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A
SCRD STAFF REPORT
DATE:

August 25, 2015

TO:

Infrastructure Services Committee – September 3, 2015

FROM:

Bryan Shoji, General Manager Infrastructure Services

RE:

CHAPMAN LAKE DROUGHT MITIGATION OPTIONS

RECOMMENDATION(S)
THAT the General Manager Infrastructure Services’ report dated August 25, 2015 titled
“Chapman Lake Drought Mitigation Options” be received for consideration.

BACKGROUND
As the Environment Canada forecast is for this record breaking drought to continue into the fall,
this report serves as an update to the July 17, 2015, staff report on the water supply situation
and provides background on the short and long term water supply options adopted in the
Comprehensive Regional Water Plan for discussion purposes.

DISCUSSION
Current Water Supply Status
As of August 24th, the Chapman Water System was at 32% total storage capacity. The
community has been incredibly responsive to the Stage 4 outdoor water use restrictions and
daily consumption has dropped to less than 11 million litres per day (ML/d), with a low of 10.2
ML/d. Average Stage 1 consumption was 22 ML/d.
Based on current consumption rates and with no rain, it is projected that our current water
storage will be depleted by mid to late September. We cannot provide a definitive date, as the
volume of water released from our reservoirs is also dependent on inflow from tributary streams
within the Chapman Creek catchment. Flow from these tributary streams are also diminishing
as the drought continues.
Emergency Back-up System
Staff are proceeding with the construction of a siphon system at Chapman Lake. Support has
been received from the Sechelt First Nation and formal approval received from the Provincial
Water Management Branch. We are expecting formal Parks Use Permit amendment approval
from the Ministry of Environment shortly.
The Short Term Use of Water approval from the Province under the Water Act permits the
maximum diversion of an additional 1,000,000 m3 of water from Chapman Lake, which is
equivalent to an additional drawdown of approximately 5 metres from current levels and within
the limits assessed in the 1999 Environmental Impact Assessment.
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The emergency supply system will consist of five 200mm diameter siphons. Pipe material
should be arriving August 26th, installation logistics and procedures have been specified, and
helicopters and install crew are on standby. We are all systems go and will do everything
possible to have the siphons operational as soon as possible.
The siphon system is designed to provide enough capacity to maintain Stage 4 consumption
levels and base environmental flows in the Creek. Stage 4 restrictions will remain in place until
adequate rainfall is received to replenish lake levels.
Should this back-up system fail, the last resort option is to seek emergency approval from the
Province to fly pumps into Chapman Lake.
Comprehensive Regional Water Plan Actions
The Comprehensive Regional Water Plan (CRWP) was adopted by the Board in 2013 following
an extensive public process. The CRWP projects future water needs based on current land use
policies and identifies infrastructure and management measures required to meet those needs
over a 25 year planning horizon. The CRWP balances Supply Side Management (expansion)
and Demand Side Management (conservation) practices.
The SCRD is already moving forward with the primary Demand Side Management action
through the universal metering program. As noted in the CRWP, this program is projected to
reduce the maximum day water demand, which sets the design criteria for infrastructure
capacity, by 25% and provide a $7 million life cycle cost savings over the 25 year period.
However, the universal metering program is not projected to be completed until 2017.
As noted, the CRWP also specifies a series of Supply Side Management actions to be carried
out in parallel with the conservation program. The following table lists the CRWP source water
supply actions with their original planned completion date and cost estimate.
Action

Target Year

Cost Estimate

Obtain permits for floating pump station or alternative
system

2014

$20,000

Construction of floating pump station or alternative
system

2015

$660,000

2016-2017

$300,000

2021

$50,000

Groundwater test drilling program
Obtain property rights for construction of engineered
lake

C:\Users\tracy.ohlson@scrd.ca\AppData\Roaming\OpenText\OTEdit\EC_SCRDOT\c46025\2015-AUG-25 Drought Mitigation
Options.doc
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Short Term Source Water Supply Actions
Due to the severity of the drought situation, it is evident that the short term source water supply
actions need to be addressed now in order to prevent water supply shortages in future drought
years.
The first item listed, floating pump station or alternative system, is intended to be a temporary
short term solution that would only be used during periods of severe drought, and involves
constructing a purpose built system to access additional water from Chapman Lake below the
current limit of 3 metres. This option was discussed at the September 4, 2014, Infrastructure
Services Committee meeting and eventually directed to the 2016 budget process for
consideration, as per the following resolution that was adopted at the January 22, 2015, regular
Board meeting.
048/15

THAT a revised Drought Mitigation Project scope and budget estimate be brought
forward to a future Infrastructure Services Committee meeting for 2016 budget
consideration;
AND THAT the Sechelt Indian Band be engaged with respect to land acquisition
discussions for an engineered lake within the Lehigh Construction Aggregates mining
site.

It was recognized at the time that deferring the work by one year would place the water supply
at risk for one additional summer, however, 2014 was a relatively uneventful summer with only
Stage 2 restrictions and Edwards Lake secondary supply not being required. It is also noted
that the SCRD has only called Stage 2 restrictions 4 times in the history of the service (2009,
2012, 2013 and 2014), and Stage 3 and 4 restrictions once (2012) prior to this year, and that the
remote lake monitoring and control work that was completed in 2013 and 2015 has greatly
enhanced the efficiency in which the lake discharge is regulated.
A draft report on Chapman Lake drawdown options has been completed by Opus Dayton Knight
that investigated four options: 1) Floating Pump Station, 2) Siphon, 3) Deepen Existing
Channel, and 4) Micro tunnel new outlet. The following table provides a summary of the cost
implications.
Option

Capital Cost

Annual Operating

LCC

$700,000

$57,000

$2,930,000 (A)

2. Siphon

$1,060,000

$40,000

$2,700,000 (A)

3. Deepen Channel

$2,200,000

$5,000

$3,160,000 (B)

4. Micro Tunnelling

$3,450,000

$5,000

$5,790,000 (A)

1. Floating Pump Station

(A)
(B)

Based on new dam construction in year 2038
Based on new dam construction in year 2016

All four projects fit within the parameters carried out by the detailed environmental impact
assessment that was carried out in 1999 and received regulatory approval at that time.
C:\Users\tracy.ohlson@scrd.ca\AppData\Roaming\OpenText\OTEdit\EC_SCRDOT\c46025\2015-AUG-25 Drought Mitigation
Options.doc
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The siphon system has the lowest Life Cycle Cost (LCC), but is not recommended due to
unreliability and the need to be staffed during operation. The floating pump station has the
benefit of requiring the least capital cost and construction impact to the environment, however,
the operation of such a system would require continuous monitoring, will impact site aesthetics
and generate some noise, and require built in redundancy. The Deepen Channel option would
be more disruptive during construction, however, the environmental impact would be very
localized and contained, and the operation would require no additional monitoring than what is
already in place, would not require redundancy as flow would be by gravity, and the final
structure would appear very similar to what is in place today. The micro tunneling option is not
recommended based on cost and construction risk.
As the LCC is quite comparable between the Floating Pump Station and the Deepen Channel
options, Opus Dayton Knight recommend that the SCRD put forward both options for discussion
with approval authorities and the Sechelt Nation. Either option would require further
environmental impact assessment prior to approvals being received.
Although Opus Dayton Knight are recommending that we move forward with both options, the
Infrastructure Services Department recommends that we move forward with the Deepen
Channel option as it will provide the least operational risk and provide a more focused and
streamlined approach to the environmental impact assessment and approval processes.
Longer Term Source Water Supply Actions
The Groundwater Test Drilling program involves a detailed investigation to determine if there is
adequate groundwater in the Chapman aquifer to meet the long term supply needs. This
project is slated to come forward to the 2016 budget process for consideration, as per the
CRWP. Even if the drilling program identifies adequate ground water sources, it will take
several more years to obtain approvals and construct the wells and supply system.
The Engineered Lake Option is also specified to meet the longer term supply needs and
currently slated for consideration in the year 2021. This option was selected over several other
source development options, including: raising the Chapman dam, Clowhom Lake, Sakinaw
Lake, and Rainy River, following a complex matrix evaluation that included environmental,
operations, customer service, social, and construction criteria. Board direction has already
been received to enter into land rights negotiations in order to move the Engineered Lake
project forward.

CONCLUSION
The SCRD adopted the Comprehensive Regional Water Plan in 2013 following an extensive
public process. The CRWP outlines a comprehensive plan to address short and long term
water supply needs in order to meet the land use policies and projections specified in the
region’s Official Community Plans. Due to this year’s record breaking drought, it is evident that
the short term water supply actions need to be moved forward now in order to meet the service
levels desired by the community.
It is recommended that the SCRD move forward with the design and approval process for the
Deepen Channel option, recognizing that the system will only be utilized during periods of
drought and until the long term source development projects specified in the CRWP are
constructed.
C:\Users\tracy.ohlson@scrd.ca\AppData\Roaming\OpenText\OTEdit\EC_SCRDOT\c46025\2015-AUG-25 Drought Mitigation
Options.doc
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SCRD STAFF REPORT
DATE:

August 20, 2015

TO:

Infrastructure Services Committee – September 3, 2015

FROM:

Robyn Cooper, Manager of Waste Reduction and Recovery

RE:

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN INITIATIVES NEXT STEPS

RECOMMENDATIONS
THAT the report entitled “Solid Waste Management Plan Initiatives Next Steps” be
received for information;
AND THAT the updated Solid Waste Management Plan implementation schedule
presented in Table 5 be adopted.

BACKGROUND
SWMP
All Regional Districts in British Columbia are required to have a regional solid waste plan
approved by the Ministry of Environment. The most recent SCRD Solid Waste Management
Plan (SWMP) was adopted by the SCRD Board on September 22, 2011. The plan is approved
by the Ministry of Environment.
Included in the SWMP are twenty-four initiatives categorized into reduction, reuse, recycling and
residuals management. The plan identifies diversion potential, if applicable, and start up priority
for each of the initiatives and is summarized in the table below. Full descriptions of each
initiative can be found in the SWMP. Progress to date on each of the initiatives is included as
Attachment A.
In the SWMP, the priority order High (soonest), Mid, Lower, Lowest (latest) is used to indicate
timing of implementation rather than the suggested value of a given initiative. An initiative
marked as having “high” priority is not necessarily recommended over an initiative given
“medium” priority; rather this simply suggests that the former is recommended to proceed
earlier than the latter.
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Table 1: Solid Waste Initiatives as presented in the 2011 Solid Waste Management Plan
Diversion
Potential
(tonnes)

Solid Waste Initiative
Reduction Initiatives
Incentive Based Tipping Fee
Material Disposal Bans
Residential Waste Reduction Initiatives
Grass-cycling and Backyard Composting
Waste Stream Control System
Land Use Policies that Support
Solid Waste Management Infrastructure
Evaluation Process for Recycling Opportunities
C&D Waste Diversion
Business Waste Diversion
Reuse Initiatives
Community Reuse & Repair Centres
Reuse Facilities at Landfills (Share Sheds)
Building Material Reuse Facilities
Deconstruction and Salvaging
Reuse Education (w/CBSM)
Community Swap Day Pilot Program
Recycling Initiatives
Enhanced Drop-off and Resource Recovery Facilities
Pender Harbour
Sechelt
Gibsons
Curbside Collection for Recyclables
Curbside Collection for Food Scraps
Processing Capacity for yard Waste Composting
EPR Management Programs
Residuals Management Initiatives
Sechelt Landfill Development & Gas Control
Pender Harbour Landfill Closure & Residuals Transfer
Facility
Every-other-week (EOW) Garbage Collection (Linked with
Collection and Disposal Bans)
Illegal Dumping Program Enhancements

130
130

Start Up
Priority
(within 5 year
plan)

Ongoing
n/a
n/a

Mid
Mid
Mid
Mid
Mid
Lower

n/a
1300
1300

Lower
Lower
Lowest

130
60

Mid
Mid
Mid
Mid
Lower
Lowest

260

115 to 280
375 to 1200
130

High
High
High
Mid
Lower
Lower
Lower
High
Mid

130

Lower
Lower

Waste Reduction Targets
Both the SCRD’s Solid Waste Management Plan (SWMP) and We Envision set targets for
waste reduction. The SCRD’s targets range from 65% to 80%. The target is based on a
percentage reduction from the per capita disposal rate of 950 kg/pp/yr which is the 1990 level
provided by the Ministry of Environment (MoE).
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The MoE recently set a long-term target of 61% reduction by 2020, replacing the 50% reduction
by 2017. A summary of waste reduction targets is presented in Table 2 below.
Table 2: Waste Reduction Targets for the Sunshine Coast Regional District

Target year
Target (%)
Target expressed as disposal per
person per year (kg)

Ministry of
Environment
2019-2020
61%
350

SWMP
2016
65%-69%
315 to 279

We Envision
2020
80%
180

In 2014, the waste reduction rate for the SCRD was approximately 56%. When comparing to the
targets, the SCRD has not yet achieved the targets set by the SWMP, We Envision or the new
2020 MoE target. To meet the new MoE target, a further 5% reduction is required, to meet the
SWMP target, a further 9%-13% reduction is required and to meet the We Envision target, a
further 24% reduction is required. A summary of actual disposal and percentage reduction is
provided in Table 3 below.
Table 3: SCRD Disposal and Percentage Reduction for 2012-2014
Population*
Landfilled (t)
Disposal per person per year (kg)
Percentage reduction

2012
29,118
11,679
401
55%

*Population data based on BC Stats as of August, 2015.

2013
29,098
10,229
352
61%

2014
29,584
11,785
398
56%

Waste Composition Study
A waste composition study was conducted in August and November of 2014 and the results
presented to the Infrastructure Services Committee on January 8, 2015.
The scope of the 2014 waste composition study was municipal solid waste (MSW) from the
single family residential stream from six collection areas within the SCRD disposing at the
Sechelt Landfill. This includes electoral areas that the SCRD provides waste collection service
and municipalities that provide their own waste collection service. Figure 1 below shows a
summary of the results.
In 2015, a waste composition study is being completed for the waste disposed in the public
drop-off bins at the Sechelt Landfill and the Pender Harbour Transfer Station. Results to be
presented at a future Infrastructure Services Committee meeting.
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Figure 1: Waste Composition Results of All Areas and the August and November audits
combined

Residuals
28%
Food scraps and
kitchen waste
35%

Other
Stewardship
Materials
1%
Plastic
11%
Pet waste
4%

Refundables
1%
Fibre
8%

Glass
2%

Yard and garden
waste
1%

Food soiled paper
9%

FOOD SCRAPS RECYCLING
Food scraps (and food soiled paper) is the largest component of residential waste placed
curbside. Combining for a total of approximately 44%, there is a great opportunity to reduce
waste sent to landfill by recycling food scraps. In addition to backyard composting, current
options for food scraps recycling within the SCRD exist in the District of Sechelt and Town of
Gibsons and is summarized in Table 4 below.
Table 4: Current Food Scraps Recycling Options within the SCRD
Location
District of Sechelt

Operator
District of Sechelt
Municipal

Program Type
Curbside collection

Funding
User-pay

District of Sechelt
Town of Gibsons

Salish Soils
Gibsons Recycling

Drop-off
Drop-off

User-pay
User-pay

Private
Private
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FUNDING OF ENHANCED DROP-OFF SERVICES
During the 2015 budget process, a staff report titled, “Function 353 – Regional Recycling 2015
Budget Considerations” was brought to the February 5, 2015 Infrastructure Services Committee
and recommended to utilize approximately $108,000 of MMBC revenue to fund enhanced dropoff services at each of the three Recycling Depots/Resource Recovery Facilities. The Board
directive was to apply those funds to offset taxation, resulting in no enhanced drop-off services
for 2015.

DISCUSSION
When reviewing the results of the waste composition study and comparing the results to the
SWMP initiatives and their diversion potential, in order to meet waste reduction targets set in the
SWMP and We Envision, the priority of the initiatives require refining.
A key consideration for refining the priorities is also the capacity of the Sechelt Landfill. By the
end of 2015, the Sechelt Landfill will be the only landfill on the Sunshine Coast and has a
remaining life expectancy of approximately 15-17 years. It is prudent that all waste reduction
and diversion opportunities are explored with the goal of extending the life of the Sechelt
Landfill.
Another consideration when refining the SMWP initiatives and implementation dates is staff
capacity to develop and implement new programs. There is limited capacity within the Solid
Waste Division due to existing operations and programs that are not captured in the SMWP.
These include, operating the Sechelt Landfill and Pender Harbour Landfill/Transfer Station,
curbside garbage collection and Clean Up coupon, Islands Clean Up, Backroad Trash Bash,
Good Samaritan, Waste Reduction Initiatives Program as well as various education and
outreach throughout the year.
Additionally, implementation of SWMP initiatives alongside providing existing levels of solid
waste services need to be aligned with the key strategic priority of ensuring fiscal sustainability.
In summary, based on the results of the waste composition study and to achieve the waste
reduction targets while maximizing landfill capacity, the following table proposes twenty-five
SWMP initiatives in priority sequence for the next five years. Some of the initiatives have an
increased priority, whereas others have been lowered and a new initiative has been included
when compared to the 2011 SWMP. Also included are initiatives that are ongoing, but not
necessarily to the full extent as identified in the SWMP. For example, backyard composting is
promoted on the SCRD website and in an educational brochure, but the SCRD does not
operate a compost demonstration garden.
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Table 5: Updated Solid Waste Management Plan Implementation Schedule
Type
Reduce
Reduce
Reduce
Reduce
Reduce
Reuse
Reuse
Reuse
Reuse
Recycling
Recycling
Residuals Management
Type
Residuals Management
Residuals Management
Recycling
Residuals Management
Residuals Management
Recycle
Reduce
Reduce
Reuse
Reuse
Reduce
Reduce
Recycling

Solid Waste Initiatives
Ongoing
Incentive Based Tipping Fee
Material Disposal Bans
Residential Waste Reduction Education
Grass-cycling and Backyard Composting
Evaluation Process for Recycling Opportunities
Reuse Education (w/CBSM)
Building Material Reuse Facilities
Community Reuse & Repair Centres
Reuse Facilities at Landfills (Share Sheds)
Processing Capacity for Yard Waste Composting
EPR Management Programs
Illegal Dumping Program Enhancement
Solid Waste Initiatives
2015
Sechelt Landfill Development & Gas Control
Pender Harbour Landfill Closure & Residuals
Transfer Facility
2016-2017
Curbside Collection for Food Scraps*
Every-other-week (EOW) Garbage Collection**
Pay-as-you-throw Garbage Collection***
2018
Enhanced Drop-off and Resource Recovery
Facilities in: Pender Harbour, Sechelt, Gibsons
2019
Business Waste Diversion
C&D Waste Diversion
Deconstruction & Salvaging
2020
Community Swap Day Pilot Program
Waste Stream Control System
Land Use Policies that Support Solid Waste
Management Infrastructure
On Hold
Curbside Collection for recyclables
(awaiting MMBC, collection for Areas B&D)

SWMP Priority
Mid
Mid
Mid
Mid
Lower
Lower
Mid
Mid
Mid
Lower
Lower
Lower
SWMP Priority
High
Mid
Lower
Lower
Lower
High
Lowest
Lower
Mid
Lowest
Mid
Lower
Mid

*Food scraps recycling options for Pender Harbour residents would be explored concurrently.
**Every-other-week garbage collection would be implemented concurrently with Pay-as-you-throw. EOW requires
curbside collection of food scraps.
***Pay-as-you-throw was included in the 2011 SWMP as part of EOW garbage collection initiative but is included as a
separate initiative.
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RECOMMENDATION
To achieve the waste reduction targets and maximize preservation of landfill capacity, it is
recommended that the refined SWMP initiatives timeline be adopted as presented in Table 5:
Updated Solid Waste Management Plan Implementation Schedule.
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SCRD STAFF REPORT
DATE:

July 7, 2015

TO:

Infrastructure Services Committee – September 3, 2015

FROM:

Bryan Shoji, GM Infrastructure Services

RE:

Langdale Dock User Fees

RECOMMENDATION(S)
THAT the General Manager Infrastructure Services’ report titled “Langdale Dock
User Fees” be received for information;
AND THAT approval be granted to execute the Langdale Dock Lease Agreement
with BC Ferries that includes the provision to charge local water taxis a user fee
for use of the dock;
AND THAT staff proceed with amending the Langdale
Establishment Bylaw to include a provision to charge fees;

Dock

Service

AND FURTHER THAT staff proceed to create a new associated fees and charges
bylaw with a current annual commercial water taxi fee of $600.

BACKGROUND

The SCRD Board adopted the following resolution at their regular September 11, 2014 meeting
in order to help address ongoing concerns from Area F Island residents regarding commercial
water taxi users from Horseshoe Bay using the SCRD leased Langdale Dock. The objective of
pursuing BCF to amend the current float lease agreement was to help with the cost recovery of
the approximate $32,000 that the Area F Island residents currently contribute for access to the
BCF dock. The principle of the matter is that the commercial water taxis who frequently use the
dock should help pay for the access permitted by BCF.
455/14

Recommendation No. 7

Water Taxi User Fees

THAT the SCRD submit a formal proposal to BC Ferries to charge
commercial water taxis that provide a scheduled service from Horseshoe
Bay to Langdale Dock an appropriate user fee for use of Langdale Dock.
DISCUSSION

Over the past several months staff have been working with BCF regarding an amendment to the
SCRD Langdale Dock Lease Agreement in order to allow the SCRD to charge commercial
water taxis for use of the dock. BCF has been very receptive to this request and has provided
the SCRD with a draft lease agreement amendment that includes authorization for the SCRD to
C:\Users\tracy.ohlson@scrd.ca\AppData\Roaming\OpenText\OTEdit\EC_SCRDOT\c55968\2015-Sept 3-ISC Report
on Langdale Dock User Fees.docx
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implement a user fee, as well as specifications regarding what water taxis that will be currently
targeted and the frequency and number of passengers permitted. The user fee language noted
in the amendment states that the fee charged will be as stated in the SCRD Dock Fees and
Charges Bylaw in order to provide flexibility to amend the rate without needing approval from
BCF. An amendment to the current SCRD service establishment bylaw for this function will be
necessary to implement a user fee as the bylaw does not current provide this provision.
Further, a new associated fees and charges bylaw will need to be adopted prior to
implementation of any user fees.
In summary, the draft amendment for the SCRD Langdale Dock Lease Agreement provides the
necessary authorization from BCF to proceed with the implementation of a water taxi user fee
for use of the Lagndale Dock. This includes noting that all revenues collected will be retained
by the SCRD and that flexibility to change the user fee is provided as the rate will be based on a
newly created fees and charges bylaw for the function. However, it should be highlighted that in
order to control the usage and traffic volume at the dock, BCF has explicitly stated specifications
around which water taxis will be permitted and at what frequency. Future amendments to this
agreement with BCF will be required in order to change the list of noted water taxi companies.
It is recommended that approval be granted to execute the BCF amendment, as well as amend
the SCRD Langdale Dock Service Establishment Bylaw to include a provision to charge fees
and create a new associated fees and charges bylaw. It is also recommended that the annual
water taxi fee for use of the dock be set at $600 annually as per discussions with the previous
SCRD Board who felt the rate should be similar to what is charged to commercial users of
SCRD Docks. Lastly, during collaboration with BCF on this initiative staff did reach out to local
water taxi operators regarding a potential $600 annual user fee. The common response was
that the operators may stop using the dock if the fee is implemented and or pass on the cost to
taxi passengers.
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SCRD STAFF REPORT
DATE:

August 12, 2015

TO:

Infrastructure Services Committee- September 3, 2015

FROM:

Bryan Shoji, General Manager Infrastructure Services

RE:

LEASE RENEWAL FOR KEATS ISLAND DOCK

RECOMMENDATION(S)
THAT the General Manager, Infrastructure Services’ report dated August 12, 2015 titled
“Lease Renewal for Keats Island Dock” be received;
AND THAT the Sunshine Coast Regional District apply to the Ministry of Forests, Lands
and Natural Resource Operations for a replacement tenure to Lease No. 241681 for the
Keats Island Dock;
AND THAT written consent from the upland owner be obtained;
AND FURTHER THAT the length of this lease term be for five years.

BACKGROUND
In 2001 when the SCRD took over responsibility for the Keats Landing dock, an agreement was
entered into with the Convention of Baptist Churches who operate the Keats Camp that provided
the SCRD with a right-of-way from the existing MOTI right-of-way to the dock encompassing an
area of 27 square meters. Negotiations with the Church resulted in an agreement that the SCRD
would negotiate in good faith with the Keats Island Moorage Society (KIMS) to allow the Society
to attach their float to the SCRD dock. The agreement with the KIMS was signed in April 2002
which established an annual fee of $900 for the float.
The water lot lease with the Province for the Keats Landing dock is subject to renewal every five
years subject to the upland consent from the Convention of Baptist Churches.
The SCRD received notice from the Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural Resources by letter
(Attachment A) dated August 4, 2015, advising that our lease for the Keats Island Dock is set to
expire on April 1, 2016, and that an application for a replacement tenure is due by September 4,
2015. A requirement of the application is to include a Board resolution endorsing the application,
therefore, in order to facilitate our internal process, the Ministry granted an application extension
to October 1, 2015.

DISCUSSION
In order to maintain the dock for public wharf purposes, it is recommended that an application for
a replacement tenure be submitted to the Ministry for a five year period. The application fee can
be accommodated within the operating budget.

2015-AUG-12 Keats Island Dock Lease Renewal 241681.docx
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BRITISH
COLUMBIA
Our File: 0187728
August 4, 2015
Sunshine Coast Regional District
1975 Field Rd, RR I
Sechelt, BC VON 3A1
Re:

Lease No. 241681 over District Lot 7961, Group 1, New Westminster
District, for public wharf purposes (Keats Island)

Your Lease agreement described above will expire on April 1, 2016. If you wish to
apply for a replacement tenure, the following must be delivered to our office on or
before September 4, 2015:
1. Completed Application for Crown Land (Replacement) enclosed;
2. Application fee in the amount of $200.00 and GST for a total of $210.00.
Cheques are payable to the Minister of Finance;
3. A site plan, drawn to scale with a north arrow, identifying the boundaries of the
application area in relation to other legal boundaries and showing the location
of all improvements;
4. The written consent from the upland owner of the immediately adjacent
property indicating the term and purpose for which the consent is given; and
5. A resolution of the regional board endorsing the application, indicating the
purpose and term for which the resolution is given; and
6. A signed and dated management plan which describes the existing
improvements shown on the site plan, including (but not limited to): the size,
layout and dimensions of the improvements and their use, materials used to
build the improvements, any scheduled development/maintenance.
Information regarding management plan requirements can be found
at: https://www.for.gov. bc.ca/Land Tenures/documents/management plan. pdf

1/2
Minisiry of Forests, Lands and
Natural Resource Operations

South Coast Natural Resource Region

15

Suite 200, 10428 153 St
Surrey BC V3R IE1
Phone: (604) 586-4400
Fa,c
(604) 586-4444
-

you
Please note, additional information and/or documentation may be required. If
have any questions regarding this information, do not hesitate to contact me by email
at chloe.meIviIle(gov.bc.ca or by phone at (604) 586-5640.
Yours truly,

Chloe Melville
Portfolio Administrator
End.
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SCRD STAFF REPORT
DATE:

August 18, 2015

TO:

Infrastructure Services Committee – September 3, 2015

FROM:

Administrative Assistant, Infrastructure Services

RE:

MONTHLY REPORT FOR JULY AND AUGUST 2015

RECOMMENDATION(S)
THAT the Administrative Assistant, Infrastructure Services’ report titled “Monthly
Report for July and August 2015” be received.
BACKGROUND

This report is prepared monthly as information for the Infrastructure Services Committee.

UTILITIES DIVISION
***WATER STATUS UPDATE – A VERBAL UPDATE WILL BE PROVIDED AT THE MEETING.
WATER TREATMENT PLANT

In June the Chapman Creek Water Treatment Plant produced and supplied 573,580 m3, a
22.9% increase over the five year average.
In June the South Pender Water Treatment Plant produced and supplied 53,838 m3.

In July the Chapman Creek Water Treatment Plant produced and supplied 467,320 m3, a
35.6% decrease over the five year average.
In July the South Pender Water Treatment Plant produced and supplied 60,008 m3.

WATER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM



3 water meters were installed in the Regional water system in June and July.
15 water meter setters were installed in various areas of the Regional water system
in June and July.

CAPITAL WORKS






Skookumchuck Road water main replacement: 10% complete (on hold)
Soames Point Water Main twinning: 5% complete
Square Bay Waste Water fencing: 5% complete
Gower Point Road and 14th – 2” service: 100% complete
Wesjac Road – permits in place – start date in September
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Chapman Water Treatment Plant Monthly Flow
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AJB HARVESTING ACTIVITIES


AJB’s harvesting activities on block CH1 (west side of the watershed) appear to remain
suspended. Since January, 2015, there has been no evidence of any activity at the
harvesting area.

WASTEWATER TREATMENT FACILITIES


Square Bay Waste Water fencing: 100% complete

TRANSPORTATION AND FACILITIES DIVISION
TRANSIT

October schedules are being drafted in order to coincide with season schedule changes with
BC Ferries. These schedules are being drafted based on the current ferry schedules posted
on the BC Ferries webpage.

FLEET

Ongoing challenges keeping AC units on the buses due to the unusual warm dry weather.
There are two major capital differential bus repairs scheduled in the coming weeks.

PORTS

Seasonal repair work continues and “Use at your own risk” signs have been posted at all 9
SCRD docks. However as anticipated, vandalism of this and other signage remains an
ongoing problem.

18

Page 3

Infrastructure Services Monthly Report for July and August 2015

SOLID WASTE DIVISION


Waste Composition Study of public drop-off bins for Pender Transfer Station and Sechelt
Landfill audit number one was completed between August 11-15, 2015. Audit number two
will be completed in November.



There was a small fire at the Sechelt Landfill the night of August 12. The Sechelt Fire
Department easily extinguished the fire.



The 4th Annual Backroad Trash Bash has been set for Saturday, September 12, 2015. The
area of focus is from Halfmoon Bay to Sechelt.

Monthly Landfill Tonnage
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Note: Monthly tonnage includes all material received at both landfills combined.
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SUNSHINE COAST REGIONAL DISTRICT
SOLID WASTE PLAN MONITORING ADVISORY COMMITTEE
JULY 14, 2015

MINUTES OF MEETING #14 OF THE PLAN MONITORING ADVISORY COMMITTEE OF
THE SUNSHINE COAST REGIONAL DISTRICT HELD IN THE ARBUTUS ROOM AT 1975
FIELD ROAD, SECHELT, BC.

PRESENT:

Chair

B. Sadler
F. Diamond
G. Foss
J. Harrison
J. Collins
I. Winn
P. Appelt

ALSO PRESENT:

Manager of Waste Reduction & Recovery
Zero Waste Coordinator
Recording Secretary

R. Cooper (partial)
K. McDougall
T. Ohlson

ABSENT:

Ministry of Environment

A.Smith

CALL TO ORDER

1:05 pm

1. Adoption of Agenda
The Agenda was amended to add an update on the Landfill Gas to Energy project and was adopted
as amended.
2. Update on MoE staff and organizational changes
SCRD Staff noted that due to organizational change, Ashley Smith is the new Ministry of
Environment liason for PMAC.
3. Minutes from Meeting – May 12, 2015
Approved and adopted as received by the SCRD Board.
4. Need to elect a PMAC Chair (annually)
There was a discussion regarding the requirement in the existing Terms of Reference to elect a
PMAC Chair annually. There was a motion to nominate Brian Sadler as Chair.
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It was noted that at the July 9, 2015 Board Meeting, the Board made resolution to reappoint the
remaining PMAC members Brian Sadler, Jeff Collins, Paul Appelt, Joe Harrison, Fran Diamond
and Greg Foss for a two year term effective July 2015.
5. Withdrawal of Roger Sayer, Area B
Mr. Sayer resigned from the Committee and there was a Board Resolution to send letters of thanks
to Roger Sayer and Glen Brown.
Action Item: SCRD staff to finalize letters to Roger Sayer and Glen Brown.
OLD BUSINESS
6. PMAC Membership and Terms of Reference

It was noted that the Committee currently has 6 members and officially, under the current Terms
of Reference, membership shall be between 6 and 12 members. There was a recommendation to
have geographical representation from each of Area A, B, D, E, F, District of Sechelt, Town of
Gibsons and SIGD. A representative from HSPP and each of the Resource Recovery Facilities
was also recommended to enhance hands on knowledge. This proposal would bring the total
membership to 13 – 14 members. Staff asked if the SCRD has a policy or cap on committee
membership size.
Action Item: Staff to confirm if there is an SCRD policy on maximum number of members for
committees.
Action Item: SCRD Staff to follow up with Howe Sound Pulp and Paper to request a
representative on PMAC.
Other topics related to revision of the Terms of Reference included:
a. Recruitment Methods

There was discussion about recruitment of new members and it was noted that previous
membership additions were formed through an ad being placed in the newspaper requesting
members for PMAC. Asking SCRD Board Directors to help find suitable candidates is another
recruitment method.
b. Conflict of interest

There was a question raised regarding the potential conflict of interest for the depots. It was
mentioned that the Ethical Guidelines for Board Members has been helpful in clarifying conflict
of interest and the conflict of interest legislation is clear.
Director Winn suggested that the SCRD Corporate Officer attend a meeting to discuss conflict of
interest and concern over consensus.
PMAC members suggested the Ethical Guidelines for Board Members and Conflict of Interest
Legislation could be attached as an Annex to the revised Terms of Reference.
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Action Item: Staff to consult with the Corporate Officer regarding potential conflict of interest
issues and PMAC membership.
Action Item: Staff to review Conflict of Interest Legislation and Ethical Guidelines for Board
Members.
Action Item: SCRD to ask the Corporate Officer to attend a PMAC meeting to advise on conflict
of interest guidelines.
Robyn Cooper arrived at 1:38 pm.
c. Format

There was an inquiry whether the organizational chart in the current Terms of Reference was
required.
Discussion ensued regarding how other SCRD advisory committees structure their Terms of
Reference and whether there is any standardization across committees. It was mentioned that
PMAC’s role needs to align with MoE requirements.
Staff noted that SCRD is mandated to write a review of plan effectiveness by the end of each five
year period following approval by the MoE. This report should include a review of the
effectiveness of the plan from PMAC. The SCRD’s SWMP is not up for renewal.
SCRD SWMP adopted in 2011, approved by MoE in 2012, report due August 31, 2017.
The Chair requested members provide feedback on the Terms of Reference to him and will
discuss with staff directly.
There was a suggestion to standardize the Terms of Reference for SCRD committees and that the
roles and Terms of Reference be reviewed at the beginning of each year.
Action Item: All PMAC members and SCRD staff to provide feedback and suggestions on the
Terms of Reference to the Chair prior to the next meeting.
Action Item: Chair to compile feedback and present proposed draft Terms of Reference at the
next meeting.
7. Metro Vancouver Solid Waste Incinerator Proposal Update
There is no further update at this time. For updates visit:
www.metrovancouver.org/services/solid-waste/about/wte/pages/index.aspx
8. SWMP progress report
The new SWMP progress update spreadsheet was discussed and it was noted that the items have
been taken directly out of the SWMP and are listed in order as they appear in the plan.
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a. Mr. Collins inquired about funding options for non-residential recycling in Pender
Harbour. It was noted that SCRD funded recycling has historically always been
residential. It was clarified that MMBC is a user pay system and therefore, the
program does not apply to the ICI (Industrial Commercial Institutional) sector. Nonresidential recycling programs would require additional funding or through private
industry.
The Committee discussed fee structures for recyclable materials.
b. Mr. Harrison inquired about MMBC impacting the closure date of the Pender
Harbour landfill. It was clarified there is no impact.
c. Mr. Harrison inquired about the impact the Pender Harbour landfill closure will have
on the Sechelt landfill. It was clarified that the 15 – 17 year estimated capacity has
accounted for the acceptance of waste from Pender Harbour.
d. Mr. Harrison asked for an update on the Pender Harbour Resource Recovery Centre
and specified area funding for the centre. Staff updated PMAC members that a report
went to the July 2, 2015 Infrastructure Services Committee regarding SWMP next
steps and that further discussion on plan priorities would ensue at the September 3,
2015 ISC meeting.
Action Item: SCRD Staff to update PMAC on Pender Harbour Resource Recovery plans after
the September 3, 2015 ISC meeting.
e. Mr. Collins requested to have data on SWMP progress, in addition to the progress
chart. Specifics such as budgets, diversion rates and tonnages would help members
evaluate the plan’s implementation and effectiveness.
Action Item: SCRD staff to prepare table of statistics for PMAC members to review.
SCRD staff mentioned that a waste composition study was completed in 2014. Members
requested to see the report.
Action Item: SCRD Staff will provide the Committee with a copy of the 2014 Waste
Composition Audit.
PMAC members expressed an interest in remaining up to date on ISC agenda items, solid waste
related staff reports and ISC minutes and asked for staff to alert them when these are available on
the SCRD website.
Action Item: SCRD Staff to send PMAC members links to ISC agenda packages and minutes
once available on the SCRD website.
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NEW BUSINESS
9. Zero Waste Budget (carried over from 12 May PMAC meeting)
There was a request for pre-MMBC and post-MMBC costs.
Action Item: SCRD Staff to provide the Committee with a copy of the ISC Report outlining
pre-MMBC and post-MMBC costs.
10. Update on Landfill Gas to Energy Project

The methane gas volumes are too low to make the project financially viable. There was a
discussion about the three different options proposed and noted that all of the options would
result in an annual deficit. As a result, the Board resolved on July 9, 2015 that the project be
abandoned.
Action Item: SCRD Staff to provide a copy of the Landfill Gas to Energy Project Report
presented to the July 9, 2015 Board.
STANDING ITEMS
There were no items discussed.
NEXT MEETING: Tuesday, September 29 at 1:00 pm
ADJOURNMENT 2:42 pm
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SUNSHINE COAST REGIONAL DISTRICT
TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE
June 29, 2015

DRAFT MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD IN THE CEDAR ROOM OF THE SUNSHINE
COAST REGIONAL DISTRICT OFFICES, 1975 FIELD ROAD, SECHELT, BC.

PRESENT:
(Voting Members)

Director, Electoral Area E, Chair
Director, Electoral Area A
Director, Electoral Area B
Director, Electoral Area D
Director, Electoral Area F
Director, Town of Gibsons
Director/Mayor, District of Sechelt
Alternate Director, District of Sechelt
Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure
BC Ferries
Gambier/Keats Ferry Advisory Committee
Trustee, School District No. 46
Transportation Choices (TraC)

Lorne Lewis
Frank Mauro
Garry Nohr
Mark Lebbell
Ian Winn
Silas White
Bruce Milne
Alice Lutes
Don Legault
Hanna Josephson
Joyce Clegg
Greg Russell
Alun Woolliams

ICBC

Harvey Kooner

ALSO PRESENT:
(Non-Voting)

General Manager, Infrastructure Services
Detachment Commander, RCMP
Constituency Assistant, MLA’s Office
Parks Planning Coordinator
Sunshine Coast Speed Watch
Capilano Highways
Members of Public
Recording Secretary

Bryan Shoji
S/Sgt Vishal Mathura
Kim Tournat
Sam Adams
Jon Hird
Tyler Lambert
2
Susan Fernandez

CALL TO ORDER

10:21 a.m.

AGENDA

The Agenda was adopted as presented.

ABSENT:
(With Regrets)

ROUNDTABLE INTRODUCTIONS
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MINUTES
Recommendation No. 1

Minutes

The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that the draft minutes of the May 4, 2015
meeting be adopted as amended as follows:
 Cover Page, Section PRESENT: replace “RCMP with Detachment Commander, RCMP”;
 Cover Page, Section PRESENT: replace “Vishal Mathura with S/Sgt Vishal Mathura”;
 Page 2, replace “Constable Mathura with S/Sgt Mathura.”
PETITIONS AND DELEGATIONS
Mr. Michael Gannon gave a verbal report noting a neighborhood petition that outlines resident
concerns regarding drivers speeding on North Road between Marine Drive and Stewart Road.
Mr. Gannon indicated he wants to see the speed limit reduced, driver education to share the
road, speed bumps or rumble strips, and police monitoring to slow drivers down for the safety of
the public.
Mr. Legault remarked that speed limit changes require an Order of Council and the process has
been started for this area. Speed bumps are not used due to safety concerns and emergency
services vehicle access.
Director Winn thanked the delegate for bringing his concerns forward.
Recommendation No. 2

Resident and Pedestrian Safety on North Road between Marine
Drive and Stewart Road

The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that the letter from Michael Gannon
regarding “Concerns for resident and pedestrian safety due to high-speed drivers on North Road
and Marine Drive near the Langdale Ferry Terminal” be received for information.
Recommendation No. 3

Letter to Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure
Supporting a Speed Limit Reduction on North Road

The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that a letter be sent to the Ministry of
Transportation and Infrastructure supporting pedestrian and bike safety improvements on North
Road noting urgency for a speed limit reduction to 50 km/h, with a copy to the MLA;
AND THAT, if a letter is not received from the Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure
within one month of issue, the Board request a meeting with the Minister at UBCM;
AND FURTHER THAT a letter be sent to the Sea to Sky RCMP requesting speed enforcement
on North Road, with a copy to the local RCMP detachment.
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REPORTS
Recommendation No. 4

Sunshine Coast Speed Watch Reports, April 2015 and May 2015

The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that the Sunshine Coast Speed Watch
Reports for April 2015 and May 2015 be received.
Recommendation No. 5

Traffic Calming Policy

The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that a letter be sent to the Ministry of
Transportation and Infrastructure requesting clarification and the rationale on their traffic
calming policy concerning engineered traffic calming measures on rural roads, with
identification of permitted exceptions.
COMMUNICATIONS
Recommendation No. 6

Communications

The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that the following communications be
received:
 Alun Woolliams, Transportation Choices (TraC) Sunshine Coast, regarding Selma Park
budgeting and completion, Knotweed stands along Hwy 101 and Selma Park Road
safety;
 Mark Lebbell, Director, Electoral Area D, regarding public access to bike lane sweeping
information;
 Peter Luckham, Chair, Islands Trust Council, regarding Islands Trust Council request
25% reduction in minor route ferry fares;
 Jef Keighey and Ric Bills, Co-Chairs, B.C. Ferry Coalition, regarding additional fare
increases unwarranted.
Recommendation No. 7

Bike Lane Sweeping

The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that SCRD staff work with TraC to
communicate Sunshine Coast bike lane sweeping schedules on the TraC and SCRD web sites on
an ongoing basis.
ROUNDTABLE
The issue of ferry subsidies for youth participating in arts and cultural ventures was discussed.
Recommendation No. 8

BC Ferries Fares for Cultural Students

The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that the Community Services Committee
have a discussion regarding fares on BC Ferries for students attending arts and cultural events.
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The following issues or concerns were noted during the Roundtable discussion:
 Cyclists riding two abreast on Port Mellon Highway.
 Funding received to mark crosswalks at Madeira Park, Cedar Grove and Roberts Creek
Elementary Schools
 Underage drivers on ATV’s and motor bikes on Gambier and Keats; an ‘unannounced’
police presence on weekends was requested
 Squealing tires and loud parties at the Halfmoon Bay dock during evenings and weekends
 Possible impact of the Malaspina Coach Line service suspension
 Invasive species and Invasive Species Technical Working Group
 Speed Watch volunteers needed
 Resignation of SCRD Transit and Fleet Manager, Rob Williams, effective July 15, 2015
NEXT MEETING

September 14, 2015

ADJOURNMENT

12:00 p.m.
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