
 
COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE 

Thursday November 13, 2014 
SCRD Board Room, 1975 Field Road, Sechelt, BC 

AGENDA 
 

 

CALL TO ORDER 1:30 p.m. 

AGENDA  

1.  Adoption of Agenda  

DELEGATIONS  

2.  Chad Marlatt, Real Estate & Government Affairs, TELUS | Wireless Network 
– regarding Telus Tower 
 

VERBAL 

REPORTS 

 
3.  Parks Services Manager – Parks Services Monthly Report 

(Voting – A, B, D, E, F) 
VERBAL 

 

4.  Parks Planning Coordinator – Provincial Park Flume Road 
(Voting – A, B, D, E, F) 

VERBAL 
 

5.  Parks Planning Coordinator – Keats Island Park Trail Development 
(Voting – A, B, D, E, F) 

Annex A    
pp 1--22  

   
6.  Parks Services Manager - Sports Field Update  

(Voting – A, B, D, E, F) 
Annex B   
pp 23-26  

  
7.  Parks Planning Coordinator – Top Dressing Sports Fields 

(Voting – A, B, D, E, F) 
 

Annex  C  
pp 27-30 

8.   Recreation Services Manager – Recreation Services Monthly Report 
(Voting – All) 

VERBAL 
   

9.  Recreation Services Manager - Community Response to Ice Availability 
(Voting – B, D, E, F, SIGD, Sechelt, Gibsons) 
 

Annex D   
pp 31-32 

10.  Recreation Services Manager and Manager and Pender Harbor Aquatic and 
Fitness Centre Manager – PHAFC Energy Study, Research and Geo-
Thermal Project 
(Voting – All) 

Annex E   
pp 33    

  

11.  Acting General Manager, Community Services – 911 Conversion Upgrade 
(Voting – All) 

Annex F  
pp 34-35  

 
12.  Chief Administrative Officer – Granthams Hall  

(Voting – A, B, D, E. F) 
 

Annex G 
pp 36-39 

13.  Granthams Hall Community Meeting Notes of October 6, 2014 
(Voting – A, B, D, E. F) 
 

Annex H 
pp 40-46 
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14.  Dakota Ridge Advisory Committee Minutes of October 22, 2014  
(Voting – All) 

Annex I    
pp 47-50  

15.  Recreation and Parks Services Advisory Committee Minutes of October 23, 
2014 
(Voting – All) 

Annex J  
pp 51-55  

 

16.  Sunshine Coast Emergency Program Planning Committee Minutes of 
October 29, 2014   
(Voting – All) 

Annex K   
pp 56-59   

  

17.  Sunshine Coast Policing Committee Minutes of November 3, 2014 
(Voting – All) 
 

Annex L 
pp 60-63  

 
 
COMMUNICATIONS 

 
 
NEW BUSINESS 
 

 
IN CAMERA 

 
ADJOURNMENT    

 
 
 





 
SCRD STAFF REPORT  
   

DATE:  October 28, 2014 
TO:  Community Services Committee – November 13, 2014 

FROM: Sam Adams – Parks Planning Coordinator 

RE:  KEATS ISLAND PARK TRAIL DEVELOPMENT  

 
RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
THAT the Community Services Committee receives the “Keats Island Trail 
Development” report as information. 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
At the October 23, 2014 Corporate and Administrative Services meeting the following 
recommendation was made: 
 

Recommendation No. 10   Budget Project Status Report – Keats Island Park 
Trail Development 

  Corporate and Administrative Services Committee recommended that staff 
provide an update to the next Community Services Committee regarding the 
plan and next steps for the Keats Island Park Trail Development (Line 44 in 
the October 2014 Budget Project Status 

 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
In 2012 the Keats Island Conservation Group completed a study looking at the 
ecological and recreational value of an undeveloped 33 acre SCRD park on Keats Island 
(see attached report). A key recommendation from that report was to look at the 
possibility of developing a trail through the park. The SCRD added $4,129 to the 2012 
budget to help facilitate this community initiative.  
 
Community development and consultation is necessary in order to develop the trail 
within the park. In July 2013 the Eastbourn Conservation Group presented the trail 
development project at the Eastbourn Community Associations AGM. The proposed 
project was not well received at that time by some of the community members because 
they did not want a trail through the park.  
 
The community continues to hold events to remove the invasive species (Holly) from the 
park. This has been a large, long term undertaking. There have been four community 
held work parties whereby half the park has been cleared of Holly. 
 

A
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\\scrd.ad\files\networkfiles\Parks Administration\5820 Parks Reports & Statistics\5820-20 Reports & Statistics\Committee 
Reports\2014 November CS Keats Trail Report.docx 
 
 
 

In 2014, Mr. Dan Rogers became the new Islands Trust Elected representative for Keats 
Island and surrounding area. Mr. Rogers is a part time resident of Keats and assisted 
with the July 2013 community presentation. He has now taken the lead on the 
community development and consultation process surrounding the trail development to 
assist this project to move forward. He has indicated the next steps will be to: 
 

• effectively block off the entrance to the park from vehicle traffic (there has been 
considerable 4x4 rutting damage in the past); 

• purchase some tools to help remove the invasive species and add some 
signage; 

These steps will proceed in keeping with the community’s sensitivities around trail 
development. 
 
 
SUMMARY 
 
Until there is enough community support for the trail it is unlikely to proceed as a 
community project. Currently Mr. Rogers is working with the community to remove 
invasive species from the park and protect the park from 4x4 damage.  At the same time 
he is continuing to explore with his constituency, the possibility of putting a trail in the 
park. 
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Summary 

 

The study site comprised 13.4 hectares on Keats Island, Sunshine Coast, British Columbia (figure 

1).  It was assessed to map vegetation types and record evidence of disturbance.  The results were 

used to assess opportunities for restoration and to indicate a possible route for a pedestrian trail. 

 

The site is totally forested and contains 3 vegetation types: 

1. Western redcedar/sword fern, generally at higher elevations.. 

2. Western redcedar/skunk cabbage around the main water drainage areas. 

3. Patches of western redcedar/foamflower within and between the two above. 

The area is drained by a seasonal creek which exits the site at the south east corner.  

 

The site has been disturbed with past logging episodes being the primary factor.  Windthrow and 

non-native invasive plants are secondary but ongoing disturbance factors.   Fewer non-native plant 

species are present compared with Lower Mainland forest near urban areas but one species, Eng-

lish holly (Ilex aquifolium) is spreading rapidly.  Consequences of these disturbances include: 

1. An absence of large trees and scarcity of snags (wildlife trees). 

2. A diminishing amount of coarse woody debris. 

3. Increased density of very small trees and shrubs in some areas with a reduced herb layer. 

4. Decreased native plant coverage in areas most impacted by holly. 

 

The restoration plan’s goals are to: 

1. Eliminate English holly. 

2. Prevent incursion by holly and other invasive plant species which have the potential to signifi-

cantly alter the site’s ecology. 

This will require several hundred hours performing physical removal of plants on site, and control 

of invasive plant species elsewhere on the island to prevent their spread.  Also, on-site dumping 

should be effectively discouraged. 

 

The suggested route for the pedestrian trail runs between the north west and south east of the site.  

The advantages of this route are: 

1. It avoids a previously identified ecologically sensitive area in the park’s north east. 

2. It minimizes disturbance to vegetation by utilizing existing trails/access points.  

3. It avoids wet areas as much as possible and will therefore be easier to construct and maintain. 
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Study Site 

Figure 1: Showing location of project site on Keats Island, British Columbia  

from Map 92G, published 1986 by Energy, Mines and Resources Canada 

     = North 5
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Introduction 

 

Keats Island (figure 1) has been logged in the past with nearly all trees appearing to be less than 

100 years old.  Most of the island is covered in early to middle aged second growth forest; a stage 

when many wildlife habitat features are lacking e.g. large snags and coarse woody debris (CWD) 

(Feller 2003).  Limited logging of second growth forest continues and the Island trend is towards a 

gradual replacement of forest by human development. 
 
Keats Island residents have expressed the wish to protect “the Island’s limited and fragile natural 

environment, including forests, wildlife…”   These wishes are reflected in Goal 2.2 of the Keats 

Island Official Community Plan (Islands Trust 2002) which is “to preserve the ecological integrity 

and natural beauty of Keats Island”.   However, only 47 of the Island’s 607 hectares (7.75%)  are 

officially protected (under “park” status).  Therefore, it is important that these small portions be 

managed to protect their ecological values.   

 

The protected portions are likely to play an increasingly important role as the Island’s population 

increases.  With development there might be fewer opportunities for public use of trails on private 

property thereby increasing demand on public property.  This must be planned so there is less risk 

of degradation in public use areas.   

 

Increased use of public areas also presents an opportunity for appreciation and learning.  Islanders 

are becoming involved in park restoration and applying new knowledge to their own property e.g. 

control of invasive plants.    

      

Project site and description 

 

The project site lies in the eastern portion of Keats Island, located 27 km northwest of Vancou-

ver’s city centre (figure 1).  It is centred at latitude 49 deg 24 min 2 sec north, longitude 123 deg 

26 min 39 sec west (Google Earth 2012).   

 

At 13.4 hectares it represents 2% of the Island’s total and 28% of its protected area.  It measures 

approximately 600 m from north to south, 400 m from east to west at its widest part and 120 m at 

its narrowest (figures 2 and 3).  The site slopes gently south (15 percent) with an average elevation 

above sea level of 100 m.    

 

It was designated as park land in July 1981 with the subdivision which created 33 ten acre lots.  

These remain mostly forested and some of them front onto the opposite side of the single lane 

gravel road which defines the site’s perimeter.   

   

The site and much of the surrounding area were logged extensively in the early 1970’s.  Second 

growth coniferous forest is now well established with many deciduous trees present.  It is classed 

as “mature forest” with many trees over 80 years old (Islands Trust and Islands Trust Fund 2006).  

Water drains in through several ephemeral channels from the surrounding ten acre properties and 

exits as Silver Creek at the south east corner.  There is an identified ecologically sensitive wetland 

in the northeast corner (figure 2). 

 

Method 

 

Intially I consulted: 

1. The most recently available aerial photograph of the site and its surroundings (Sunshine Coast 

Regional District 2006) to locate vegetation zone boundaries. 

2. Keats Island Sensitive Ecosystem Airphoto Map (Islands Trust and Islands Trust Fund 2006). 
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Figure 2: map of Keats Island, British Columbia, showing study site and ecologically sensitive areas 

from Keats Island Community Plan (Islands Trust 2002) 

 

Figure 3:  2006 orthophoto of a portion of Keats Island, showing study site 

   

  Scale:       = 100 m       = north 

(Sunshine Coast Regional District 2006)    

Study Site 

Study Site 

Ecologically  

Sensitive Wetland 
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3. Keats Island Official Community Plan (Islands Trust 2002) for background information.  

4. Long-time island residents for historical information. 

5. Sunshine Coast Regional District (SCRD) for land use designation. 

 

From 16th May, 2011 until 6th April, 2012 I: 

1. Plotted site boundaries as defined by the surrounding road. 

2. Surveyed two  20 m x 20 m plots on the site, selected to yield a good representation of the 

main vegetation types.  Vegetation and soil assessments were based on the standard Ground 

Inspection Form (Province of British Columbia 1998).   

3. Recorded the dimensions of CWD present in each plot.  A modified version of the CWD form 

(Province of British Columbia 1998) was used to enable calculation of approximate volumes.  

CWD was defined as 10 cm diameter or greater, the minimum size surveyed for presence of 

salamanders (Province of British Columbia 1999). 

4. Recorded the number and species of live trees, cut and other stumps within each plot.   

5. Outlined and recorded vegetation type boundaries on the ground.  The quality of available ae-

rial photographs was not sufficient for this. 

6. Traversed the site recording locations of anomalies where vegetation appeared significantly 

different in species, size or density compared with adjacent vegetation.  

7. Recorded any non-native invasive species encountered. 

8. Recorded any wildlife, including observations since 2002 at an adjacent 10 acre property. 

 

Plots were measured with a tape measure and compass, slopes with a Suunto clinometer.  CWD 

volume was assessed using a tape measure for length, and diameters along the length to estimate 

average diameter for each piece.   Vegetation was identified using Pojar and MacKinnon (2004).  

Vegetation type boundaries, elevations, and locations of individual features were recorded using a 

Garmin map 60 CSx global positioning system device.  

 

Results 

 

Two main vegetation types/site series (Green and Klinka 1994) were identified (appendix 1) :  

1. RS-Western redcedar (Thuja plicata)-Sword fern (Polystichum munitum), mainly in the north, 

west and south. 

2. RC-Western redcedar/Sitka spruce (Picea sitchensis)-Skunk cabbage (Lysichiton americanum) 

around the main water drainage areas, mostly in the centre and eastern portion. 

These type boundaries are depicted in figure 4. 

 

Non native plant species included: holly (Ilex aquifolium) which was present across the site, some-

times in dense patches (figure 5), and Himalayan blackberry (Rubus discolor) in isolated patches.  

The latter was prevalent adjacent to the roadway in patches up to five metres wide in some areas 

e.g. at the southern periphery.   Wildlife species recorded appear in appendix 4. 

 

Site series # of live stems  

in tree layer 

live 

stems/ha 

# of cut 

stumps 

cut 

stumps/ha 

# of  other 

stumps 

CWD  

volume cu m 

CWD  

volume cu m/ha 

RS 6 Cw,4 Hw, 2 Fd 300 6 150 3 4.89 122.25 

RC 22 Dr, 11 Hw, 2 Cw 875 4 100 2 13.08 326.94 

Table 1: Numbers of live tree stems, cut and other stumps, volume of CWD for each plot.  Plots 

measured 20 x 20 m.  CWD calculations in appendix 3.  

Cw = western redcedar, Dr = red alder, Fd = Douglas-fr, Hw = western hemlock 

(Province of British Columbia1998). 
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Figure 4:  Map of 13.4 hectare study site, Keats Island, British Columbia, showing  

terrestrial ecosystems, possible trail route and main water drainage. 

GEL 

CWHxm 

 

 

 

  = North           = 50 m 

= 80% RS jc 6mC, 20%RF h 6mC 

= 70%RC hf 6mM, 30%RF h 6mM 

= possible trail route 

= main drainage channels 

= area cleared of holly, as of 6th June, 2012. 

7RC hf 6mM 

3RF h 6mM 

8RS jc 6mC 

2RF h 6mC 
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Keys to symbols used for Terrestrial Ecosystem Map for 33 acre park 

 

 

CWHxm = Very dry maritime subzone of Coastal Western Hemlock (CWH) biogeoclimatic zone. 

 

GEL = Georgia Lowland Ecosection of the Georgia Depression Ecoprovince. 

 

Site Series of CWHxm 

 

RS = Western redcedar – Sword fern. 

RF = Western redcedar – Foamflower. 

RC = Western redcedar/Sitka spruce  – Skunk cabbage. 

Structural Stages 

6  = mature forest (many trees over 80 years old). 

Site Modifiers 

c = Coarse-textured soil e.g. sand, loamy sand. 

f = Fine-textured soil e.g. clay with < 35% coarse fragment volume. 

h = Hummocky terrain 

j = Gentle slope. 

Structural Stage Modifier 

m = Multistoried forest. 

Stand Composition Modifiers 

 

C = Coniferous trees. 

M = Mixed stand.  Neither coniferous or broadleaf > 75% of total tree layer cover.   
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Many of the cut stumps showed evidence of fire scarring.  Wood decay did not allow for counting 

of the growth rings.  Many patches existed with a high density of small trees (mostly western hem-

lock) or numerous often dead lower branches.  

 

Two vehicle access points were visible: at the site’s northwest, and in the southeast near a metal 

well casing.  The northwest access extended to a sparsely vegetated strip (three metres wide by 

four hundred metres in length) and branched with shorter sections.  Recent dumping of vegetation 

and some garbage were present near both access points.  The southeast dumping contained two 

lamium (Lamium galeobdolon) and several periwinkle plants (Vinca minor) (figures 6 & 7).   

 

Also present were a trampoline and a camping site. 

 

Discussion and Interpretation 

 

An aerial survey ascribed (western hemlock/Douglas-fir/kindbergia moss-HK) over 80% of the 

site (Islands Trust and Islands Trust Fund 2006).  However, in this ground survey site soil condi-

tions were diagnosed as richer (western redcedar /sword fern-RS) or richer and wetter (western 

redcedar/skunk cabbage-RC).  Vegetation (appendix 1) was also more consistent with RS and RC 

than HK (Green and Klinka 1994).   

 

Identified ecosystem types varied with minor changes in elevation i.e. from RS (higher and drier) 

to RC (lower and wetter).   The narrow transition area between the two, with intermediate soil 

moisture,  was designated as western redcedar/foamflower-RF (Green and Klinka 1994).  Numer-

ous hummocks also created a patchwork designated as RF in the RC zone.    

 

The predominant disturbance factors appear due to: 

1. Logging, judging by the number of cut stumps (table 1).   The sparsely vegetated strip proba-

bly represents previous logging access.  Fire scars were attributed to burning of slash after log-

ging.  Many cut stumps were western redcedar with an estimated diameter at breast height 

greater than two metres.  Assuming  a growth rate of 0.75 cm per year (personal observation of 

stumps at adjacent property) this indicates an age when cut of greater than 250 years.  This im-

plies a natural fire return cycle longer than this. 

2. Wind.  “Other” stumps are ascribed to this (table 1) .   Broken and windthrown trees decay on 

site and are the main source of CWD whose benefits are listed on page 11. 

3. Invasive plants i.e. holly.  Berries are eaten by birds, primarily American robins (Turdus mi-

gratorius) and deposited throughout the forest (figure 5).  The Keats Island Conservation 

Group (KICG) removed an estimated 2,000 plants over 1.5 hectares (figure 4) implying 15- 

20,000 plants over the whole site. 

4. Dumping of vegetation.  The consequences of this are evident in the yellow lamium and peri-

winkle growing from recently dumped material (figures 6 and 7).  Both of these plants and 

holly form dense mats of vegetation in low light and under variable conditions.  These charac-

teristics confer an ability to form monoculture areas and thereby alter forest ecology. 

5. Physical disturbance by vehicles encroaching into the park from the northwest access.  These 

“roadways” appear to be slowly spreading with deep ruts in wetter areas.   

 

With overnight use during dry summer months, the makeshift camp which is in a drier part of the 

site may represent an increased fire risk.   

 

Keats Island is rated as having a high chance of forest fire threatening its community (BCUM and 

MOFR 2010).  This risk will likely increase as summers become warmer and drier due to climate 

change.  Patches with a high density of small trees and areas with numerous dead lower branches 

will increase fire risk.  Moisture in the RC zone (figure 4) will reduce fire risk. 
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Figure 5: one of many dense holly patches 

Figure 6: lamium growing from dumped vegetation 

Figure 7: periwinkle growing from dumped vegetation 

All images from 13.4 hectare study area, Keats Island. 
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Non-native invasive plants e.g. yellow lamium, English ivy (Hedera helix), and periwinkle are all 

present on the island.  All of these species (and holly) share the ability to transform forested eco-

systems.  Therefore, they must be effectively controlled elsewhere on the island to reduce the risk 

of their invasion at the site. 

 

Natural forest succession leads to “old-growth” conditions which favour biological diversity 

(Bunnell and Kremsater 1990).   Therefore,  the existing forest should be allowed to regain tree 

size and density of the original pre-cut forest (using cut stumps as a reference).  This includes the 

accumulation of CWD whose volume now appears within normal limits, 122-327 cubic metres per 

hectare.  This compares with 119 cu m/ha given for the same CWHxm subzone (Feller 2003) or 

390-660 cu m/ha for the broader CWH zone (Richard Hebda personal communication 2010).   

Judging by the relative lack of recently created CWD at the site (classes 1 and 2, see appendix 3), 

this will become reduced over the next several decades.  This is typical after large scale distur-

bance e.g. logging.  Reduced CWD leads to impairment of many forest functions including: 

a. Soil and forest productivity     

b. Stability of slopes and streams      

c. Long term carbon storage (Stevens 1997).      

d. Reduction of CWD dependent plants and wildlife.  Affected species include: 

        i) red huckleberry (Vaccinium parvifolium) grows in soils “rich in decaying wood, often on 

stumps or logs” (Pojar and MacKinnon 2004).  Fruit from this plant is an important food source 

for many birds and small mammals. 

       ii) western hemlock germinates mainly on CWD (Lofroth 1995) 

       iii) black bear (Ursus americanus) feed on invertebrates in CWD (personal observation 2010) 

       iv) Douglas squirrel (Tamiasciurus douglasii) use CWD for cover (Lofroth 1995) 

        v) Ensatina salamander (ensatina eschscholtzii) shelter under CWD (Matsuda et al 2006). 

       vi) carpenter ants (Camponotus modoc and C. vicinus).  The latter are the primary food 

sources for pileated woodpeckers (Dryocopus pileatus) (Fenger et al. 2006). 

 

Consideration might be given to reducing fire risk where hazard is high e.g. by thinning dense 

patches of small trees and removing dead lower branches.  However, this must be balanced against 

the risk of encouraging entry and disturbance at multiple points around the site’s periphery. 

 

Canadian children suffer a significant number of trampoline injuries each year, some leading to 

death or permanent disability.  The Sunshine Coast Regional District, as owners, might be held 

liable in the event of such an accident at the site. 

 

Restoration 

 

Given that the site is now protected from logging owing to its park status the disturbance factors 

which can be controlled are: spread of invasive plants, dumping of vegetation, and physical distur-

bance (mainly vehicle use).  Public involvement will be the key to addressing these issues.  

 

The suggested route for the pedestrian trail runs between the north west and south east of the site 

(figure 4).  The route’s advantages are: 

1. It avoids a previously identified ecologically sensitive wetland (figure 2). 

2. It minimizes disturbance to vegetation by utilizing existing trails/access points.  

3. It avoids wet areas as much as possible and will therefore be easier to construct and maintain. 

 

Based on the approximately 80 hours of volunteer time to date to remove and dispose of holly over 

1.5 hectares, the total estimated remaining time for initial removal over the whole 13.4 hectare site 

is 400-600 hours.  This is less than implied by a simple relative calculation because much of the 

untreated area is less infested.   
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Conclusion 

 

Barring large scale vegetation removal and catastrophic fire, the biggest threat to such forested 

sites on Keats Island is from non-native invasive plants.  Although diligent monitoring and ongo-

ing removal will delay their establishment the best chance for exclusion is by their effective con-

trol over the Island as a whole.  This seems possible as invasive plants are much less prevalent 

than on the mainland and there is a growing group of committed volunteers.  

 

The degradation caused by invasive plants in Lower Mainland parks provides ample incentive to 

prevent the same situation on Keats and other islands.  The District of Saanich and the City of Co-

quitlam have recognized the threats posed by invasive species and each has adopted a comprehen-

sive strategy for their control.  Such a strategy would be especially valuable for the Sunshine Coast 

Regional District where there are greater opportunities for prevention. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Category Action Parties Involved Timing 

Verify Plan input from all stakeholders to define work plan KICG, SCRD, Islands Trust June-Dec 2012 

Restoration remove holly KICG June 2012-Dec 2016 

Monitoring monitoring access points and trails, for fire, garbage, 

including removal of invasive plants at dumping areas 

KICG reporting to SCRD June 2012 ongoing 

Education posters, articles, media & verbal re. non-native plants KICG, SCRD, Islands Trust June 2012 ongoing 

Education “no dumping” signage at 2 access points SCRD Sept 2012 

Verify Plan establish trail use policy KICG, SCRD, Islands Trust Jan-Dec 2013 

Verify Plan define route and design trail KICG, SCRD, Islands Trust Jan-Dec 2013 

Access build trail SCRD, KICG July-Oct 2014 

Access place vehicle obstruction at 2 access points SCRD Oct 2014 

Education interpretive signage/website for handheld devices SCRD, KICG Jan-Dec 2015 

Table 2: Outline of suggested restoration and management plan 

14



13 

References 

 

BCUM & MOFR (B.C. Union of Municipalities and Ministry of Forests and Range) 2010.  Fuel 

Management website: https://ground.hpr.for.gov.bc.ca/maps/coastal/index.htm accessed 5th June, 

2012. 

 

Bird Studies Canada 2008.  British Columbia Breeding Bird Atlas, Guide for Atlassers.  Bird Studies 

Canada, Environment Canada, BC Ministry of Environment, nature organizations, private compa-

nies, citizens.  Available on website: www.birdatlas.bc.ca, accessed 5th June, 2012. 

 

Bunnell F.L. and L.L. Kremsater 1990.  Sustaining Wildlife in Managed Forests.  Northwest Envi-

ronmental Journal 6:243-269. 

  

Feller, M.C. 2003.  Coarse Woody Debris in the Old-growth Forests of British Columbia.  Environ-

mental Reviews 11:S135-S157.  National Research Council of Canada. 

 

Fenger, M., T. Manning, J. Cooper, S. Guy and P. Bradford 2006.  Wildlife and Trees in British Co-

lumbia, B.C. Ministry of Forests and Range, Victoria, British Columbia and Lone Pine Publishing, 

Edmonton, Alberta and Vancouver, British Columbia. 

 

Google Earth website (www.earth.google.com) accessed 23rd May, 2012. 

 

Green, R.N. and K. Klinka 1994.  A Field Guide for Site Identification and Interpretation in the Van-

couver Forest Region.  Research Branch, Ministry of Forests, Victoria, British Columbia. 

 

Islands Trust and Islands Trust Fund 2006.  Keats Island Sensitive Ecosystem Map.  Website:  

http://www.islandstrust.bc.ca/lup/map/pdf/orgmapsemgambierkeats.pdf accessed 24th May, 2012. 

 

Islands Trust 2002.  Gambier Island Local Trust Committee, Keats Island Community Plan.  : Web-

site: http://www.islandstrust.bc.ca/ltc/gm/pdf/gmkeabylbaseocp0077.pdf  accessed 23rd May, 2012. 

 

Lofroth, E. 1995. The dead wood cycle. Draft chapter in Ecological Principles of Forest Manage-

ment, S. Harrison and J. Voller, eds. B.C. Ministry of Forests, Victoria, B.C. 

 

Matsuda, B.M., D.M. Green and P.T. Gregory 2006.  Amphibians and Reptiles of British Columbia, 

Royal BC Museum, Victoria, British Columbia. 

 

Pojar J. and A. MacKinnon 2004.  Plants of Coastal British Columbia, Revised Edition.  Lone Star 

Publishing, Vancouver, British Columbia. 

 

Province of British Columbia 1998.  Field Manual for Describing Terrestrial Ecosystems. B.C. Min-

istry of Environment, Lands and Parks, and B.C. Ministry of Forests, Victoria, British Columbia. 

 

Province of British Columbia 1999.  Inventory Methods for Plethodontid Salamanders.  Published on 

website: http://www.ilmb.gov.bc.ca/risc/pubs/tebiodiv/salamanders/assets/psalm.pdf  accessed 28th 

June, 2010. 

 

Stevens V. 1997.  The Ecological Role of Coarse Woody Debris: an overview of the ecological im-

portance of CWD in B.C. forests. Res. Br., B.C. Min. For., Victoria, B.C. Work.Pap. 30/1997. 

 

Sunshine Coast Regional District 2006.  On-line Property Information website: http://opis.scrd.bc.ca/

imf/imf.jsp?site=OPIS  2006 orthophoto accessed 24th May 2012. 

15



14 

Plot 1 
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Central Portion of Plot 1 

Plot 1 Vegetation 
A = tree layer  B = shrubs  C = herbs  D = mosses 

Abbreviations are first four letters of genus and first three of species names 
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Plot 2 

hf 
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Central Portion of Plot 2 

Plot 2 Vegetation 
A = tree layer  B = shrubs  C = herbs  D = mosses 

Abbreviations are first four letters of genus and first three of species names 
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Appendix 2: soil pits from surveyed plots 

 

Plot 1, soil pit 1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Plot 1, soil pit 2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Plot 2 soil pit  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

0-1 cm litter layer 

 

1-11 cm = AH layer moder 

 

 

 

11-38+ cm = B layer, 

50% coarse material (sand 

and small gravel) 

 

 

38 cm + = granite bedrock 

0-1 cm litter layer 

 

1-15 cm = AH layer moder 

 

 

 

 

 

 

15-48 + cm = B layer, 

50% coarse material (sand 

and small gravel) 

 

 

0-1 cm litter layer 
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17-38 cm + B layer 

predominantly clay 
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Plot 1     

Species  Ave. Diameter m Class Length m Volume Cu m 

Fd 0.12 4 2.5 0.03 

Dr 0.40 5 4.5 0.57 

? 0.25 3 4.75 0.21 

Cw 0.75 4 3.25 1.63 

Hw 0.40 2 5.0 0.63 

? 0.30 5 5.0 0.35 

? 0.25 5 6.75 0.31 

? 0.20 5 5.75 0.18 

? 0.40 5 4.25 0.53 

? 0.50 4 1.75 0.34 

Hw 0.25 3 2.25 0.10 

   Total 4.89 

   CWD/Hectare 122.25 

Plot 2     

Dr 0.15 4 15 0.23 

Hw 0.35 3 2.0 0.18 

? 1.50 5 1 1.77 

? 0.20 5 1.0 0.03 

Dr 0.30 2 5.0 0.35 

Cw 2.00 5 2.0 6.28 

Hw 1.00 5 1.0 0.79 

Hw 0.25 3 11.0 0.50 

Cw 1.00 4 1.5 1.18 

Cw 1.00 4 1.0 0.79 

Hw 1.00 5 1.0 0.79 

Dr 0.50 5 1.0 0.20 

   Total 13.08 

   CWD/Hectare 326.94 

Appendix 3 

Coarse Woody Debris lying wholly within each 20 x 20 m plot 

 

Table adapted from Field Manual for Describing Terrestrial Ecosystems 1998.   

 

Species abbreviations 

Cw = Western redcedar, Dr=Red alder, Fd=Douglas-fir,  Hw=Western hemlock 
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Birds 

great blue heron (Ardea Herodias)   mallard (Anas platyrhynchos)  

bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus)  sharp-shinned hawk (Accipiter striatus)  

Cooper’s hawk (Accipiter cooperii)   red-tailed hawk (Buteo jamaicensis)   

merlin (Falco columbianus)    ruffed grouse (Bonasa umbellus)   

band-tailed pigeon (Columba fasciata) 3  barred owl (Strix varia) 2    

northern saw-whet owl (Aegolius acadicus) 2 common nighthawk (Chordeiles minor) 3 

Vaux’s swift (haetura vauxi)       rufous hummingbird (Selasphorus rufus) 2   

red-breasted sapsucker (Sphyrapicus ruber) 2 downy woodpecker (Picoides pubescens) 3   

hairy woodpecker (Picoides villosus) 3  northern flicker (Colaptes auratus cafer) 2   

pileated woodpecker (Dryocopus pileatus) 2  olive-sided flycatcher (Contopus cooperi)  

Hammond’s flycatcher (Empidonax hammondii) Pacific-slope flycatcher (Empidonax difficilis) 2 

Hutton’s vireo (Vireo huttoni)  3   warbling vireo (Vireo gilvus)  2   

Steller’s jay (Cyanocitta stelleri) 3   northwestern crow (Corvus caurinus)    

common raven (Corvus corax) 2   tree swallow (Tachycineta bicolor)    

chestnut-backed chickadee (Poecile rufescens) 2 bushtit (Psaltriparus minimus) 3   

red-breasted nuthatch (Sitta canadensis) 2  brown creeper (Certhia Americana) 1   

Bewick’s wren (Thryomanes bewickii)   Pacific wren (Troglodytes pacifica)  1   

golden-crowned kinglet (Regulus satrapa)  ruby-crowned kinglet (Regulus calendula)   

Townsend’s solitaire (Myadestes townsendi)  Swainson’s thrush (Catharus ustulatus)  1   

hermit thrush (Catharus guttatus)   American robin (Turdus migratorius)  1   

varied thrush (Ixoreus naevius)  2   orange-crowned warbler (Vernivora celata) 3  

yellow warbler (Dendroica petechia)   yellow-rumped warbler (Dendroica coronata)  3  

black-throated gray warbler (Dendroica nigrescens) 2 Townsend’s warbler (Dendroica townsendi)

MacGillivray’s warbler (Oporomis tolmiee)  Wilson’s warbler (Wilsonia pusilla)    

western tanager (Piranga ludoviciana) 2  black-headed grosbeak (Pheucticus melanocephalus) 

spotted towhee (Pipilo maculatus)  1   fox sparrow (Passerella unalaschensis)   

song sparrow (Melospiza melodia) 2   white-crowned sparrow (Zonotrichia leucophrys)  

golden-crowned sparrow (Zonotrichia atricapilla) dark-eyed junco (Junco hyemalis) 1    

brown-headed cowbird (Molothrus ater)  red crossbill (Loxia curvirostra)    

pine siskin (Carduelis pinus) 

 

Key: 1 = confirmed breeder 2 = probable breeder  3 = possible breeder. Criteria-Bird Studies Canada (2008). 

 

Butterflies 

western tiger swallowtail (Papilio rutulus)  pale tiger swallowtail (Papilio eurymedon) 

pine white (Neophasia menapia)   cabbage butterfly (Pieris rapae)   

red admiral (Vanessa atalanta)   painted lady (Vanessa cardui)   

mourning cloak (Nymphalis antiopa)   Compton tortoiseshell (Nymphalis vaualbum)  

satyr comma (Polygonia satyrus)   Lorquin’s admiral (Limenitis lorquini)   

Milbert’s tortoiseshell (Nymphalis milberti)  gray hairstreak (Strymon melinus)    

Rosner’s hairstreak (Callophrys rosneri)  spring azure (Celastrina ladon)    

woodland skipper (Ochlodes sylvanoides)    

 

Mammals 
black bear (Ursus americanus)           Columbian blacktail deer (Odocoileus hemionus columbianus)   

raccoon (Procyon lotor pacificus)   Douglas squirrel (Tamiasciurus douglasi mollipilosus) 

little brown myotis (Myotis lucifugus)  house mouse (Mus musculus domesticus) 

 

Reptiles and Amphibians 

northern alligator lizard (Elgaria coerulea)        northern garter snake (Thamnophis ordinoides) 

Ensatina salamander (Ensatina eschscholtzii) 

Appendix 4: Wildlife and birds detected at and adjacent to study site (personal observations) 
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SCRD STAFF REPORT  
   

DATE:  October 30, 2014 
TO:  Community Services Committee – November 13, 2014 

FROM: Carolyn Mortensen, Manager, Parks Services 

RE:  SPORTS FIELD UPDATE 

 
RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
THAT the Community Services Committee receives the “Sport Field Update” 
report for information. 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
At the July 24, 2014 regular meeting of the Board the following recommendation was 
adopted: 
 
 Recommendation No. 14   Use for Sunshine Coast Sports Fields 
 
 THAT a meeting be arranged in early fall of 2014 with the Sunshine 

Coast Regional District (SCRD) and municipalities with SCRD Parks 
and Recreation staff to discuss collaborative use and maintenance of 
Sunshine Coast sports fields; 

 AND THAT staff provide a summary report to this meeting regarding 
current use of Sunshine Coast sports fields and current coordination of 
collaborative use and maintenance; 

 AND FURTHER THAT the staff report include options that explore 
expanding the current Joint Use Agreement to accommodate the use 
and maintenance of Sunshine Coast sports fields. 

 
DISCUSSION 
 
The sports fields on the Sunshine Coast are well used by a variety of ages and user 
groups, including youth, men’s and women’s soccer, field lacrosse, ultimate frisbee and 
baseball in addition to other special events.  There are over 750 children and youth 
currently involved in youth soccer alone, in addition to the men’s and women’s teams 
and other sports use.  These fields are outdoor facilities and have maintenance needs 
and expenses related to them in order to keep them safe and in good working condition. 
 
In keeping with the above resolution, the SCRD hosted a meeting on September 5, 2014 
with staff from other municipalities and SD46 in regards to the Sports Fields on the 
Sunshine Coast.     

B
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Several topics were discussed at this meeting, including collaborative approaches to 
issues on fields, maintenance of the fields, streamlining of booking processes and 
collaboration with user groups.  
 
 
Maintenance of Fields 
 
Municipalities agreed to continue to collaborate with scheduling in regards to deep 
tyning and sanding of the fields as a Vancouver contractor with special equipment does 
this work.  Appendix A (attached) indicates the maintenance expenses for all of the 
fields on the Sunshine Coast.   Some figures were not accessible at the time of printing 
this report.  
 
It is understood that most SD46 elementary school fields are maintained as playing 
fields, rather than sports fields and need to be differentiated as such in regards to 
maintenance.  SCRD fields are maintained at a high level for adult and youth soccer and 
are also booked for lacrosse, ultimate frisbee, baseball and special events.  Additional 
field lighting was also noted as a request from many sports user groups, especially at 
Cliff Gilker sports field.  
 
Dogs on Fields 
 
All stakeholders indicated that off leash dog use on sports fields continues to be an 
issue for all municipalities, and wild geese are also an issue at Ted Dixon Field.  DoS is 
exploring the  creation of a separate dog park in Sechelt as Kinnickinick Field continues 
to have issues and damage from dog use on the fields. It was discussed that many 
Lower Mainland municipalities do not allow dogs on their sports fields, and have 
separate off leash areas for dogs.  A suggestion was made to increase education about 
proper dog etiquette through the local newspapers.  
 
Booking Processes / Sport Field Users 
 
SCRD staff have been sending out weekly field update emails regarding field conditions 
for SCRD fields and Brothers field (ToG).  They also meet twice a year with all sports 
field user groups in the spring and fall to discuss booking times for SCRD fields and 
Brothers field (ToG) and discuss other issues. DoS and Shíshálh Nation would also like 
to join the sports field user meetings as they have been very effective.  
 
A common complaint from sports field users is the lack of a centralized booking system. 
Users must contact SCRD, DoS, Shíshálh Nation and SD46 to book fields for the 
season.  All staff agreed that they would be open to further discussion and exploring a 
centralized booking agreement/system so that sports field users would be able to have 
one contact/system for all of the fields on the Sunshine Coast.  This will be explored in 
more detail at the next sports field stakeholder meeting.  
 
SD46 also brought up the management of invasive species on or near their fields and it 
has been requested that they also be invited to the Invasive Species Community 
meetings. 
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Joint Use of Fields 
 
Currently there is a joint use agreement between the SCRD and SD46, however sports 
fields are not currently included in this agreement.  Joint use is complex and direction 
from the SCRD Board is needed if other municipalities are interested in joining a joint 
use agreement regarding sports fields. SCRD and SD 46 have been working on a draft 
joint use agreement and will be reviewing this at a Joint Use Committee meeting with 
SD46 early in 2015 once new SCRD Board members are appointed to this Committee.  
 
Currently the SD46 Elementary School Facilities are available to rent after 5:00pm and 
most secondary facilities are available to rent after 6:00pm during the school week.  All 
facilities are available to rent on weekends upon request.  There is a booking fee of 
$15.00 for single or multiple bookings and no rental charge for school or youth bookings.  
There is a $10 rental fee for nonprofit groups and $25 rental fee for entrepreneurial 
groups for private profit.  
 
 
SUMMARY 
 
The sports field stakeholder meeting was beneficial for collaboration in regards to 
maintenance and issues that are common between the municipalities and SD46 who 
operate sports fields.   Staff will continue to explore the possibility of another joint 
initiatives including centralized booking system/agreement that could increase the 
efficiency and service level for sports field users.   
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2014 Comparison of Sports Field Maintenance Operations 2011 - 2013 

Field

Irrigation Lights
Ball 
Diamonds Bleachers

Booking 
Hours 
Youth

Booking 
Hours 
Adult Revenue

Maintenance 
Expense

Booking 
Hours 
Youth

Booking 
Hours 
Adult Revenue

Maintenance 
Expense

Booking 
Hours 
Youth

Booking 
Hours 
Adult Revenue

Maintenance 
Expense

District of Sechelt Sport Fields
Hackett Park yes no yes yes 0 $22,000 N/A N/A
Kinnickinick Park yes yes yes yes 0 $61,000 N/A N/A
Picadilly Park yes no yes yes 0 $15,000 N/A N/A

shíshálh Sport Fields
Ted Dixon Park yes yes no yes 280 280 $500 $7,307.00 N/A N/A

SCRD Sport Fields
Lions Field yes no no no 506 171 0 $24,222 638 129 -          $20,684 607 111 -              $21,120
Connor Park yes no yes no 2,610 577 0 $34,103 2,006 455 -          $33,286 2,114 621 -              $19,103
Cliff Gilker Field yes yes yes yes 1,318 1,147 0 $45,749 1,246 1,470 -          $51,570 1,530 1,436 -              $43,481
MaryAnne West Field no no no no 355 164 0 $378 436 223 -          $15 297 301 -              $6,672
Shirley Macey Park yes no no yes 1,322 572 0 $49,822 1,159 519 -          $53,836 1,164 560 -              $43,065

Town of Gibsons Sport Fields
Brothers Park yes no yes no 0 $26,372 $16,720 $13,184

School District 46 Sport Fields $2,282.70 $120,000 $2,317 $189,000 2,476$        N/A
Gibsons Elementary no no no no 398 0 247 0 487 0
Cedar Grove no no yes no 15 0 69.5 0 172 0
Langdale no no no no 159 0 395 0 301 0
Roberts Creek no no no no 12 12 12 12 12 12
Davis Bay no no no no 308 0 413 0 987 0
Sechelt Elementary no no no no 200 0 86 0 28 0
Kinnickinick no no no no 3 0 0 0 3 0
West Sechelt no no no no 206 195 238 260 209 368
Elphinstone no no no no 223 15 170 25 226 0
Pender Habour no no no no 0 0 0 0 0 9
Chatelech no no no no 18 0 140 0 500 0
Maderia Park no no no no 385 24 626 24 721 24
Halfmoon Bay Elem no no no no 194 3 196 0 108 0

2013 2012 2011Amenities
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SCRD STAFF REPORT  
   

DATE:  October 23, 2014 
TO:  Community Services Committee – November 13, 2014 

FROM: Trevor Fawcett, Parks Planning Coordinator 

RE: Top Dressing Sports Fields 
  
 
RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
THAT the Community Services Committee receives the staff report titled Top Dressing 
Sports Fields;  
 
AND THAT the Community Services Committee, in keeping with best practice standards, 
supports that deep tyning & top dressing be conducted annually on sport fields; 
 
AND FURTHER THAT a proposal for an increase to base budget be forthcoming to the 
2015 Parks (650) budget deliberations depending on the preferred option for sanding and 
deep tyning of sports fields 
 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
At the February 13, 2014 regular meeting of the Board, the following recommendations were 
adopted:  
 
087/14 cont. Recommendation No. 35 Community Parks [650] – 2014 R1 Budget 

Proposal 

 THAT the following budget proposal be approved and incorporated into 
the 2014 Round 2 Budget: 

• Budget Proposal 7 – Sand for Top-Dressing Sports Fields, $15,000 
funded from 2013 Surplus; 

 AND THAT $5,000 annual contribution to operating reserves be added 
to 2015 base budget for the future purchase of sand for top-dressing 
sports fields. 

 Recommendation No. 36 Economics of Scale for Sand Purchases 

 THAT a letter be sent to School District 46, Sechelt Indian Government 
District, Town of Gibsons and District of Sechelt suggesting 
participating in economies of scale for the purchase of sand for top-
dressing sports fields. 

C
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089/14 THAT Special Corporate and Administrative Services Committee (R1 
Budget) recommendation No. 37 of January 20, 2014 be received, 
adopted and acted upon as amended, as follows: 

 Recommendation No. 37 Collaboration with Other Jurisdictions 

 THAT staff report to a future Community Services Committee outlining 
the history of correspondence, reports and meetings concerning 
collaboration with other jurisdictions, regarding management and 
maintenance of playing fields and sports fields, with a view to improving 
the collaborative approach. 

   
October 23, 2014, regular meeting of the Corporate and Administrative Services Committee, the 
following recommendation was made:  

 
Recommendation No. 11      Budget Project Status Report – Sand for 
Top Dressing Sports Fields 

The Corporate and Administrative Services Committee recommended 
that staff report to next Community Services Committee Meeting 
regarding the use of local sand to top dress sports fields and its 
inadequacy for drainage of these fields. (Line 105 in the October 2014 
Budget Project Status Report). 

DISCUSSION 
 
Best practice standards for maintaining sports fields includes tyning and sand top dressing on 
an annual basis. Fields that are not regularly maintained develop a layer of thatch that hinders 
drainage and creates a slippery playing service which is a liability. 
 
SCRD fields have historically been treated on a 2-3 year cycle; the fields were last treated in 
2011. With the exception of Lions Field due to its very specific engineered construction, local 
sand has always been used on these sports fields.  The previous direction to staff when the field 
was engineered was that the designated design sand be used for future maintenance on Lions 
Field. 
 
Top dressing a sports field has many purposes and benefits, including: 
 

• reducing thatch layer; 
• providing a nonslip playing surface; 
• smoothing and leveling the surface; 
• filling cracks and gaps; 
• improving or altering the root zone structure; 
• improving over seed or sprig establishment; 
• helping conserve moisture; 
• aiding in recovery from damage or vertical mowing, and; 
• reducing turf disease. 
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Top dressing is not intended to improve drainage but over time can provide a more permeable 
layer in fields built on organic material. Aeration is completed by punching cores into the field 
that are approximately 6 to 8 inches deep and ¾’ wide. At the same time a half inch layer of 
sand is spread over the field. The sand does not necessarily fill the voids created by the tynes. 
 
Connor, Shirley Macey and Cliff Gilker sports fields are not engineered sports fields. They were 
built on top of native organic material. Over the years, the SCRD has improved the drainage on 
these fields using a number of different methods including sand banding and installing drain 
pipes and perimeter drainage. Lions Field, by comparison, is a fully engineered sports field 
using a comprehensive drainage system running underneath 18” of structured drain sand. The 
sand used on Lions Field is recommended for constructing sand turf fields. There is no source 
for this sand within the Regional District; the closest sources are Vancouver Island and the 
Fraser River. 
 
Sand used for sports fields should not contain fines, clay, salt or be angular in construction.  
Sand is graded by testing flow through a series of sieves and recording the percent retained. 
Using these numbers, engineers can determine which sand meets the requirements for a 
certain application. There is a sieve analysis recommended for sand used in constructing sports 
fields, although this sand can be used for top dressing sports fields.  For sand banding 
operations, the sieve specification used for Lions Field does drain more efficiently than the 
locally available sand.   
 
 In April 2012, the SCRD commissioned Mr. Corrie Almack, P. Ag. to review the available sand 
options.  He determined that local sand was a reliable source for top dressing for Connor, Gilker 
and Shirley Macey sports fields.  Local golf courses, municipalities the shíshálh Nation and 
School District 46 all use locally available sand for top dressing their turf installations. 
 
 
 
 
2014 TOP DRESSING OPERATION 
 
During 2014 budget discussions, the shíshálh Nation offered to secure transportation costs for 
the delivery of Fraser River sand by barge from Vancouver. The proposal was to deliver a barge 
of Fraser River sand that would supply enough material to top dress the SCRD’s and shíshálh 
Nation’s sports fields.  
 
Discussion ensued with the shíshálh Nation and the final estimated cost for sand, trucking and 
barging of Fraser River sand for SCRD and shíshálh Nation was $36,000 with barging costs 
totaling $22,000. The SCRD had $15,000 in their budget, the Band had $6,000. The SCRD and 
Band agreed that they didn’t have enough money for a combined effort so each party organized 
their own work plan for top dressing their fields.  
 
The SCRD contracted Farm Tech Turf Services from Vancouver to tyne and top dress the 
sports fields. Cost to transport equipment and complete the work, not including sand, was 
approximately $9,500.00. Staff made the decision, in keeping with previous direction and 
practice to use Fraser River sand as specified in the original design for Lions Field and use local 
sand for the other three fields. The cost for Fraser River sand delivered to Lions Field was 
$5,222.00 for 4 loads.  The other fields required 30 loads of local sand that cost $9,090.00 
delivered. All fields were completed within budget. 
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SCRD staff did reach out to SD46, Town of Gibsons, District of Sechelt and the shíshálh Nation 
to suggest joint participation in sports field maintenance. There was collaboration with DoS in 
booking Farm Tech Turf Services, however each group had its own maintenance schedule, 
budget limitations and preferred top dressing material so there wasn’t an opportunity to combine 
efforts. Discussions will continue with these groups with a view to collaborating on field 
maintenance. The shíshálh Nation is very interested in continuing the discussion. 
 
FINANCIAL 
 
The following table compares the costs of material and transportation for supplying sand. 
To top dress the four SCRD sports fields requires 30 truckloads of material. 
 
 

SOURCE Cost per Truck Load  (12 cubic yards) 
            

  Sand Barge Ferry Truck Cost per 
Truck Load 

            
Fraser River Sand (Barge) $197.25 $733.00   $143.00 $1073.25 
Fraser River Sand (Ferry) $197.25   $200.00 $750.00 $1,147.25 
Local Sand $146.58     $143.00 $289.58 
            

 
 
Options 
 

1) Barge Fraser Valley sand for all fields     $ 32,198.00 
2) Truck Fraser Valley sand for Lions Field, use local sand on other fields $ 13,800.00 
3) Barge and stock pile (4 years) Fraser Valley sand for all SCRD fields  $ 58,830.00 

 
These options include supply and delivery of sand only.  Tyning and application of sand is an 
additional cost of approximately $9,000.00.  Option 3 would allow the SCRD to reduce the barge 
costs by filling the barge and stockpiling the sand for use in future years.  The current amount 
for top dressing included in the base budget for 2015 is $13,282.00, however an additional 
$9,518.00 is needed for tyning and application of sand.   
 
SUMMARY 
 
The SCRD Parks Division has a large investment in four quality sports fields used by many 
different ages and sports organizations on the coast. By following best practices for sports field 
maintenance, these fields can be kept in a healthy and safe condition. This report recommends 
that funding be added to Function 650 base budget to allow for annual tyning and top dressing 
of these assets as detailed in Option 2. 
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SCRD STAFF REPORT 
   

DATE:  October 29, 2014 
TO:  Community Services Committee – November 13, 2014 

FROM: Bruce Bauman – Acting GM Community Services 

RE:  Community Response to Ice Availability 

 
RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
THAT the Community Services Committee receives the Community Response to Ice 
Availability report for information; 
 
AND THAT building new markets for ice could be a focus when discussing the budget 
proposal of 1 FTE Recreation Program Coordinator in  2015. 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The Corporate and Administrative Services Committee, at their October 23, 2014 meeting 
passed the following recommendation: 
  
Recommendation No. 4 Recreation Facilities [616-621] 3rd Quarter Variance 

 The Corporate and Administrative Services Committee 
 recommended that staff report to the next Community Services 
 Committee regarding the impact of the 2013/2014 Sechelt Arena 
 Closure to recreation scheduling and a synopsis of the community 
 response to ice time availability. 

DISCUSSION 
 
In keeping with the 2005 referendum the Gibsons and Area Community Centre Arena opened 
on March 30, 2008. In the fall of 2008 the SCRD, for the first time was able to offer ice to users 
at both the Gibsons and Area Community Centre Arena and the Sunshine Coast Arena. 
 
In the spring of 2012 a mechanical failure of the cooling system at the Sunshine Coast Arena 
saw this facility unavailable for ice rentals for the 2012/2013 ice season (September through 
March). 
 
Prior to the offering of two arenas in March 2008  the Sunshine Coast Arena offered an average 
of 102 hours/week of rentals and program on the Sunshine Coast. 
 
 
 
 
 

D
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The following is a table of ice rentals and program at available arenas since 2011 using the 
third week of October as a reference point. 
 

Year Youth User Adult User SCRD Program Total Hours/Week 
2011 72.5 30 37.25 139.75 
2012  

(One Arena fall 
2012/spring 2013) 

54 18 20 92 

2013 71 23.5 40 134.5 
2014 74.5 29 30.75 134.25 

 
 
Some key points to highlight from the above table: 
 

1) There are approximately 200 hours per week available for use at SCRD arenas (100 per 
facility) 
 

2) Previous to 2008 the Sunshine Coast Arena offered an average of 102 hours/week of 
rentals and program to the Sunshine Coast. 
 

3) There was only one arena operating in the fall of 2012 (fall 2012 and spring 2013) due to 
a mechanical failure. 
 

4) Adult rentals have increased substantially since 2012 (One result is that SCRD staff now 
manage/coordinate the men’s league with the basis being community engagement and a 
strict code of conduct. 
 

5) Youth rentals have increased marginally on a decreasing demographic primarily due to 
minor hockey. Speed skating does not exist any longer and skate club is maintaining 
their current share with limited growth.  
 

6) SCRD programs are at a level that match community interest and resources. 
 
Looking forward into 2015 and beyond the community response to ice time availability could be 
a focus which would see increased growth.  Specifically, the Parks and Recreation Master Plan 
adopted on January 23, 2014 makes comment specifically on page 49 regarding the building of 
new markets for ice programs and services. 
 
Building a New Market 
 
“Given the current population numbers of the SCRD, it is possible to build a clientele to 
support two ice rinks. It will take considerable focus and resources to find and build new 
clients particularly after a one year closure in which, presumably, recreation patterns of 
historical users will have changed. 
 
The current arena focused staff, positioned at GACC have a number of other important 
duties, such as managing the Gibsons recreation facilities that take them away from this 
major task.” 
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SCRD STAFF REPORT 
   

DATE:  October 27, 2014 
TO:  Community Services Committee – November 13, 2014 

FROM: Bruce Bauman – Acting GM Community Services 

  Deb Cole – Manager Pender Harbor Aquatic and Fitness Centre 

RE:  PHAFC Energy Study, Research and Geo-Thermal Project 

 
RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
THAT the Community Services Committee receives the PHAFC Energy Study, Research 
and Geo-Thermal Project report for information. 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The Corporate and Administrative Services Committee, at their October 23, 2014 meeting 
passed the following recommendation: 
  
Recommendation No. 9 Budget Project Status Report – Energy Study:  Research and 

Geo-Thermal Project 

The Corporate and Administrative Services Committee 
recommended that staff report to the next  Community Services 
Committee Meeting with more details on the status of the Energy 
Study:  Research and Geo-Thermal Project with School District 46 
(Line 67 in the October 2014 Budget Project Status Report). 

DISCUSSION 
 
The 2013 Geo-Thermal Project with School District 46 did not progress once the initial research 
was complete. This project by Carnotech was partially funded in 2013 by the SCRD at a cost of 
$2000.   
 
Staff working with the SCRD Corporate Energy Manager identified an Energy Study project as 
part of the 2014 financial plan for the Pender Harbor Aquatic and Fitness Centre. This study had 
an anticipated cost of $6,000 with an anticipated grant of $3000 from BC Hydro.     
 
A BC Hydro grant for this project has been awarded to the SCRD in the amount of $2,444. The 
SCRD portion will not exceed the original $3,000 as detailed in the 2014 financial plan.  
 
At time of writing E-Factor engineering consultants have been awarded the contract and are in 
process with this energy study for the Pender Harbor Aquatic and Fitness Centre. 
 
Results of the study are expected to be in time to consider a project(s) which will be brought 
forward as a Budget Proposal for inclusion in the 2015 financial plan. 
 

E
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SCRD STAFF REPORT 
   

DATE:  October 27, 2014 
TO:  Community Services Committee – November 13, 2014 

FROM: Bruce Bauman – Acting GM Community Services 

RE:  911 Conversion Upgrade  

 
RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
THAT the Community Services Committee receives the 911 Conversion Upgrade report 
for information. 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
At the June 26, 2014 meeting of the SCRD Board the following resolution was adopted: 
  
Resolution 361/14  THAT the General Manager, Community Services report concerning  

Co-location Agreements VDT and VUB E-Comm be received; 

 AND THAT the Corporate Officer and Chair be authorized to sign the co-
location agreements for VDT (Vancouver downtown 650 West Georgia 
Street) and VUB (2725 Melfa Road UBC) for the SCRD 9-1-1 fire 
service. 

DISCUSSION 
 
This long awaited project has seen the following recent updates: 
 

1. The VDT (Scotia Tower) antenna equipment was installed recently by Island 
Communications. It was a successful installation and requires ECOMM to do final 
equipment connections at that site. 

2. The VUB (UBC) antenna equipment was installed and tested recently by Island 
Communications. It was a successful installation and requires ECOMM to do final 
equipment connections at that site. 

3. The upgrade dispatch screen configurations at ECOMM to help simplify and streamline 
the dispatchers work when dispatching SCRD 911 fire calls has been completed and 
tested over both voice and radio paging. ECOMM techs reported that these tests were 
successful. SCRD staff assisted with these tests. 

4. SCRD staff will continue to be involved with comprehensive dual link testing for each 
SCRD site (6 total) to confirm complete functionality over the dual link system prior to 
final cut-over. This is to be done by ECOMM dispatchers and Island Communications on 
the coast. Once these tests are completed successfully the final transition can be done 
very quickly (i.e. less than 1 day).  

F
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5. ECOMM will be preparing final tests in early Dec 2014 in conjunction with Island 
Communications. ECOMM's preparation includes the preparation of a step by step 
transition plan put in a document (completed by ECOMM, consultant and SCRD staff) 
training of their dispatchers for the changes, and assistance by each fire department to 
complete these last tests. These tests will include dispatch pages, two way voice calls 
with ECOMM dispatch, the use of new paging cap codes via radio and dial-up 
interconnects. 

6. Upon successful completion of the final tests ECOMM and the SCRD will agree on the 
final transition day. 

7. Once transitioned all SCRD Fire Departments will continue to operate as they do now, 
but do so knowing that if a fire department is communicating with dispatch then 
concurrent new dispatch pages can be made on the second link without delay.  

8. The new console screen design which incorporates certain techniques have been 
implemented to allow dispatchers to determine which SCRD fire department is 
transmitting to ECOMM dispatch on the shared voice radio link. This is an important 
improvement for all. 

 
It is anticipated that the conversion will be complete by year end. 
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SCRD STAFF REPORT 
   

DATE:  November 6, 2014 

TO:  Community Services Committee – November 13, 2014 

FROM: John France, Chief Administrative Officer 

RE:  GRANTHAMS HALL 
 

RECOMMENDATION(S) 

THAT the Chief Administrative Officer’s report titled “Granthams Hall” be received. 

 

PURPOSE: 

The purpose of this report is to report out on the minutes of the Granthams Hall meeting on the 
replacement of the septic system and to provide options on potential next steps. 
 

Granthams Septic          

498/14               THAT the CAO, Acting General Manager of Community Services, Corporate 
Officer and Treasurer’s In Camera Report concerning Granthams Funding 
Options (Revised) be received; 

                                      AND THAT the Parks Services Manager’s Draft Granthams Water User 
Meeting outline dated Monday, October 6, 2014 be received; 

                                      AND THAT the Granthams Funding Options (Revised) report be amended as 
follows: 

 the “Total Cost” estimate for Lot A be amended to $77,000 in the Septic 
Options by Location table 

 the “Total Cost” estimate for Lot 5 be amended to $87,000 in the Septic 
Options by Location table 

 delete “and the service would then cease to exist.”, at the bottom of page 
2; 

 
                                      AND THAT the amended Granthams Funding Options (Revised) report and the 

Draft Granthams Water User Meeting outline be forwarded electronically to 
Director Turnbull on Friday, October 3rd, for circulation to Granthams Water 
Users prior to the October 6th meeting; 

             AND FURTHER THAT the amended Granthams Funding Options (Revised) 
report and the Draft Granthams Water User Meeting outline be provided in hard 
copy format for the Monday, October 6th meeting. 

G
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Staff Report to Community Services Committee – November 13, 2014 
Regarding Granthams Hall  Page 2 of 4 
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DISCUSSION: 
 
Staff have prepared the minutes from the meeting held at Granthams Hall on October 6th to 
discuss the septic replacement issue, please see the attached minutes. The purpose of the 
meeting was: 

 To inform Grantham water users and the public of the current situation and possible 
options for replacing the present septic system 

 To seek their opinions on their preferred location for Granthams Hall Septic replacement.  
 
The two approved funding options were also presented. 
 
The participants raised many important issues during the meeting, as evidenced by the attached 
minutes. In summary, 

 There appeared to be agreement that the siting of the septic system at any of the three 
proposed sites would not negatively impact the water system. 

 Residents did not want to see any trees taken down at any of the site options. 
 Parking is a major concern to local residents, especially when the Hall is in use. 
 Residents were generally in favor of purchasing Lot 1, expressing the view that it would 

be a valuable addition to the community park. 
 Residents expressed that they did not accept the two funding options contained in the 

materials (Area F mainland or GLID residents only). 
 Residents expressed that they wished the purchase to be funded by all (SCRD) 

residents. 
 
Staff have considered these comments and offer the following points for discussion: 
 
A. Parking has been a consistent issue raised when activities occur at the Hall. It is noted that 

activities have declined in recent years, however, a solution should developed to mitigate 
parking issues due to activities held at the Hall.  
 
Recommendation: 
The parking situation around the Hall should be reviewed by a traffic consultant with 
the view of looking at options to improving parking availability. This could be 
accomplished through investigation of road widening, use of lot 11, acquisition of lot 
1 – or other options determined by a consultant. Staff should be directed to prepare a 
Budget Proposal for the 2015 Budget. 

 
B. The placement of the septic system on lot A was determined not to be an issue (for the 

water system) by the consultants. The residents also appeared to be in agreement that the 
septic placement was not an issue for the water system. Staff will give careful consideration 
to the tree issues raised by the community – to minimize any impacts. 
 
Recommendation: 
Placement of the septic system on lot A is a viable solution to septic problem. Staff 
should be directed to prepare a Budget Proposal for the 2015 Budget. 

 
C. The acquisition of lot 1 was discussed at length and there were several suggestions that this 

would be a valuable additional to the Park system in the area. As this is a separate issue 
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from the septic system replacement, staff suggest considering the recommendations 
contained within the Parks and Recreation Master Plan to determine the fit of Lot 1 within 
our Parks system. Here is the relevant recommendation from the plan: 

 
Recommendation 8: 
Establish criteria and acquire additional parkland where environmental and recreation 
resources need to be protected and where there are gaps in park-related services (see 
Appendix I for draft criteria). 

 Adopt and implement the proposed park-classification system, and use it as a tool 
to 
guide parkland acquisition, planning, design, and management. 

 Establish a development cost charge (DCC) program for parkland acquisition and 
development. 

 See Appendix I for additional detail on the recommendation. 
 
From Appendix 1 for Recommendation 8 
 
 Criteria for parkland acquisition: 

- Land provides or improves connectivity with other parks and trails. 
- Property provides access to waterfront (ocean or lakes). 
- Land contributes to the parks system in terms of aesthetic values and/or recreation 
opportunities. 
- Land has environmental value, natural resources at risk, or high potential for 
environmental enhancement. 
- Land has cultural/historic value. 
- Land is adjacent to and improves the quality of an existing park. 
- Land appeals to the community and helps to meet the needs of the community. 
- Land is in a location that is currently underserved and/or where population is 
increasing. 
- Site will support accessibility, i.e., the potential number of people able to access the 
park. 
- Cost is reasonable, or an opportunity arises to obtain land that may be suitable as 
parkland. 
- Cost and efforts needed to maintain park are manageable. 
- There is alignment with other SCRD initiatives, e.g., OCP. 

        
 Additional details on parkland acquisition: 

- When acquiring 5% parkland from subdivision, this parkland should be suitable for 
active recreation and not normally include environmentally sensitive or hazard lands, 
which should be separate. Cash-in-lieu obtained through development should be 
used for acquisition of appropriate parkland. 
- Partner with others to establish parks where there is environmental value and/or 
recreation value on Crown lands, especially at the urban interface and if lands are 
threatened, e.g., UREP acquisition. 
- Establish a program for acquiring future parkland through trust agreements and 
bequests. 
- Maintain a list of potential parkland acquisitions from the previous Parks Master 
Plan, SCRD lists, and OCPs. Monitor potential opportunities to acquire these 
parcels. 
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53. Re-examine the role of RPSAC as part of the regional recreation governance review 
earmarked for 2015. 
 
The governance model and terms of reference states that the Board can and will refer 
issues to RPSAC. With the reestablishment of this committee in 2014 with board members 
sitting under the new terms of reference it would be a natural to examine acquisition, and 
formulate policy and procedure. 

 
Staff suggest that the purchase of Parks lands should be developed through the 
establishment of criteria “where environmental and recreation resources need to be 
protected and where there are gaps in park-related services”. The development of draft 
acquisition criteria is a suitable task for Recreation and Parks Services Advisory Committee 
(RPSAC). If the Board considers this appropriate, a timeline should be considered to 
complete the task.  
 
Recommendation. 
The issue of the acquisition of parks land in the Granthams area falls under the 
considerations approved within the Parks and Recreation Master Plan and therefore 
should be referred to the RPSAC for the development of Parks Acquisitions 
Criteria/Guidelines. On completion of the guidelines, the properties under 
consideration in all areas may be assessed using the criteria/guidelines.  
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS: 
 
That Staff be directed to prepare a Budget Proposal for the 2015 budget to look at the 
parking issues around Granthams Hall and to develop options to resolve the parking issues. 
 
That Staff be directed to prepare a Budget Proposal for the 2015 budget to look at the 
placement of the septic system on lot A as well as the other Hall improvements for 
wastewater and kitchen grey water.  
 
That the issue of the acquisition of electoral park lands be considered as part of the Parks 
and Recreation Master Plan and therefore referred to the Recreation and Parks Services 
Advisory Committee for the development of Parks Acquisitions Guidelines, to be completed 
by May 2015. 
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Granthams Water User Meeting 
                                         Monday, October 6, 2014 

Granthams Hall, 846 Church Road 
           COMMUNITY MEETING NOTES 

 
 
 
 
 
CALL TO ORDER 7:30 PM 
 
1. Welcome – Garry Nohr, Area B Director & SCRD Board Chair 

 Donna Shugar – Area D Director 
 Frank Mauro – Area A Director 
 Lorne Lewis – Area E Director 
 Lee Turnbull – Area F Director 

Darnelda Siegers – District of Sechelt Director 
Lee Anne Johnson – Alternate Director Town of Gibsons 

 John France – SCRD CAO 
 Trevor Fawcett – Parks Planning Coordinator 
 Geri Gelineau – Parks Secretary 
 

 

2. Purpose and Overview – John Talbot, Facilitator 
 

 

3. Consultants  –  Bert Telder – Telder Engineering 
 Ben Smale – Western Geotechnical Consultants Ltd. 
 Darren Molder – Vancouver Coastal Health 

 

 

4. Review of Options 
 

5. Questions & Comments 
 

 
NOTES: 
 
1. Garry Nohr, SCRD Chair welcomed the community members and thanked them for their  
presence.  SCRD staff and Board members were then introduced.   
 
John Talbot, Facilitator, described the current situation regarding the septic system and  gave 
a brief overview of how the meeting would be run.  Each person will be asked to  express their 
thoughts and opinions after all the information has been shared and  clarified. 
 
2.Purpose of the meeting:  to inform Grantham water users and the public of the current 
situation and possible options for replacing the present septic system 
 
To seek their opinions on their preferred location for Granthams Hall Septic replacement.  
  

 

 

H
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3. The three consultants (noted under 3 above) were hired by the SCRD to study, report and 
give options regarding what type and where a new septic system should be placed  at 
Granthams Hall: 
 
Director Turnbull thanked everyone for coming to the meeting and described the history  of 
Granthams Hall.  The hall was built in the 1930’s and was originally a United Church.   The 
building was turned into a community hall in the 1970’s and was at that time  managed by 
the local homeowners association; then the Granthams Landing  Improvement District 
(GLID) took it over.  In 2008 GLID turned over the hall and   
 
She informed the community members of the failing septic system that is currently located on 
Lot 1/Lot A and how the washrooms, that were added later, are on the road  allowance.  
She is hoping, with the help of this community consultation, that a decision  can be made 
regarding where the new septic system should be placed. 
 
It was agreed that all the questions should be answered in a Q and A section at the  back 
of the minutes. The following chart was distributed and discussed at the meeting: 
 

Options Ownership Replacement 
Type 

Impact determined by 
Engineers 

Cost 
Estimate 

Cost to Taxpayers 

Lot A SCRD Type 3 
Advanced 

Environment: 
May need to remove 1-2 
trees 
Water: None 
Slope Stability: None 

$77,000 
SCRD 
Capital 
Costs 

$77,000 SCRD Electoral Area 
taxpayers 

Lot 1 Private Type 3 
Advanced  

Environment: None 
Water: None 
Slope Stability: None 

$78,400 
SCRD 
Capital 
Cost plus 
$180,451 
land 
acquisition 

$78,400 SCRD Electoral Area 
taxpayers 
$180,451 approximately for 
land acquisition – voter 
approval required 
Area F - $1.42 per $100,000 
of residential tax assessment 
OR 
Grantham’s Water 
Improvement Area - $43.82 
per $100,000 residential tax 
assessment 

Lot 5 SCRD Type 3 
Advanced 

Environment:  
Remove 3-4 trees 
Water: None 
Slope Stability: None 
provided setbacks are 
adhered to 

$87,000 
SCRD 
Capital 
Costs 

$87,000 SCRD Electoral Area 
taxpayers 

The three consultants described the three options from a technical perspective: 
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Mr. Bert Telder, of Telder Engineering discussed the three reports he provided to the SCRD 
regarding the replacement of the Grantham’s Hall Septic System.  The following three options 
were discussed: 
 
The lot on which the hall is situated is Lot A.  Lot A is owned by the SCRD as is Lot 5.  Lot 1 is 
privately owned.  Both Lot A and Lot 1 are fronted by Church Street.  Lot 5 encompasses 
Soames Creek and the Grantham’s Landing Water Works (well site).  The hall’s current septic 
system straddles Lot A and Lot 1.   
 
Placement of the septic system on either of the three lots required a risk assessment due to 
site slope, proximity to the creek and to the water works well and whether trees would be 
removed in the process. 
 
Lot A can accommodate an advanced Type 3 treatment system; however, it does not have 
sufficient area to accommodate a Type 1 septic system. Site setbacks could be 
accommodated. 
 
If Lot 5 were used in the area described, it would sufficiently mitigate the identified risks.  
Location of the system on Lot 1 is also acceptable should the SCRD acquire the property and 
risks are suitably mitigated.   
 
With regard to all three sites the risk of contamination associated with a wastewater treatment 
system in proximity to the Grantham’s Water Works is exceedingly small.  
 
For all locations, an advanced treatment (type 3) system is recommended.   
 
Mr. Ben Smale of Western Geotechnical Consultants Ltd. was commissioned by the SCRD to 
provide a geotechnical assessment report for the proposed Grantham’s Hall Septic System 
Upgrade.  The assessment report was discussed as follows:  
 
The area is geographically located near the valley of Soames Creek.  This creek has shown 
active potential to erosion and slope correction sliding events. The subject area of the 
proposed septic system was analyzed with respect to static and dynamic slope stability 
utilizing a Limit Equilibrium Analysis.  This analysis utilized the geometry of the slope, 
subsurface materials, and modeling to determine the overall factor of safety for a given slope.   
 
The results of the analysis performed indicates that the slope does undergo erosive and slope 
stability correction events, including sloughing and sliding, but that such movement is relatively 
controlled and predictable over the life of the septic system.  A minimum setback distance of 
7.5 m from the top of the slope was provided for the proposed septic system on all three site 
options. 
 
Mr. Darren Molder representing Vancouver Coastal Health spoke to the regulations around 
septic systems and proximity to water wells. He stated there was a minimal risk to the water 
well because the distance to the three septic locations (approx.50m) being considered is 
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considerably further than the distance required by regulation (30m).The proposed system 
would be the same system as a residential household system.  Mr. Telder estimated that about 
85% of the systems he has installed on the Coast are Type 3.  Currently the grey water from 
the kitchen drains into Lot 5. 
 
Regarding tree removal, if Lot 5 is to be the site for the proposed system approximately 1- 3 
trees would need to be removed. If Lot A is to be the site used approximately 3 trees would 
need to be removed.  If Lot 1 was used, some trees may need to be removed if the taped site 
is used but this will not be known until the area is exposed to show the extent of the tree root 
balls. Alternately, no trees would have to be removed if the system is put on the site of the 
home after its removal. There were general concerns regarding tree removal on Lot A and Lot 
5.  Trees could impact the function of the system as roots of the trees could damage the 
system.  It was noted that parking on top of the septic system would require extra system 
engineering.    
 
Director Turnbull noted that the property was appraised at $242,000, however, the SCRD 
could purchase it for $179,000.  However, there are also two other acquisition options to 
consider, both requiring a public approval process. The first would involve all voters in 
mainland Area F and the second would be to ask Granthams water users only (GLID).   
 
Discussion ensued regarding the need for more parking.  It was noted that when the hall is in 
use, parking is very difficult with vehicles congesting the road and sometimes blocking 
driveways.  Directors noted that parking and location for a new septic system are two different 
issues and should be dealt with separately.  Staff may be able to come up with a solution to 
the parking issue without spending $179,000. 
 
Discussions ensued regarding the impact on water, time of travel and the direction of effluent 
fluid.  The consultants were confident that a type 3 system would be installed.  All options have 
over a 50 metre setback from the well and the direction of the water travel is away from the 
well.  A soil assessment and study of the slope structure was how the assessment of direction 
was determined.  There were minimal concerns stated regarding slope stability by any of the 
consultants.  
 
Mr. Telder recommended a system be set in place that has a low operating cost.  If not used 
over capacity, Eco Flow will last longer and can handle a 200% temporary overload, no power 
is required for treatment and it’s easier to maintain.  The system is an aerobic system, so less 
smell.  Life span of the system is 10 years at 500 gallons per day every day.  If not used every 
day, the lifespan is longer.  System like this would roughly last 15 to 20 yrs, based on 
anticipated flow from the hall.  Since the washrooms are situated on road easement it would be 
best to move washrooms to the back of the hall.   
 
With Lot A and Lot 5, Director Turnbull is concerned regarding the stability of the slope due to 
tree removal and would like to see Lot 1 purchased for the new system and additional parking. 
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Discussion ensued on whether other funding options were available. John France noted that 
the Board had considered all options to fund the project, including the use of parks acquisition 
and operating reserves, and Parks operating (taxation) funds. 
 
There were also concerns of the water runoff coming through Reed Road.   
 
John Talbot asked each individual at the meeting to express their preferred direction after 
reflecting on the information presented: 
 

• Not concerned of the water safety of the 3 options.  Preference to hang on to the trees. 
Can’t believe how much money has been spent on this issue.  SCRD should consider 
linking crown land with SCRD parks.  Look into the future and recognize that this area 
should be linked to Soames Park. I thought the first person stressed that he did not 
want to pay any additional taxes  

• Don’t want taxes to go up.  Many people use the hall and the Grantham’s wharf.  
Funding should be spread out to the other areas. 

• Hall is a great resource for the entire area.  For this hall to be a real hall, parking is 
required.  The board needs to look at the bigger view of this resource. 

• Grantham’s hall is a regional resource.  Sounds like a much broader issue than just a 
septic tank. 

• Lee Anne Johnston, alternate director for Gibsons.  Raises a serious issue that is the 
value of regional parks and the value of Lot 1 to the SCRD.  Is this a valuable 
contribution that can be used?  She thought Yes.  

• Would be in favour of Lot A if there is a cost to the other options. 
• Talk of a land swap, Lot 1 for Lot 11. 
• Require parking but doesn’t want additional costs. 
• Sounds like it should be a regional responsibility. 
• Should be a regional issue and a regional cost as it is a regional resource.  Why has it 

taken so long for this issue to be brought up?  Would like to keep the trees. 
• Grantham’s hall is a regional facility, the SCRD needs to maintain it.  Lot 1 would add 

parking and value to this facility. 
• Received a great deal of property when the SCRD took the property over.  Not just a 

local problem. Why can’t the road be widened and add a culvert, then you could put 
more parking in.  Adding road easement to the regional park.  

• GLID gave all their assets to the SCRD, SCRD should purchase Lot 1. 
• Spoke to MoTI(ministry of transportation) regarding filling in drain space for parking.   
• SCRD should pick up the ball, recognize GLID gave them prime property. 
• Great resource and should be dealt with by the SCRD. 
• Supports the purchase of Lot 1.  The wharf has been maintained by local volunteers. 
• Should be considered a regional resource. Should be a regional issue, especially with 

all the volunteer work on the wharf. 
• Would like to see an expansion for the community.  The SCRD cannot go wrong by 

purchasing Lot 1 for the future. 
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• Don’t know enough about what is going on to comment. 
• Does not know a lot of the background.  Didn’t realize parking was an issue and thinks 

that Lot 1 would be good value. 
• Not any other option than purchasing Lot 1.  Don’t want to see trees being lost. People 

love the hall and that it attaches to the park.   
• The SCRD should purchase the lot and maintain it for everyone, not just Grantham’s 

residents. 
• Would like to see the lot purchased.  Kids play on the street, still have a safe 

community. Would be safer to have the SCRD purchase Lot 1. Can’t afford to lose any 
more trees. 

• Would like to see the SCRD purchase Lot 1.  Funds are available.  
• Don’t mind taxes to go up to improve services.  
• Thanks to Lee for all her hard work. 

 
This will be a public document and will be placed on the SCRD web site. 
Lee thanked everyone for their thoughts and noted that Lot 11 remains in the regional water 
function not in the parks function.   
 
Questions and Answers 
 

1. A community member questioned where the current water is coming from and how is it 
treated?   

 
It was noted that the water is still coming from the original Granthams well. However, it 
could be supplemented, if required, from the Soames tank or Chapman Creek. Water is 
being treated with chlorine as it was prior to the SCRD taking it over.  

 
 

2. It was asked that if Lot 1 is not purchased would a setback be required?  
 

The answer is yes a setback is required and could be accommodated on either lot 5 or 
lot A. 

 
 

3. There was a question regarding using composting toilets? 
 

It was noted that composting toilets are mainly used when water is limited and that there 
is a very high maintenance requirement (with composting toilets).  

 
 

4. It was asked if the existing septic system could be remediated?   
 

The answer was yes, it can either be filled in or pulled out completely. 
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5. If Lot 1 is not purchased where would the reserve money go?   
 

Parks acquisition reserve funds would stay in the parks function.   
 
 

6. The question was asked - Why hasn’t Lot 11 hasn’t been sold?   
 

Lot 11 was put up for sale but due to market conditions, the sale was subsequently put 
on hold temporarily. 

 
 

7. A question was raised about the funding support given by the SCRD to the GLID area. 
 

SCRD had invested $800,000 in the GLID and area water systems, $360,000 came 
from SCRD taxpayers and $400,000 came by provincial grant. 
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SUNSHINE COAST REGIONAL DISTRICT  
DAKOTA RIDGE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

October 22, 2014 
  

 
RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE DAKOTA RIDGE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
MEETING HELD IN THE CEDAR ROOM OF THE SUNSHINE COAST REGIONAL 
DISTRICT OFFICES, 1975 FIELD ROAD, SECHELT, BC 
  
 
PRESENT: Chair R. Skene 
 Members D. Fugge  
  M. Paddison 
  J. Mani 
  A. Dowle 
  C. Robben 
   
 
ALSO PRESENT: Parks Planning Coordinator S. Adams 
 Recorder          G. Gelineau 
 Assistant Parks Supervisor M. Frenette 
  U. Pfaeffli 
   
ABSENT: Parks Services Manager C. Mortensen 
  C. Moore 
  K. Peterson 
    
 
CALL TO ORDER   5:06 p.m. 
 
AGENDA  The Agenda was adopted as received. 
 
MINUTES 
 
Recommendation No. 1 Minutes 
 
The Dakota Ridge Advisory Committee recommended that the minutes of the meeting held May 
27, 2014 be received. 
 
 
COMMUNICATIONS 
 
2014/2015 Marketing Plan 
 
Sam reviewed highlights of the DR Marketing and Communications Plan as follows: 

• Background info 

I
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• Budget 
• Goals 
• Target Audiences 
• Key Messages and   
• Call to Action 

 
 
Recommendation No. 2 Marketing and Communications Plan 
 
The Dakota Ridge Advisory Committee recommended that the Draft Dakota Ridge Marketing 
and Communications Plan be received; 
 
AND THAT the line item BC Ferries Magazine for $500 be removed from the Marketing Plan; 
 
AND FURTHER that the Sunshine Coast Loppet be included in the Marketing Plan with a 
budget amount of $500.   
 
Jami M. owner/operator of Alpha Adventures will be participating in the North Van Mountain 
Equipment Co-op Snow Festival being held November 15th and noted it would be a great 
opportunity to promote DR with handout material and would be happy to do that.     Douglas F. 
mentioned he has connection with BC Ferries and will see what he can do to promote DR there. 
 
Discussion ensued regarding promoting DR with a radio station contest through Mountain FM. 
This would be a 1- 2 week promo partnered with Sunshine Tourism.  Prize package could entail 
ski/snowshoe passes, ferry passes, accommodations, trail guide and shuttle bus.  
 
Banff Mountain Film Festival will be held Nov. 29th.  Jamie M. offered to ambassador for DR by 
handing out promo material and selling seasons passes.  Geri will be talking to Hana Rose, 
Office Coordinator for the Recreation Facilities regarding procedure for selling passes at the 
film festival. 
 
As part of a health and wellness marking plan, in 2013 Celia Robben, on behalf of the DRAC 
drafted a letter requesting corporate candidates to consider purchasing year end gifts of season 
or day passes to Dakota Ridge for their employees.  We will again be offering this to corporate 
candidates but on a more personal level.  Committee members and staff will forward letters to 
management that they personally know from these corporations in order to connect with them 
better.  Geri will forward the letter to Committee members who will add their personal name and 
contact information to them. 
 
 
REPORTS 
 
Recommendation No. 3 Dakota Ridge Operations 
 
The Dakota Ridge Advisory Committee recommended that the Operation reports from the July 
and October Parks Quarterly reports be received as information. 
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Operations Update 
 
The following items were reviewed from the July and October quarterly reports: 
 

• Trails 
• Volunteers 
• Road maintenance 
• Building and equipment 
• Maintenance 

 
Michel informed the committee on the trail widening work that the Wild Fire Management 
Branch did during the summer as part of their training.  The work that was approved by the 
Ministry was to widen parts of the trails from 7 metres to 10 and realign some of the corners.   

There was also some stump cutting. Two volunteer work parties are in motion to remove some of 
the higher stumps by hand. The ones that cannot be done by hand will have Gordon Waters use 
explosives to loosen and then removed by hand winch. The budget for this additional work comes 
from a DR donation pool.  

 
Recommendation No. 4 Wild Fire Management – DR Trail Work 
 
The Dakota Ridge Advisory Committee recommended that a letter of appreciation and 
complimentary Dakota Ridge day passes be sent to the Wild Fire Management crew for the trail 
work they completed. 
 
Discussion ensued regarding the extensive maintenance of the Piston Bully and the likelihood of 
being able to purchase another back up groomer.  Sam noted that this would require a 
contingency plan. 
 
Michel noted that staff is starting to take equipment up the hill in preparation of the 2014/2015 
season and that he had attended a meeting with Search and Rescue.   
 
Volunteer work parties are schedule for Sat. Oct. 25th and Sun. Nov. 2nd.  Geri will be posting the 
information on Face book. 
 
Discount for Repeat Dakota Ridge Seasons Ticket Holders 
 
Letters were sent to 2013/2014 Dakota Ridge Season Pass offering a onetime 10% loyalty 
discount on their 2014-2015 season pass if purchased on or before December 15, 2014. 
 
Sunshine Coast Loppet 
Urs came to discuss and inform DRAC of the first Sunshine Coast Loppet planned for Jan. 31, 
2015.  There will be an ‘Officials’ course being held on Nov 23, 2014 that will require a 
minimum of 8 registrations in order for it to run.  The price for registration is approximately 
$40, however, the organizers are requesting that this amount be subsidized through the 
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Tetrahedron Outdoor Club.  Interested parties can register by contacting Urs or Jim Janke. Also 
advertising for volunteers for the following positions:   
 
PR 
Chief of race 
Chief of course 
Timer 
Chief of marshall 
Chief of finish 
Chief of transportation 
 
Urs will send Ron and outline of the course.  Discussion ensued regarding the planning of the 
Loppet and what may be included in the day. A committee is being formed and the first meeting 
will take place Nov. 5, place TBA. 
 
Jami will produce a website for the race that will also accommodate registration.  Ron will talk 
to Jackrabbits. 
 
NEW BUSINESS 
 
BUSINESS ARISING FROM UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
 
Funding Opportunities 
 
Referred to the Nov. 19th DRAC meeting 
 
NEXT MEETING Nov. 19 @ 5pm 
 
ADJOURNMENT 6:35 p.m. 
 
Parking lot: 

• Promote health and wellness plan to larger corporations on the Sunshine Coast 
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SUNSHINE COAST REGIONAL DISTRICT  
 

RECREATION AND PARKS SERVICES 
 ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

October 23, 2014   
  

 
RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE RECREATION AND PARKS SERVICES ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE MEETING HELD IN THE CEDAR ROOM AT THE SUNSHINE COAST 
REGIONAL DISTRICT OFFICES, 1975 FIELD ROAD, SECHELT, BC 
  
 
PRESENT: Chair Patricia Hunt 
  
 Members Ann Allen 
  Vicki Dobbyn 
  Natasha Gellatly 
  Lura Osborne Smulders 
  Elise Rudland 
  John Stevenson 
  Anne Titcomb 
 DoS Council Darnelda Siegers (part) 
  
      
ALSO PRESENT: Acting GM Community Services/  
 Recreation Services Manager  Bruce Bauman 
 Acting Parks Services Manager Trevor Fawcett 
 Recording Secretary Geri Gelineau 
  
REGRETS: Parks Services Manager Carolyn Mortensen  
  Brenda Wilkes 
  Heather Gordon 
 Area F Director Lee Turnbull 
 DoS Council Darnelda Siegers 
 
 

CALL TO ORDER  5:03 p.m. 

AGENDA   The agenda was received as circulated 
 
MINUTES 

Recommendation No. 1   Recreation and Parks Services Advisory Committee Minutes 

The Recreation and Parks Services Advisory Committee recommended that the minutes of the 
meeting held September 15, 2014 be received as information. 

J
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Trevor Fawcett, Parks Planning Coordinator and Acting Parks Manager introduced himself to the 
committee. 
 
REPORTS 
 
Orientation 
 
Bruce gave an orientation on how the SCRD is governed and what the different Parks and 
Recreation functions are. The overall staffing structure of the Parks and Recreation Divisions 
was reviewed.   
 
Bruce described that SCRD Standing Committees (i.e. Community Services) that make 
recommendations to the Board and RPSAC and the other Advisory Committee’s that report and 
make recommendations to the SCRD Community Services Committee. Additionally a review of 
the roles of advisory committees was discussed 
 
An overview of how the Board is structured and how each area contributes to the different 
functions was noted.  Bruce noted which Area Director represents each area. 
 
 
Recommendation No. 2 Parks and Recreation Services 
 
The Recreation and Parks Services Committee asked that staff bring back to the next November 
meeting the 2011 Service Review for information. 
 
 
Pat Hunt reviewed the following functions and procedures of the Recreation and Parks Services 
Advisory Committee: 
 

• Key documents 
• Key staff 
• Meeting schedule 
• Meeting agendas and how meetings flow 
• Meeting procedures 
• What happens with recommendations that are made by RPSAC 
• What happens if issues come up 
• RPSAC and public consultation/public complaints 

 
It was noticed that some of the phone numbers on the orientation form were incorrect.  Geri will 
amend these and resend the document to the advisory committee members 
 
Budget Update 
 
The 2015 budget process is underway.  The SCRD has a financial sustainability process (base 
budget), Bruce described what that looks like.  The Board has agreed to look at inflationary 
factors and will change the base numbers if there is a need too.  Parks and Recreation work 
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plans, both monetary and non monetary will be reviewed by the Board Thursday October 30th 
then follow up with a budget proposal process.  Decisions will be made as they move through the 
three rounds of budget process.  The final budget will be adopted March 2015. 
 
RPSAC will review and have an orientation of the 10 year Park & Recreation Master Plan at the 
next meeting led by Anne Titcomb and will be making recommendations to the Community 
Services Committee to be considered for 2015 budget based on Master Plan priorities.  
 
It was noted that there could be new elected official appointed to RPSAC after the November 
2014 election. 
 
Parks Update  
 
Trevor updated the committee on the following: 
 

• Master Plan updates (volunteerism) 
• Katherine Lake campground 
• Elise described what a Section 56 partnership is with the Province 
• Ruby Lake boat launch 
• Fullerton Rd. beach access 
• Coopers Green Hall redevelopment and agreement the SCRD has with the Welcome 

Beach Community Association 
• Cliff Gilker slide 
• Shoreline monitoring program at Chaster House/Chaster Park 
• Eric Cardinall Hall refurbishing 
• Synchronicity Festival 

 
Elise gave background information regarding invasive species on the Sunshine Coast and her 
concerns regarding the control of invasive species.  The committee would like the Board 
recommend this issue to RPSAC. 
 

Recommendation No. 3  Draft Pesticide Use and Invasive Species Management Policy 

The Recreation and Parks Services Advisory Committee recommended that the Planning 
Technician’s report regarding the Draft Pesticide Use and Invasive Species Management Policy 
be receive; 
 
AND THAT Tom Bailey, from Halfmoon Bay, speaks to this committee as a delegation; 
 
AND FURTHER that staff bring back a report with recommendations to RPSAC on this policy 
regarding SCRD park land.   
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2014 Parks and Recreation Master Plan Priorities 

Referred to the November meeting.  The Master Plan Executive Summary will be included on the 
next agenda for information. 

 
RPSAC Round Table  
 
Anne T:  As part of the Sunshine Coast Community Foundation, and Chair of the Community 
Granting Committee, Anne noted that the Community Resource Centre has received a grant from 
New Horizons to have discussion with seniors in order to find out what can help meet their 
needs.  The seniors from the Davis Bay Association would like to see the Steady Feet program 
for seniors take place at the Davis Bay Hall.  Unfortunately, due to the Function structure of the 
Recreation Division, the SCRD cannot offer the program outside of recreation facilities.  Bruce 
requested that Davis Bay group contact him, he will provide them with the Steady Feet program 
information. 

Lura:  Informed the committee of the Gibsons Public Market Gala that will be held Saturday 
evening in Gibsons.    Asked what happens to the swim float at Henderson Beach.  Are there new 
lighter weight floats that the community can purchase on their own?  Trevor noted that there are  
and will forward to her the companys’contact information.   Where can remote controlled boats 
be raced…Trout Lake in Halfmoon Bay. 

Elise:  Gave an update on the work that the Sunshine Coast Trail Society is doing and reported 
on the presentation that Alistair McCrone, Recreation Officer for the Sea to Sky Recreation 
District, presented to the Trail Society.  Elise noted that she’d like to re-look at the Adopt A Trail 
program.  There have been complaints from people regarding the posts/fencing that was erected 
around the large trees at Big Firs.  Trevor will contact Alistair McCrone regarding the fencing. 

Ann A: Will bring items forward when required. 

John:  Will bring items forward when required.  Noted that Pickleball has been shutdown at the 
Senior Centre for a month, however, not sure why.  Bruce noted that a court may be developed in 
one of the community rooms at GACC. 

Vicki:  Noted that she is part of the Community Connections for Senior, and how it’s been really 
great to have Adrianne Gadd, Recreation Programmer, taking part in the committee. It’s so 
important to have gathering places where people can connect with each other.  Likes that there is 
a senior on the cover of the recreation brochure.  Having the community centres is a real asset 
and life changing for families/community members. Seniors are now included in the parent/tot 
skate. 

Natasha:  Is confused by the SCRD web mapping site, would like to know what the green spaces 
are in the Pender area.  These spaces are just green space without any trail systems, why are they 
advertised if they don’t serve any functions?  Answer: Staff indicate that these areas are  
undeveloped park land. The Tetrahedron Outdoor Club are keen to do outdoor projects.  Have 
volunteers who are willing to do work and would like to see a partnership with parks. 
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Bruce recognized Anne for her years of service and dedication to the Recreation & Parks 
Services Advisory Committee and presented her with a bouquet of flowers in appreciation. 

Meetings will be held on the third Thursday of each month at 5:00 pm. 

NEW BUSINESS 

NEXT MEETING  The next meeting will be held on Thursday November 20, 2014 at  
    5:00 p.m. 

ADJOURNMENT  7:05 pm 
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MINUTES FROM THE SUNSHINE COAST EMERGENCY PROGRAM PLANNING 
COMMITTEE MEETING HELD AT THE SECHELT FIRE BASE, 4448 HILLTOP ROAD, 
WILSON CREEK, BC 
 
 
PRESENT: Chair, SCEP Coordinator Bill Elsner  
  
 Amateur Radio    Barry Yee 
 Amateur Radio    Don Prendergast 
 BC Hydro     Jeff Scherer 
 District of Sechelt, Public Works   John Mercer 
 Emergency Support Services   Marilyn Pederson 
 Emergency Support Services Fern Keene  
 Fire Departments:  GDVFD Bob Stevens 
   GDVFD George Williams 
   RCVFD & Deputy SCEP Coordinator Bruce Searle 
   HMBVFD  Ryan Daley 

 Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure Colin Midgley 
 Royal Canadian Marine Search and Rescue Stn 12 Jason Hall 
 Information Officer Cecilia Garcia 
 Information Officer Conie Jordison 
 Sunshine Coast Search & Rescue Alec Tebbutt  
 Town of Gibsons, Public Works Greg Foss 
 Vancouver Coastal Health, Environmental Health Officer Darren Molder 
 Wildfire Management Branch Ryan Chapman 
 Administrative Assistant, Community Services Dept. Lynda Edstrom 
 

 
 

CALL TO ORDER 3:00 pm 

AGENDA 

The agenda for the meeting was accepted.  

INTRODUCTIONS 

Introductions were made.  

SUNSHINE COAST EMERGENCY PROGRAM  
PLANNING COMMITTEE 

October 29, 2014 

K
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MINUTES 

It was Moved and Seconded 

THAT the minutes of the Sunshine Coast Emergency Program Planning Committee meeting held 
September 24, 2014 be adopted. 

CARRIED  

REPORTS 

Portable Water Purification Unit 
 
The portable water purification unit has arrived.  This unit will treat 19,000 litres per day.  Bill 
Elsner provided a slide presentation about the unit.  Operational deployment and training will take 
place in the near future. 

 
Port Mellon Rainfall Event 
 
Bill Elsner noted there was 128 mm of rainfall at Pt. Mellon on October 22 compared to 30 mm in 
Sechelt.  Colin Midgley, Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure provided an overview of the 
Pt. Mellon rainfall event.  He noted there were two events, one at Bear Creek and one at Dakota 
Creek where debris flows resulted in water overflowing the road.  It was thought that an old 
wooden dam may have broke free up Bear Creek. There are still 3 more dams up the creek.  Bill 
asked MOTI to determine ownership and responsibility for decommissioning. They worked with 
HSPP and quickly established a detour route at Hillside for the next shift change.  The areas 
should be cleared and open to traffic by this Friday.  Repaving will be done next week.  Colin 
noted they have installed culverts to double the water capacity. 
 
It was noted that Bill contacted BCAS.  BCAS coordinates with water taxis for emergencies in the 
area if the road is blocked. Mill workers used water taxis until the detour was in place. 
 
Great BC Shakeout 
 

• “One Call Now” Notification - Bill Elsner sent out notifications to 206 members and 433 
messages were delivered.  There was a 98% delivery rate.  This is a good system to get 
messages out fast. 
 

• Public Preparedness Presentations - Bill Elsner made six public presentations around the 
coast last week.  He will do this annually in conjunction with the Great BC Shakeout.  
Presentations were held in Egmont, Garden Bay, Madeira Park, Sechelt and Gibsons. 

 
Telus Paging 
 
Telus Paging will end in March 2015.  Bruce Searle suggested that E-COMM may be able to 
provide this service.  He will investigate with E-COMM and report back.  Alec Tebbutt will also 
report back on options they are looking at. 
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Search and Rescue Vehicle 
 
Search and Rescue has purchased a new truck from the Egmont Fire Department.  It is now 
operational, noting it has a PA system that will be useful in emergencies. This vehicle will carry 5 
team members with rescue gear. 
 
Infectious Disease Personal Protective Equipment (PPE) for First Responders 
 
BCHS has put out a notification about PPE for First Responders regarding Ebola. 
Flu Shots 
 
There will be no flu shots available at the meeting today as the vaccine is not available until this 
Friday.  Shots can be obtained from pharmacies free of charge for first responders and committee 
members. 
 
Agency Reports 
 
Marilyn Pederson, Emergency Social Services - Noted ESS has been quiet. 
 
Connie Jordison, Information Officer - Assisted Bill with a location for his October 16th 
presentation in Sechelt.  The Water Treatment Plant is not fully operational yet.  A future non 
potable reuse water system is planned.   
 
Greg Foss, Town of Gibsons - All is back to normal regarding their water system.  They are doing 
routine maintenance.  
 
George Williams, GVFD -  Critical Incident Stress training was held recently. 
 
Jason Hall, RCMSAR - It has been quiet.  They are doing recruiting.  They are holding a public 
open house on November 2, 2014 at the Community Services Society building in Sechelt. 
 
They have been contacted by the survivor of the October 16, 2008 plane crash on Thormanby 
Island (Spy Glass Hill) who is writing a book and would like to meet with RCMSAR Members 
who were involved.   
 
Alec Tebbutt, Sunshine Coast Search and Rescue –Tom Wilson, the lone survivor of the October 
16, 2008 plane crash on Thormanby Island has contacted them and would like to go back to the 
crash site. He is writing a book and would like to take his wife and the co-author to the site noting 
this is the 6th anniversary of the plane crash.  Eight persons died in this crash. SAR has a Team 
Leader who can do this, noting this will be a good training exercise.  
 
They have two team leaders trained now. The UTV  can accommodate a stretcher within the roll 
cage now.  One member attended a wilderness  hypothermia workshop. Bill noted he will send out 
a link to this information. 
 
They were recently called by RCVFD as they could not located a fallen mountain biker on a trail.   
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Bruce Searle, RCVFD - They received a call of a  mountain biker fall on a trail but could not 
locate him.  He then called SAR.  BCAS was tasked same time as RCVFD and SAR was not 
tasked for 45 minutes later. He was located by BCAS and was in critical condition. It was felt 
there were some communication issues. 
  
Don Prendergast, Amateur Radio  – They have replaced antenna cables.  The repeater is 
functioning good on the island.  He noted they could use more amateur radio operators.  Online 
training is available at  https://www.rac.ca/ 
 
Darren, Molder, Environmental Health Officer, VCH - There are no major incidents to report. 
 
Bob Stevens, GDVFD - They are actively recruiting.  They have eight open spots.  During the Mill 
shutdown the GDVFD meeting room was used as their EOC.  They may enter into discussions to 
use this location permanently.  
 
Ryan Daly, HMBVFD -  Their calls are back to normal now.  There are new Minimum Fire 
Training Standards.  Their staffing levels are full.  
 
Ryan Chapman Wildfire Management Branch - The seasonal staff have now gone and they are 
basically done for this fire season.  He is the only Wildfire Management Branch representative 
there now.  They have one truck available if needed.  
 
Jeff Scherer, BC Hydro -  They have managed two wind storms this season so far.  Vegetation 
management has helped with power outages.  
 
John Mercer, District of Sechelt -  The cement blocks are up at Davis Bay which helps keep storm 
surge debris from the road.   
 
NEXT MEETING  
 
December 3, 2014 - Sechelt Firehall - Upstairs  
 
 
ADJOURNMENT     4:00 p.m. 
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SUNSHINE COAST REGIONAL DISTRICT 
POLICING COMMITTEE 

 
November 3, 2014 

 
 
MINUTES OF THE SUNSHINE COAST POLICING COMMITTEE MEETING HELD IN 
THE CEDAR ROOM OF THE SUNSHINE COAST REGIONAL DISTRICT OFFICES, 1975 
FIELD ROAD, SECHELT, BC. 
 
 
PRESENT: Director, Electoral Area E, Chair  Lorne Lewis 
(Voting Members) Director, Electoral Area A Frank Mauro 
 Director, Electoral Area B Garry Nohr 
 Alternate Director, Electoral Area D  Dave Ryan 
 Director Area E Lee Turnbull 
 Director, Town of Gibsons  Gerry Tretick 
 SD 46 Greg Russell 
 ALSO PRESENT: 
 (Non-Voting) Alternate Director, Area F  Joyce Clegg 
 COPS  Cavin Crawford 
 RCMP  Sgt Mike McCarthy  
 SD46  Greg Kitchen 
 Sunshine Coast Speed Watch  Jon Hird  
 SCRD, CAO  John France 
 SCRD, Emergency Program Coordinator  Bill Elsner 
 SCRD, A/GM Community Services  Bruce Bauman 
 SCRD, Admin. Assist. Community Services  Lynda Edstrom  
  
  
 
 
 
CALL TO ORDER  9:00 am 
 
Introductions were made. 
 
 
AGENDA The Agenda was adopted as circulated. 
 
MINUTES 
 
Recommendation No. 1  Minutes 
 
The Sunshine Coast Policing Committee recommended that the minutes of September 8, 2014 be 
adopted as amended to note that: 
 

L
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   “ Sea Cavalcade “No Parking” signs on Gower Point Road remained in effect until after the  
     fireworks and the signs were removed the next morning.” 
 
REPORTS 
 
Recommendation No. 2  Monthly Crime Statistics 
 
The Sunshine Coast Policing Committee recommended that the Monthly Crime Statistics for 
August and September 2012, 2013 and 2014 be received. 
 
Recommendation No. 3          RCMP Monthly Report 
 
The Sunshine Coast Policing Committee recommended that the RCMP Monthly Report be 
received. 
 
Note:  The report highlighted a recent serious single vehicle motor accident at Hill Road and 
Highway 101.  It was noted there has been several accidents over the years at this location. 
 
Discussion 
 
-  Gerry Tretick asked if MOTI responded to the RCMP regarding the dangerous intersection of 
Hill Road and Highway 101?  The RCMP stated they met with MOTI at the scene of the recent 
accident.  The RCMP is awaiting a response to their letter to MOTI.  
 
 - Joyce Clegg noted there was a large RCMP presence at the BC Ferry Terminal recently.  The 
RCMP said they were likely looking for a particular vehicle and that this is not a usual 
occurrence.  
 
-  Greg Russell welcomed the presence of the RCMP at the BC Ferry Terminal. 
 
- Garry Nohr asked that the Regional Manager of MOTI be invited to speak to the SCRD Board 
regarding dangerous intersections on the Sunshine Coast.   
 
- The RCMP noted that tests were done on the road surface of Hwy 101 and Hill Road and that 
the intersection surface was more slick than other areas of the highway and that cement barriers 
and removal of the two cedar trees at the intersection would improve safety. 
 
Recommendation No. 4          Invitation to Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure 
 
The Sunshine Coast Policing Committee recommended that Highway 101 safety concerns noted 
by the Sunshine Coast Policing Committee and the Transportation Advisory Committee be 
forwarded to the SCRD Board for discussion with the Ministry of Transportation and 
Infrastructure; 
 
AND THAT the Regional Manager of Transportation and Infrastructure be invited to speak with 
the SCRD Board regarding the high accident intersection at Hwy 101 and Hill Road in Sechelt, 
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noting that cement barriers and removal of the two cedar trees at the intersection would improve 
safety. 
 
 
- The RCMP noted that in the Monthly Crime Statistics that Federal and Provincial Statute figure 
increases are likely boating infractions during the summer months. 
 
- Greg Russell commented that the BCAA Crossing Guard Program has been implemented in 
other School Districts.  Roberts Creek School PAC has expressed interest in this program.  He 
asked if this training would be available from the RCMP?  He noted that in the past West 
Vancouver Police have trained students.  The RCMP noted they have not done this training and 
suggested the School District contact other districts regarding procedures to implement training. 
He noted that the School District has adult staff at Hwy 101 and School Road due to safety 
concerns at this busy intersection.   Greg Russell noted there is a need for responsibly training 
crossing guards in the School District and he will contact other jurisdictions to enquire about 
their program and who did the training.  
 
- John Hird noted he had observed parents taking children across School Road outside of the 
crosswalks and enforcement is needed as this does not set a good example for the children to not 
use cross walks. Greg Kitchen noted he will send a recommendation to the Gibsons Elementary 
Principal to communicate to parents to use crosswalks and that area construction is dangerous.  
 
- John Hird stated that the drop off in front of the school has created traffic congestion.  
 
Round Table 
 
- Frank Mauro thanked Sgt. McCarthy for his work with speeding offenders in Pender Harbour.  
The Community Association is arranging a Town Hall Meeting soon and would like to invite the 
RCMP to attend and provide information on what can be done to control speeding in their area.   
 
- Greg Kitchen stated that in light of incidents in Seattle and Ottawa, the School District is 
fortunate to have a Protocol Agreement with the RCMP and the Ministry of Children and 
Families to identify potential behavior problems in the schools. Each situation is looked at to 
determine and minimize risk. They work closely with the RCMP regarding lockdown procedures 
in the schools.   
 
- Bill Elsner thanked Sgt. McCarthy for his support over the years to the Policing Committee, 
SCEP, Search and Rescue and the Fire Departments, noting he has been very approachable and 
easy to work with. 
 
- Garry Nohr thanked Sgt. McCarthy for his work over the years on the Sunshine Coast.  
 
- Bruce Bauman also thanked Sgt. McCarthy for his work over the years. 
 
- Lee Turnbull stated this was her last Policing Committee meeting and she is not running in the 
upcoming election.  She especially thanked Sgt. McCarthy for his work with Search and Rescue 
and the Fire Departments.  She also noted that with respect to emerging issues in schools, 
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prevention is less expensive as a society and that we all need to work together on prevention 
regarding violence in schools.    
 
- Lorne Lewis noted Halloween was very noisy in his area with fireworks.  
 
 
NEXT MEETINGS   -  The 2015 schedule will be emailed when announced. 

ADJOURNMENT    9: 40 a.m. 
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