
 

EAST PORPOISE BAY COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION 
6375 Marmot Road, Sechelt, BC.  V0N 3A4 

Minutes of the Director's Meeting held on ZOOM Feb. 16, 2021 

In Attendance:  Greg Deacon, Mel Bollivar, Mike Hoole, Peter Wooding, Marguerite 
Millar, Adam Shepherd, Lorraine Gallant, and Geoff White. 

Absent: Russ Crum, Mike Macartney 

Call to Order:  Geoff called the meeting to order at 1:10 pm.   

Approval of Agenda:  Adam moved approval of the agenda and Mel seconded this. 
Carried. 

Approval of Minutes of Jan. 19, 2021: Peter moved and Michael seconded that the 
minutes of the Jan. 19, 2021 meeting be approved as circulated. Carried.   

Finance Report: We have $1424.75 in the bank and $93.35 in petty cash.  PayPal (on 
the website) died on Jan. 11. It was agreed to discontinue PayPal as Mel has set up 
electronic banking, so now members can pay their 2021 dues by merely doing an 
Interac to Mel Bollivar at epbca2021@gmail.com. This is a new option for payment of 
dues.  Membership dues are $10.00 per adult resident or $20.00 per couple per year.  
Other payment options are still available. Please make cheques payable to East 
Porpoise Bay Community Association or EPBCA.  Mail to EPBCA, 6375 Marmot Rd., 
Sechelt, BC, V0N 3A4.  Please note that membership forms are available on our 
website at:  https://eastporpoise.com/join-us   

Membership Report:  Membership last year was 85.  To date, 58 members have 
signed up for 2021.   

Correspondence: 

a) On Jan. 19, Geoff advised Clint Budd that the EPBCA would not be 
participating in a delegation to the SCRD Transportation Advisory 
Committee Meeting on January 21st. 

b) On Jan. 19 wrote the following to the Mayor and Council on behalf of 
the Directors: 
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"Further to our letter to the Mayor and Council of November 20, 2020, 
regarding STR's, the EPBCA would urge Council to take a more direct 
approach to resolve this contentious issue and enact a short-term 
rental by-law immediately. 
We do not believe that waiting for a full review of all Zoning By-Laws is 
the best approach. In appreciating the complexity of crafting these new 
by-laws and the Staff time required to consider all further zoning 
implications properly, it is quite conceivable that Planning will not 
complete the task until 2022. 
Resolving the STR issue cannot and should not wait until that time.  
This problem has already gone on for too long. We believe that a 
stand-alone By-Law is preferable and more effective." 

c) On Jan. 20, Geoff sent the following letter to the Mayor and Council on 
behalf of the Directors regarding our vision for development in East 
Porpoise Bay: 

"On Dec. 14, 2020, we had a ZOOM meeting with Andrew Allan 
regarding zoning for East Porpoise Bay.  The most controversial area is 
located between the Edgewater Development and Dusty Road, 
designated "Working Waterfront" and intended for marine industry use 
only. The Directors were asked to provide our vision for EPB. 

Working Waterfront 

In our view, the planning for East Porpoise Bay's future should have a 
vision of our area as a kind of community "hub" – a future centre of the 
growth in EPB.  We see the waterfront, Edgewater to Dusty Rd., as 
being the most outstanding and under-developed opportunity to create 
a unique collection of facilities close-in to downtown Sechelt. We see a 
boutique-style hotel with all the possible services that might come with 
it. There is also the possibility of marine pubs, restaurants, some 
residential accommodation, tourist-related stores, a marine recreational 
facility and even a summer market location.  The current marinas and 
floatplane base add to the ambience. Another use that should be 
considered is a high-class resort such as Spirit Ridge in Osoyoos.  
Work/Live properties already exist in this area and Sechelt could 
expand them. The new amended OCP should include the area across 
Sechelt Inlet Rd. from the waterfront as well. 

We do not see any industrial business's value, taking up valuable 
waterfront that could just as easily (or should) be located on Field Rd. 
There are industrial uses to which we do object: recycling depots, 
cement plants, dog kennels, aquaculture processing, auto wrecking 
yards, car repair, processing of forest and wood products, funeral 
parlours, crematoriums and marijuana grow-ops.  These are not 
acceptable, and we do not want to see them expanded.  As has 
happened in many jurisdictions, these present uses will become 
"lawfully non-conforming" and fade away over time.    



We believe that there should be an evolution in this area from the 
current light industry designation to a more tourist and commercial 
designation as suggested above. Places in the lower mainland where 
this has already happened are the Granville Island area and Lower 
Lonsdale in North Vancouver. Both were mostly industrial but have 
evolved into a mix of tourist, commercial and residential use.  We 
would like to see this happen here.  We see this as an opportunity for 
our Planning Department to replace the current mediocrity and slow 
growth with a first-rate, world-class neighbourhood. 

Lot L 

Another development planned for our area is on Lot L for an 
Operations Centre for Sechelt, which we agree is needed. This project 
is projected to cost somewhere around $3 million.  However, the 
District is currently constrained for space in their current downtown 
location. Planning for future expansion of District employees would be 
prudent. We believe a much better idea for Lot L would be to add a 
couple of floors to the operations centre and move all District staff into 
one place, much as the SCRD did a few years ago when they moved 
to Field Rd.  Combining the Operations Centre and District offices 
would free up space currently used by the District of Sechelt for 
development.  We believe that the sale of this valuable downtown 
property for high-density development would go a long way to paying 
for the new offices on Lot L. In our opinion, this should be an option 
offered to the public when the District asks for approval of funding for 
the development of Lot L. Having said all that, the Directors do not 
want to be advising our members to oppose the AAP.  We do want an 
Operations Centre. The District could at least indicate the possibility of 
the District's offices' future expansion to Lot L. That would go a long 
way to retaining our support. 

 Development in the Rest of EPB 

1. The area north of Dusty Rd. to Sandy Hook should be predominantly 
residential (both single-family and multi-family). The development of 
the former SSC lands should be along the lines suggested by SSC. 
 Recreational use would be acceptable but not another golf course. 

2.  No increase in industrial zones and no expansions of existing non-
conforming uses in industrial zones. 

3.  The District should be prepared to oppose any attempt to remove 
the Swanson property and the former SSC property from its control. 
 We do not want to see another "managed forest" such as the clear cut 
that exists in Sandy Hook." 



d) On Jan. 21, Greg informed the membership of a sewer survey 
available on the District of Sechelt website 

e) On Jan. 24, member David Oldham sent the following email to 
Mayor and Council regarding the District works yard in East Porpoise 
Bay: 

"Before making an opinion on the proposed improvements re the 
 District of Sechelt works yard I took it upon myself to walk up Dusty rd 
and view the site yesterday. 

To my shock and amazement I saw that access to the yard 
 approximately 400 feet either side of the driveway was totally 
unsecured , nor was there any signage re trespassing.   

The current large storage sheds have plastic drapped at their 
 entrances which offer no security. I would be surprised if there wasn't 
gas, chemicals, etc stored. 

Children, teenagers, homeless, and people with ill intent can just walk 
on the property and hurt themselves, steal and vandalize. 

The most serious is injury which the District would be culpable with 
lack of fencing to deter access. 

Please address this negligence at your earliest convenience. " As of 
the time of this meeting, David had not received any response. 

f)  On Jan. 27, Geoff (with Mike's help) sent an email to the 
membership regarding a questionnaire about the development of lands 
in our area. 

g) On Jan. 27, Greg attended a ZOOM meeting held by the District of 
Sechelt on the sewer budget and reported back to the Directors: 

1. The director of Engineering, Kirn Dillon, and his new assistant, 
Meghan  
Lee, are brilliant (for a change in the Engineering department). 

2. There is no plan to expand the system to other Sechelt areas, nor is 
there any budget to do so for the next five years.  If there is any 
expansion, it will be paid for by developers. 

3. However, there are severe problems with the existing collection 
system, which Kirn has a plan to address.  The problem is 
infiltration which is over-taxing the system.  The system's capacity 
is 4000m3, but they have already had one day at 3900 m3 due to 



infiltration. The average daily use is still 2200 m3. Kirn and Council 
agreed to fix all the problems before expanding. 

4. Results of the survey were released, which were favourable.  
Darnelda questioned why drinking water use was even there as that 
was not in the original plan. The survey will continue. Participation 
in the survey was not significant. 

5. Three lift stations need to be replaced in the next five years, costing 
approximately $1.5 Million. 

Lots more detail but if you are interested, you can watch it on 
YouTube through the link: https://www.youtube.com/watch?
v=JWaHIvr5PGg 

h) On Feb. 5, Geoff asked Darnelda whether the Association would 
be getting a referral for the proposed project on Lot L. Darnelda 
replied: "The plans for the building are still in draft form.  Once the 
AAP closes, if we get approval to move forward, then we will get the 
final designs completed.  All the final servicing details are still being 
sorted out.  I will ask if a new referral will come out once the plans 
are complete." 

i) Geoff and Greg attended a ZOOM meeting on Feb. 9 regarding 
establishing a harbour authority in Sechelt.  There was little 
concrete progress but lots of promises made - minutes to follow. 

Old Business: 

a. AAP for new Works Yard funding and Lot L – As evidenced by letters to 
the editor in the local papers, there is a fair amount of controversy over 
this project's cost. If 10% of the voters in Sechelt vote against spending 
$3.8 Million for the works yard, the next step will be to hold a referendum. 
Our understanding is that access to the new works yard will be off Dusty 
Road and the building will be located higher up on the site. 

b. Unsightly property located at the corner of Yew and Stockwell – Mike 
Hoole reported that there are now 16-17 vehicles situated on this property.  
Mike said that he contacted Sechelt Bylaw and they said that they are well 
aware of this property and have issued numerous fines.  The owner pays 
the fines and carries on.  Mike to follow up with a letter to Mayor and 
Council. 

c. Update on Fire Protection Plan – Last January (2020), the Directors had a 
presentation from Matt Treit, Director of Protective Services for the SCRD, 
on the development of a fire protection plan from Port Mellon to Egmont. 
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He recently reported to us that the SCRD had received a $100,000 grant 
from the Province to develop a plan. The work is underway and is 
expected to be completed in April. The next step will be to apply to the 
Province for further funding to start carrying out the plan.  Once the study 
is complete, we will ask Matt back for a detailed update. 

d. Update on our society registration and the etransfer situation with the 
credit union – Mel reported that our society is registered for another year. 
Mel also said that we need another email address to carry out etransfers 
for membership registrations.  Mel will report back as soon as this is set 
up. 

New Business: 

a. District of Sechelt Trail Proposal – Mike Macartney wrote Parks to get an 
update on the plan for this trail.  Greg to follow up with Mike. 

b. Website review – Various Directors volunteered to update parts of our 
website. Progress to be reported at our next meeting. 

c. Two hazards along our road cleanup route as reported by Peter: 

i.  the drop off at Irgens Creek on the East side of Sechelt Inlet Road 
& 

ii.  the beach access proximal to the large log home South of Burnett 
Creek. 

Peter, Adam and Geoff inspected the two locations of concern and 
Geoff and the others drafted a letter which has now been sent to 
DoS. 

d) SCAF meeting – Adam and Marguerite volunteered to be our  
Association's representatives at any future meetings. 

e) Road Clean up – Possibly the week of the 22nd, Peter to determine 

Next Meeting:  The next ZOOM meeting is to be held on Mar. 9, 1 pm. 

Adjournment – 2:30 pm


