Smith regarding air quality and silica content
around Sechelt iii) We have had discussions with the RCMP about speeding vehicles
along Sechelt Inlet Rd. and the possibility of adding further speed limit signage iv) Our
May meeting has been cancelled and next meeting will be in June

c) Sandy Hook – (Susan Soux) – i) Quick meeting recently to discuss the AGM ii)
AGM is June 22nd with Candace Campo as the guest speaker. Having some
difficulty finding a venue. A major topic of discussion will be the community centre



and striking a committee to further pursue iii) Newsletter coming soon iv) Yard
sale – 8 July 2017 v) Summer picnic - 13 August 2017 vi) Continue to have
problems with speeding vehicles in the area

d) Tuwanek – (Linda Williams by email) – i) We are bracing for the short term rental
season. Tuwanek residents wonder how many there can be and still call it a residential
neighbourhood. The effect of these ubiquitous commercial enterprises has been that
year round residents are beginning to feel like second class citizens in Tuwanek. We
reside all year through the seasons waiting for spring and summer to enjoy our homes
and surroundings, only to be completely crowded off our little beach accesses when
those seasons do arrive. We end up longing for fall again ii) We are preparing our TRA's
annual mail out to all property owners. We will be 2 doing our annual membership drive
as Tuwanek's long-term part time residents return. iii) The new website material is being
readied iv) We are curious about the DOS sustainability process and are interested in
finding out how Sechelt intends to proceed v) Our next Director's Meeting is May 27th

e) Village – (Doug Smith) i) There are now enough members to form an executive ii)
Next step is a membership drive. At the mall and meeting with strata corporation
members iii) Current issues are the RTC development and expansion of the Boulevard
walkway

f) West Sechelt – (Martyn Wilson) – i) Burtnik Park improvements will be done this year
ii) Two developments have to go back to public hearing – Westbrooke & Clayton’s iii) An
RFP has been issued for the Wakefield sewer expansion. This is receiving mixed
reception by residents who feel that their septic is working fine and don’t want the
expense of hook-up iv) Association wants to have a dialogue with DoS staff regarding
how projects are prioritized. Also about actually getting some projects completed v) Will
continue to follow the whole sewer levy / reserves / parcel tax issue with the DoS. It
would appear that there are significant inequities with the latest decision

Correspondence:

a) We received this email from Mayor Bruce Milne in response to questions
raised by Val Morris (Secretary for SCAF).  Val asked Mayor Milne for his
opinion about the role of Council liaisons with Community/Neighbourhood
Associations.  Here it is:

Val,
Thanks for asking about the role of Council liaisons with
Community/Neighbourhood Associations. While there are not fixed terms of
reference for these appointments, my expectations in making the
appointments and setting up the six month rotation of Councillors had 3
purposes.
First, from Council’s perspective it is important that every Councillor have a
good understanding of the various neighbourhoods within the District. I hope
that by meeting those active at the community level Councillors will have a
‘grass roots’ sense of each area and will meet one or two people that provide



a good contact for them over the course of our work.  The reverse is also one
of the goals.  I hope that those active in each area will get to know individual
Councillors a little better and connect with one or two of us well enough to
feel comfortable contacting them directly about issues.
Second, we hope that by formalizing the relationship between Community
Associations and Council there will be a channel of communication ready at
hand. Rather than sending e-mails to info@sechelt.ca and wondering what
may happen, Community Associations can raise issues directly with a Liaison
Council member and have a contact for follow-up. In practice, that means
that when area issues are emerging at the Council table, we will expect the
current Liaison appointment to be able to speak to those issues with some
familiarity and some clarity. To the question, “What’s going on?” Council, as a
whole, will expect that one of the members will actually have an informed
answer. Again, the reverse is also expected. If Community Associations ask
the same question, their Liaison Councillor should be able to answer. I
wanted all Councillors to get some experience speaking on behalf of Council
and the District of Sechelt. We are all involved in every decision that is made,
we should all be able to explain what Council is up to and why Council is
taking the direction it is.  After all, with 1 or 2 or 3 or maybe even 4
Councillors thinking about being the next Mayor, they need to be able to get
experience speaking with the collective voice – in support of, and with
appropriate explanation for, every decision they made as a Council.  When
‘next’ happens is, of course, still an open question – 2018 or 2022.
Knowing the issues in a neighbourhood and being able to speak to them from
the neighbourhood’s perspective does not mean that Councillors are
expected to be advocates for a neighbourhood during the term of their liaison
appointment. It is quite the contrary, in fact, from my perspective.  I do not
subscribe to the Tammany Hall brand of politics where local politicians and
fixers ‘deliver’ goods and services to ‘their’ constituents.  Bringing an issue
forward means helping Council understand it so the best collective decision
in the interests of Sechelt can be made.  Pushing the agenda to favour some
over others will almost certainly get some strong pushback from most
members of this Council.  A good example that worked well in the budget
discussions was Councillor Inkster’s support for the West Sechelt requests
for sidewalks and pathways around the school.  He visited the sites, took
pictures and knew the arguments and rationale behind the requests. He
presented all of that during the budget discussions and argued fairly strongly
on behalf of the expenditures. However, other Councillors did not think he
was playing politics or ‘promising’ anything to West Sechelt. In the end, the
fiscally conservative tendencies shared by Council carried the day and the
West Sechelt and Sandy Hook projects were put on hold. I do not want to
provide the reverse, negative example, but there have been some issues
over the past two years were political advocacy by a councillor was seen as
simply ‘playing politics’. Unfortunately, in those situations the initiatives may
not have received a fair hearing as the presentation and advocacy was at
odds with the working values of Council – thus, some councillors pushed



back against the process and the advocate councillor rather than the issue.
When I can, I try to disentangle the personal politics and rescue the issue,
but I am not always able to pull that off.  In short, Councillors do not owe their
votes to the neighbourhood association and no association should imagine
that they can direct a council member how to vote; however, both sides
should expect issues to be understood and fairly articulated by councillors on
behalf of those they ‘represent’ as liaisons.
Finally, getting Councillors out into the community is, in itself, a good thing for
democracy.  We need to ensure that local government is accessible and
inclusive and that people understand how it works. Being involved at the
neighbourhood level helps that whole process.  There was a time that I recall
when Council was much more active and engaged with the Sechelt
community.  This time around I notice developments that have put more
direct community engagement in the hands of staff and pushes Councillors
into more formal processes.  There has been a ‘professionalization’ of both
staff within the organization and councillors within the political system.  This
leads to some inevitable (and in my view negative) social and political
realities. However, that will need to be a topic for another e-mail.
Hope this helps in the discussion of the role of Councillors appointed as
liaisons to specific neighbourhoods.  Of course, when the Forum is ready, we
would really like to know what their views are, how they have experienced
the liaison role and what they may want out of the council appointees.
Take care,
Bruce

b) We received the following email from Douglas Smith of the Concerned
Citizens of Sechelt which was sent to one of our members, Louis Legal and
copied to me:

Greetings Louis,
Thanks for this information. If we had a constant air monitoring station installed in
Sechelt it would provide relevant data on a continuous basis. Collecting data is
imperative for results.

Our concern is two-fold. First, the amount of dust generated by LeHigh has increased
three-fold in the past year. They also plan to expand the production of sand extraction
by 50%.

Secondly, we are concerned about the amount of silica in their dust. We approached
them for an entire year asking for a sand and gravel content. They refused to provide it.
Regardless of the levels of silica, it and dust are still unhealthy elements. California and
many other States eliminated gravel pits in urban areas because of Health implications
for their citizens.

Our government and its Ministries responsible for ensuring the health of its citizens



seems to be only interested in Corporations profit margins. The BC government is still
living in the dark ages.

Darren Molder, Coastal Health Environmental Officer, believes that if your group and
ours were to approach the MoE together, we stand a good chance of getting one
installed.

If we could receive support from your group, it would be most beneficial.

Douglas Smith, for
Concerned Citizens of Sechelt

c) As increased dust levels have not been reflected in the readings we have
been taking at the air quality monitoring station on the top of Trail bay Mall
Greg wrote to the Minsitry of Environment (Graham Veale) to get some
feedback.  This is Graham's response:

Hi Greg:
I don't know if the Concerned Citizens of Sechelt claim of a 3-fold increase is
based on any form of measured results or simply an anecdotal observation or
feeling.  However, the PM monitoring results we have to date (end of February
2017) from the Trail Bay Mall station don't show any such increase and remain
similar to those measured in previous years.

     I have heard of silica content being raised as an issue in dust complaints at
other aggregate extraction operations but nothing regarding demonstrated health
impacts from breathing it in ambient air. I generally think of silica impacts (e.g. silicosis)
being restricted to work place environments especially closed environments such as
underground mining where exposure to very high concentrations might be expected.  I
believe WorkSafe BC has limits for silica in work place air quality.  In conducting
ambient particulate monitoring, you’re correct in stating that the focus is  on particulate
size, especially the fractions less than 2.5 microns (i.e PM2.5), as health researchers
indicate that this is the size fraction of greatest health concern. We don’t usually attempt
to analyse for the components of the particulate, although this is possible with filter
samples and using an appropriate laboratory. BC does not have any threshold criteria
(e.g. air quality objectives) for silica so if interpretation of health impacts was required
we would look to health experts to provide that information. It’s worth noting that fugitive
dust generated by aggregate operations would tend to produce particulate in the larger
size fractions (i.e. PM10 or greater), rather than PM2.5 which tends to be associated
with combustion sources.
Hope this helps
Graham

d) Greg contacted a diver in Tillicum Bay, Neil McDaniel, about possibly making
a video of the sea bottom near where the majority of the derleict boats are
anchored.  Neil is concerned about turbidity at this time of year.  Neil later
confirmed he would make a video for his expenses which he estimates to be
$250.



e) Isla Miles and Greg attended the Public Works meeting on April 25 where
John Devison, the manager of Public Works, reported on a funding
application made to DFO which might start to help with the removal of some
of the derelict boats. He wasn't sure how far the money would go but hoped it
might deal with as many as 5 of the boats and that there would be more
money made available in future years.  I followed up in an email by thanking
him for his efforts.  John told me that he had reported on 19 derelict boats.  I
sent him the file that I had compiled that has 37 boats on it.

f) Mike Hoole reported on a conversation he had with the RCMP regarding our
concerns about speeding on Sechelt Inlet Rd.:

I finally was successful in speaking on the phone with Cst. Jantzen at the RCMP
detachment this morning. I was told to speak with him when I called 2 weeks ago to try
to arrange a meeting with the CO of the detachment.

He advised me that they have 2 officers patrolling Sechelt Inlet Rd almost daily and that
it is a area where they catch a lot of people speeding. I explained our concern about
speed, particularly on the wide section in front of Edgewater up to Dusty Rd. And after
the 'S' curve to the end of Porpoise Bay Estates, past the residences after Burnett Rd.
He suggested that they get their "Speed Watch" volunteers to set up monitoring and
collect statistics which would be reported back to him. He said he would send them an
email this morning and get them on it. I also asked him about increased signage on the
road. He advised that we need to talk to the DoS about that.

Greg followed up with emails to John Devison, manager of public works and later our
council liaison, Noel Muller, to ask about speed signage guidelines.  Noel copied our
request to John Devison which elicited a non-committal response from him.

g) Greg contacted Aaron Joe of Salish Soils to discuss new developments for
2017 and the fate of biosolids processing.  A meeting has been arranged for
Wed. April 10

h) We heard from Brian McFadyen, Environmental Health Officer for Vancouver
Coastal Health, that we could start our coliform testing out among the derelict
boats on June 7.  He also said he would start sampling at Edgewater the
same week

i)  SCRD Organic Waste Diversion Strategy Questionnaire sent out to
membership on May 23.

j)  BC Ferries Online Survey sent out to membership on May 29.

Old Business:

1) Inviting members of Council to Directors meetings – The directors decided that the
first guest to invite would be our new Council liaison, Mayor Bruce Milne, followed by
Sechelt Nation representatives.



2)  Dust monitoring – Greg to ask Graham Veale, Ministry of the Environment for an
updated summary of dust monitoring results

3)  Dusty Road septic plant update – Members please report any instances of the gates
being left open especially on weekends or after hours

New Business:

1. Underwater video of derelict boats – Greg to email John Devison about
derelict boats on beach at Marmot.  The Directors agreed to fund this video
themselves which will hopefully take place sometime in September

2. Coliform testing – Testing to take place at Edgewater and out near the derelict
boats between the government dock and the MacKenzie marina all summer

3. Sechelt Integrated Community Sustainability (ICSP) Advisory Committee -
Director Adam Shepherd has volunteered to attend the planned meetings and
report back to the directors.  All Directors present agreed with this position. To
ensure that no meetings are missed Lorraine Gallant and Peter Wooding have
volunteered to stand in as alternates, if required.

4. SCRD Organic Waste Diversification Strategy – The Directors expressed
some concern about the cost and rodents that might be associated with such
a program.  Salish Soil would do the composting.  It would take some of the
burden off the landfill.

5. Constitution and Bylaw Review – Mike, Bill, and Lorraine to be on this
committee.

6. SSC update – At this point it looks like the project may be on hold until some
more progress can be made  though we have no definite information.

7)  Road Clean Up – It was agreed to do it Fri. June 16

Next Meeting:  Tue. Sept. 19, 1:30 pm, at the home of Lorraine Gallant, 5991
Beachgate Lane

Adjournment 3:35 pm


