
 
 

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

Minutes of the Director’s Meeting held on Nov. 8, 2016 
at the home of Bill McKinnon 

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

Absent:  No one 
 
Call to Order:  Peter Wooding called the meeting to order at 1:30 pm.   
 
Approval of Agenda:  Approval of the agenda was moved by Lorraine, seconded by 
Mel.  Carried. 
 
Meeting with Greg Horning and Ann of Sechelt Bylaw to discuss the derelict boat 
situation:  Greg gave the group a very interesting Powerpoint presentation on the 
derelict boat situation that has been developing over the past two years in Porpoise Bay 
harbour.  I have attached this presentation to this email.  He also gave us a Ministry of 
Forests, Lands and Natural Resources document entitled Dealing with Problem Vessels 
and Structures in BC Waters which I have also attached.  Greg told us that currently 
there are 29 derelict boats, 3-4 liveaboards and 3 floating docks resident in Porpoise 
Bay.  Greg told us that Sechelt's current harbour bylaw only controls an area 10 metres 
out from the government dock.  There is an obvious need for the jurisdiction area for 
this bylaw to be extended to give Sechelt Bylaw some authority to control the derelict 
boats, floating docks and release of deleterious substances including sewage in to 
Porpoise Bay.  Sechelt Bylaw also requires some funding to help control the derelict 
boat situation.  Greg told us that he has requested that Sechelt direct $100,000 in its 
budget in each of the last three years for this purpose.  To date he has been granted $0 
though for some reason $20,000 has been earmarked for derelict boat control in 2018.  
Obviously, the current Council does not consider this to be a very serious issue.  Greg 
told us that jurisdiction in the harbour is currently divided between various provincial and 
federal agencies such as the Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural Resource 
Operations, Transport Canada, Environment Canada, the Coast Guard, the Department 
of Fisheries and Oceans and Environment Canada.  Unfortunately, up to this point none 
of these agencies have been effective in dealing with the derelict boat problem.  As 
previously noted Sechelt Bylaw has neither the jurisdiction or funding to deal with the 
problem itself.  One bright note is that Transport Canada has recently indicated they are 
going to commit $100,000,000 to deal with derelict boats though this money will be 
spread Canada-wide (3 ocean shorelines plus all navigable inland waters).  Greg 
Horning has made some estimates of the cost of dealing with the current derlict boats 
and docks in the harbour.  He estimated that if the boats had to be towed to Vancouver 
and scrapped the cost would be $189,000 though if a local site could be found for 
breaking up and scrapping the boats the cost might be reduced to $100,000.  It is clear 
that Sechelt needs to take control of Porpoise Bay Harbour through enactment of a 



bylaw such as Gibsons did and funding needs to be found to actually remove the 
derelict vessels.  Greg said that he would look in to how other communities are raising 
funds to deal with the derelict boat problem. 
 

 Approval of Minutes of Oct. 18, 2016:  It was moved by Geoff and seconded by Isla 
that the minutes of the Oct. 18, 2016 meeting be approved as circulated. Carried.   
 
Finance Report: We have $769.38 in the bank with $39.25 in petty cash 

 

Membership Report:  To date we have 74 paid up memberships.   
 

SCAF Report:   Below is the summary from the various neighbourhood associations for 
the Oct. 18 meeting of SCAF: 
 

a) Davis Bay et al – (John Denham) – i) Now on Facebook! ii) Elementary school had a 
greenhouse donated. A visioning event is being held to explore getting the best use 
from this valuable asset iii) Upcoming Art Crawl will see 6 artists displaying in the Davis 
Bay Hall iv) General meeting last week discussed the referral for Big Maples trailer park. 
They are looking to expand by 30 units and discussion was lively. Some existing 
residents presented a well prepared opposition based on reduced setbacks and what 
appears to be crowding  
 
b) East Porpoise Bay – (Peter Wooding) – i) Board meeting today with an SSC 
presentation. SSC are anxious to get going on some affordable housing. Our 
Association is concerned over apparent DoS staff inefficiencies slowing down the 
progress of the development ii) Two boat Airb&bs at Choquers marina were shut down 
following our bylaw complaint to the DoS over possible discharge into the inlet iii) Public 
hearing for the rezoning application by Direct Disposal was well attended by members 
of the community. The proposed zoning would allow unwanted industrial uses at the 
site. It is felt that a I-7 zoning would be acceptable and the Association feels that their 
message was heard iv) Concern about erosion in the Burnett Falls area, will contact 
Perry Schmidt v) Salish Soils is working hard to eliminate odour issues. Aaron Joe 
mentioned that they may be moving further up the hill, further away from populated 
areas v) Derelict boats continue to be a problem in the area. Secretary, Greg Deacon 
has written a letter to the District.  
 

c)  Sandy Hook – (Susan Soux) – i) Recently toured the SSC site which is the 3rd 
time that they’ve met. The tour and subsequent discussions were well received. 
When the Association asked some tough questions they felt that the answers 
were forthcoming and open. One question that remains is how the end product 
can be controlled ii) Planning a Halloween pumpkin carving event iii) Have some 
new Directors on the board which is necessitating a look at meeting times iv) The 
alleged illegal clear cut south of Sandy Hook, off Allen Road was presented to 
the Bylaw officer at the DOS and we were informed that they are already 
conducting an investigation. No response to date 

 
d) Tuwanek – (Linda Williams by email) – i) The TRA has almost completed a review of 



the new Bylaws and Constitution and will be holding our AGM in time to get them ratified 
by the membership prior to the November 28th "deadline" for implementation of the new 
Societies Act ii) We have had the wood donated and volunteers are ready to construct 
our new bulletin board at the entrance to Tuwanek iii) We have been advised by 
Darnelda Siegers to start preparing our wish list for next year's budget process iv) We 
agree that it would be a good idea for the Trellis rezoning to be referred to all of the 
DOS community associations  
 
e) West Sechelt – (Martyn Wilson) – i) AGM is Nov 1st with guest speaker Alison 
Leaney on the topic of ‘making Sechelt age friendly’ ii) Wakefield sewer extension 
project – the District is waiting for a grant iii) A wish list for capital projects has been sent 
to the CFO of the District iv) Referrals have been received on the 3 separate Clayton 
Projects. Wesbrook (retirement residence) is now back at stage 1 due to a number of 
changes. The 7 or 8 lot strata project is basically alright. The single family dwelling lot 
project is looking for an expansion to approx 40 lots, which the Association has serious 
reservations about due to traffic concerns on the road beside the high school v) Referral 
for Tower Road (subdivision plan) also received. Not supported due to location adjacent 
to ALR land vi) Strongman Properties condo development continues to be a major 
issue. The Association wants to do a delegation to council to present the approx. 130 
signature petition against the height of the building vii) At our September 12 meeting we 
be discussed a number of West Sechelt issues with Councillor Wright who is our new 
council liaison and we began preparations for the AGM  
 
Another issue that came out at the SCAF meeting was the Trellis issue - It's been 
suggested that, since all areas of Sechelt are affected, it would be appropriate that all 
Sechelt community associations be put on the referral list for the Trellis rezoning 
application. A spirited discussion followed which acknowledged that there is more here 
than just rezoning. It was agreed that, if desired, each Association would make that 
request to the District.  As a result we (the EPBCA) asked the Planning Department to 
be put on the referral list. 
 
Correspondence: 
 

1) Two emails sent to the membership notifying them of two more major 

awards for Sechelt's Water Resource Centre for a total of 6 this year 
 

2) Receipt of numerous emails from Angelia Darnbrough of West Porpoise 
Bay relating to her fight to deal with the derelict boat situation in Porpoise.  
She recently got Vancouver Coastal Health to do a coliform test in 
Porpoise Bay in August.  The result was 450 while 200 is the upper limit 
for safe swimming. We will try to get VCH to do some further testing. 

 
3) A  copy of the letter on derelict boats that the Directors had published in 

both newspapers was sent to Nicholas Simons, MLA and Pamela 
Goldsmith-Jones, MP on Oct. 23.  Both have responded.  

 



4) At the request of the office of Pamela Goldsmith-Jones Greg sent them a 
description of the East Porpoise Bay Community Association and our 
concern for the environment.  As a result our group has been put on a 
mailing list in relation to the derelict boat situation and will be informed of 
new developments. 

 
5) On Oct. 25 a letter was sent to Andre Isakov, Director of Planning and 

Development, requesting a copy of the traffic study done for the SSC 
development as we had heard that Sechelt had sent it to the Band for 
comment. We felt that as one of the Sechelt communities to be most 
affected by any increased traffic we should be consulted as well.  Andre 
replied that he considered the study was still in draft form and that we 
would be copied on it whenever it was finalized. 

 
6) On Oct. 26 Peter sent a letter of support to Mayor and Council on behalf of 

the Directors as a result of our meeting with SSC at the last Director's 
meeting.  In general, we were very impressed with SSC's vision and 
commitment to the provision of affordable housing and affordable rentals. 
The membership was copied on this letter a few days later. 

 
7) A notice was sent to the membership about a meeting being held where 

options for Senior housing would be discussed including a presentation by 
Trellis Corp. 

 
8) A notice was sent to the membership on Nov. 1 regarding an email from 

Pamela Goldsmith-Jones about the passing of Motion 40 which concerns 
the derelict boat situation. 

 
9) Greg Horning, Sechelt Bylaw, was invited to the next Directors meeting to 

discuss the derelict boat situation and has accepted. 
 

Old Business: 
 

1. Inviting members of Council to Directors meetings – It was decided to leave 
inviting a Councillor until the New Year and instead to invite Chief Calvin 
Craigan to discuss common issues 

 
2. Burnett Falls erosion problem follow up – As no response yet from Perry 

Schmitt the issue was tabled 
 

3. Follow up on Direct Disposal Rezoning Meeting – It appears that our 
concerns have been listened to by the Planning Department and the 4 
contentious uses for this property have been taken from their zoning in the 
form of restrictive covenants being issued.  This what the District said in the 
agenda for the Nov. 16 meeting:   

“That final adoption of Zoning Bylaw No. 25, 1987 Amendment Bylaw No. 25- 



275 (Direct Disposal) be conditional on the following:  
a. Registration of a restrictive covenant under s. 219 of the Land Title Act to 
prohibit the following uses on the properties: 
 i. Funeral parlour and crematorium;  
ii. Veterinary hospital and the boarding of animals;  
iii. Aquaculture processing;  
iv. Processing of Forest and Wood Products, excluding cabinet making, furniture 
marking, wood carving, joinery, and carpentry.  
b. Provide a pro-rated cost-share for the servicing upgrades along Sechelt Inlet 
Road in the amount of $54,559.40.”  

 
4. Follow up on SSC traffic study – With Andre Isakov, Sechelt Planner, 

resigning it could be some time before we hear anything back on this 

 

New Business:   

a)  Derelict and liveaboard boat situation and water quality of Porpoise Bay – 
the Directors agreed that we should write Vancouver Coastal Health to 
request monthly coliform testing in Porpoise Bay.  We will copy Greg 
Horning, Sechelt Bylaw, on this letter. 

 

b) Meeting with Bruce and Janet McMorland (Association members) – In 
regards to the SSC development they expressed a concern that Sechelt 
may not be able to support increased population for services.  Though 
they acknowledged SSC has some great ideas they wondered if they 
would actually carry through on them.  Peter responded that what our 
directors are trying to do is support movement toward a public hearing 
regarding SSC’s much prolonged application for rezoning of their property. 
Movement so far by Council has been as much backward as forward 
returning SSC to ground zero at present. Movement forward would allow 
SSC the opportunity to publicly address questions, some of which have 
arisen from erroneous information in circulation which was brought 
forward in errors made by the District’s Planning and Development 
Department. It would allow the community as a whole to express its views 
more fully.  If SSC’s application for rezoning proved acceptable to the 
people of Sechelt as represented by Council then we would be rid of the 
present zoning which allows for the development of a golf course together 
with 1600 residential units. Not a good thing. It is the opinion of our 
Directors that such rezoning would be notably better than merely 
preferable.  If SSC’s plans are accepted and brought to fruition over the 
full extended period of this proposed development with the necessary 
covenants on adherence in place to do so, together with all ongoing 
geotechnical and environmental requirements being met, then we believe 
that Sechelt will have gained much by actively shaping some of the 
change that is coming rather than simply attempting to block it. We 



anticipate possible social and economic multigenerational benefits will 
ensue.  

  Bruce and Janet expressed concern about the additional demands for  
  water brought about by approval of developments such as SSC Properties 
  in the light of recent experiences with restrictions on water use caused by  
  Summer droughts. This is both a common and a valid concern. 
 
  It is our understanding that the SSC proposals will  employ an innovative  
  and environmentally sensitive approach to water management involving  
  use of onsite water supplies, treatment and reuse of black and of built in  
  grey water systems throughout their development to minimize the use of  
  the SCRD water supply system.  In addition the SCRD is presently   
  identifying large losses in their water supply to leakages throughout their  
  system – some of them startlingly simple to address.  The SCRD is under  
  pressure to at long last respond to the strong demands of Coast   
  communities, notably Sechelt,  to construct a large  water reservoir to  
  catch and store the supplemental volumes of water needed. Perhaps  
  future demands for fresh water supplies can be reduced notably by seeing 
  how and what reductions are achieved by modern innovative   
  developments such as SSC Properties propose if given the opportunity to  
  address this important issue. 
 
  One of our directors has expressed that we need more development, and  
  particularly more non-residential development, to help with our tax   
  situation which is currently onerous and likely to become more so.  
  There was agreement with this opinion. 
 
  All 9 of our directors made it known that they and their family   
  members have no commercial interest in and nothing to gain personally  
  from the SSC development or in its application for rezoning. 
 
  We appreciated and welcomed the opportunity to meet with Bruce and  
  Janet, hear their concerns, and attempted to explain our understanding  
  and why we have chosen to support the SSC Properties application for  
  rezoning. We thank them for their input. It was helpful.  
 

c) Re-visit our objectives and priorities as they stand today in our community 
- Director Lorraine Gallant, referring to our Association’s bylaws and 
constitution, read out our obligations in this regard. There was agreement 
with them and that we have not and will not vary from them. 

 
d) Inviting members to our meetings, particularly new arrivals into our 

community, to let them know what our orientation is, what we do, have 
done, and how they can get involved – The Directors agreed that there 
would be many advantages to doing this.  It would help people feel more 
welcome in our community. 



 
e) Our readiness to hear the views and concerns of individual members – 

The directors agreed to continue to be committed to being open to hearing 
the concerns of of our individual members.  We wish to make it clear that 
members are welcome to attend our meetings. We ask that members 
notify us in advance of their intention to attend to do so. As meetings are 
held in our homes on a rotational basis space can be somewhat limited at 
times. Advance notice is helpful and we will always do our best to 
accommodate members’ interest. 

 
f) Proposed senior housing and care facility presentations made to council 

on 2016-10-02 – Michael Siddall who attended the meeting reported that 
there is great concern regarding current Vancouver Coastal Health plans.  
One of the concerns is that the location Trellis has chosen is not 
appropriate for a senior's facility due to access problems.  Another leading 
concern is that there was no consultation with the community.  Michael 
reported that a coalition has been formed to try to prevent the Trellis 
development from moving forward.  Apparently, there was no discussion 
allowed at the meeting and the audience left feeling very unsatisfied.  The 
coalition formed would like as many people as possible to attend the next 
SCRD meeting to try and get their support on this issue.  The Directors 
debated whether private for profit, or without profit (example Christenson 
Village) or public facilities provide better care with views expressed on all 
sides.  A point was made that the Trellis plan will involve a big disruption 
for current staff which will no doubt affect the community as a whole.  
Michael Hoole made the point that the District of Sechelt is going to be the 
entity that can affect Trellis plans the most through OCP and zoning 
considerations so the coalition’s efforts should be focussed on them. 

 
g) Road clean-up – The plan is to do it Friday Nov. 11 

 

Next Meeting:  Dec. 13, 1:30 pm at the home of Geoff White, 6109 Sechelt Inlet Rd. 
 

Motion to Adjourn:  A motion to adjourn was made at 3:45 pm by Mel 

 

 

 

   

 
 
 


