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 Moved by          , Seconded by     , 
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81 On average 81 people die every year in crashes 
where distracted driving is a contributing factor. 

Distracted driving is responsible for about one quarter (27%) of 
a I car crash fatalities n B.C. 

\/I/hen yoJ're distracted, you react slower. Most rear-end crashes 
0esulting in injury are caused by distracted drivers. 



Definition 
Distracted driving can be defined as the 
diversion of attention away from activities critical 
for safe driving toward a competing activity.  
 

Examples include:  

• looking after children 

• texting  

• talking on the phone or to a passenger  

• watching videos or changing radio stations 

• eating  

• reading 
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Types of distraction 

Source: Infographic http://auto.erieinsurance.com/distracted-driving-infographic.aspx; data: NHTSA (FARS 2010-11)  
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13the rules 

The use of hand-held 
personal electronic 
devices while driving 
has been banned in 
B.C. since 2010. 

The law also appl ies 
whi le you're stopped 
at a red light or 
slowed in traffic. 

$368 The penalty for using a hand-held 
electronic device whi le driving is a 
$368 fine and four penalty points. 

If you have your L or N, you're not allowed to 
use any personal electronic devices, even with a 
hands-free system. 
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14did you know? 

There are many types o f distractions, 
but one of the most common ·s the use 
of pe•sonal electronic devices. 

Stuoies show that drivers who 
are talk ing on a cellphone lose 
.ibout 50% of wh.it is going on 
around them, visually.' 

sx 
90% 
of B.C. d rivers surveyed 
rated texting while driving 
as being more risky than 
drinking and driving: 

t:.___.) (_] 

You··e five times 'Tlore likely to 
crash if you're on your phone. 

Approxim<'ltcly 1 out of 5 l:l.C. 
drivers surveyed said that they'd 
recenlly lexled o r mnde o phone 
call using a hand-held cellphone 
while driv ng.' 
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Car window decal 
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MINUTES OF DISTRICT OF KITIMAT  
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

MEETING HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, NORTHWEST  
COMMUNITY COLLEGE, ON MONDAY, APRIL 10, 2017 AT 7:30 P.M. 

 
 
Present: Mayor   P. Germuth 
 

Councillors E. Empinado, R. Goffinet, M. Murphy, C. Rattée, L. Walker 
 

Absent: Councilor M. Feldhoff 
 

Present: Staff   W. Waycheshen, Chief Administrative Officer 
D. Godfrey, Director of Corporate Administration 
G. Sewell, Director of Community Planning 
T. Bossence, Fire Chief 

    S. Christiansen, Director of Finance 
M. Manson, Director of Operations 
T. Gleig, Director of Engineering 
W. Sussbauer, Technical Services Manager  
M. Gould, Director of Leisure Services 
 

 
1. Call for New Business / Adoption of the Agenda 
 

Moved and seconded, 
 “THAT the agenda be adopted as circulated” 

Motion Carried Unanimously 
2. Public Input / Questions on Agenda Items 
 
3. Media Inquiries - For Clarification Only 
 
4. Representatives from Kitimat Chamber of Commerce 
 
Representatives from the Kitimat Chamber of Commerce spoke on a request for a Rainbow 
Crosswalk within the District.  
 
5. Liquor Control and Licensing Act: Fees 
 

 Moved and Seconded,  
“THAT staff bring back a bylaw for Council’s consideration that fees for any 
permanent liquor license application or amendment applications be up to $500. 
AND THAT advertising fees for applicable liquor license applications and 
amendments that need to be referred to the District be set at $250.” 

 
Motion Carried Unanimously 

C17-034 
Liquor Control and Licensing Act: Fees 

 
6. Liquor Control and Licensing Act: Zoning 

 
Moved and Seconded,  

“THAT Part 9 of Kitimat Municipal Code be amended as outlined below from the 
report titled "Zoning Implications of Changes to BC Liquor Control and 
Licensing Act" and dated 6 April 2017, including Zoning Tables in Section 4; 
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District of Kitimat  
Committee of the Whole Meeting Minutes 
April 10, 2017 
Page 2 of 4 
 

1. Remove outdated references in Division 1 (General) to Liquor Control and 
Licensing Act, licensing, liquor primary, and other related words and phrases; 
 
2. Add a general provision to Part 9, Division 2 (Zoning) stipulating that any 
business may apply for a liquor primary license in accordance with the Liquor 
Control and Licensing Act (LCLA) and successor regulations, but any license 
issued is subject to restrictions established by the LCLA and Kitimat Municipal 
Code; 
 
3. Stipulate in Division 2 that any business operating under a Temporary Use 
Permit (TUP) is not eligible for a liquor primary license; and 
 
4. Add Brewery, Winery and Distillery to the permitted uses in C1 City Centre 
and M2 Service Centre General Zones.” 

 
Motion Carried Unanimously 

C17-035 
Liquor Control and Licensing Act: Zoning 

 
Moved and Seconded,  

“THAT in Zone C1, items Offices (private, government and non-profit), 
Veterinary Office, Veterinary Hospital, and Bank not be eligible for a Liquor 
Primary License.” 

 
Motion Carried Unanimously 

C17-036 
Liquor Control and Licensing Act: Zoning 

Moved and Seconded,  
“THAT in Zone C2, item Offices (private, government and non-profit), and 
Bank or Financial Institution not be eligible for a Liquor Primary License.” 

 
Motion Carried Unanimously 

C17-037 
Liquor Control and Licensing Act: Zoning 

 
Moved and Seconded,  

“THAT in Zone C8, item Offices (private, government and non-profit) not be 
eligible for a Liquor Primary License.” 

 
Motion Carried Unanimously 

C17-038 
Liquor Control and Licensing Act: Zoning 

 
Moved and Seconded,  

“THAT in Zone C10, items Agriculture, including greenhouse(s), nursery, 
board kennel or stable, Local Retail Trade, Retail of Agricultural Products 
and Supplies, Veterinary Office, Veterinary Hospital not be eligible for a 
Liquor Primary License.” 

 
Motion Carried Unanimously 

C17-039 
Liquor Control and Licensing Act: Zoning 
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District of Kitimat  
Committee of the Whole Meeting Minutes 
April 10, 2017 
Page 3 of 4 
 

Moved and Seconded,  
“THAT in Zone C13, items Offices (private, government and non-profit),and 
Bank not be eligible for a Liquor Primary License.” 

 
Motion Carried Unanimously 

C17-040 
Liquor Control and Licensing Act: Zoning 

 
Moved and Seconded,  

“THAT in Zone M1, item Construction Camp be eligible for a Liquor Primary 
License.” 

 
Motion Carried Unanimously 

C17-041 
Liquor Control and Licensing Act: Zoning 

 
Moved and Seconded,  

“THAT in Zone M1, item Agriculture not be eligible for a Liquor Primary 
License.” 

 
Motion Carried Unanimously 

C17-042 
Liquor Control and Licensing Act: Zoning 

Moved and Seconded,  
“THAT in Zone M2, items Offices (private, government and non-profit) and 
Kennel or Animal Boarding Establishment not be eligible for a Liquor 
Primary License.” 

 
Motion Carried Unanimously 

C17-043 
Liquor Control and Licensing Act: Zoning 

Moved and Seconded,  
“THAT in Zone M2-A, items Offices (private, government and non-profit), 
Kennel or Animal Boarding Establishment, Retailing excluding 
department stores, grocery stores and clothing stores, and Veterinary 
Clinics not be eligible for a Liquor Primary License.” 

 
Motion Carried Unanimously 

C17-044 
Liquor Control and Licensing Act: Zoning 

Moved and Seconded,  
“THAT in Zone M2-B, items Offices (private, government and non-profit) and 
Kennel or Animal Boarding Establishment not be eligible for a Liquor 
Primary License.” 
 

 
Motion Carried Unanimously 

C17-045 
Liquor Control and Licensing Act: Zoning 
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District of Kitimat  
Committee of the Whole Meeting Minutes 
April 10, 2017 
Page 4 of 4 
 

Moved and Seconded,  
“THAT in Zone M3, item Offices (private, government and non-profit), not be 
eligible for a Liquor Primary License.” 

 
Motion Carried Unanimously 

C17-046 
Liquor Control and Licensing Act: Zoning 

Moved and Seconded,  
“THAT in Zone G1, items related to the Mount Elizabeth Theater and similar be 
eligible for a Liquor Primary License.” 

 
Motion Carried Unanimously 

C17-047 
Liquor Control and Licensing Act: Zoning 

 
Moved and Seconded,  

“THAT in Zone G5 and G5-A, item Agriculture, not be eligible for a Liquor 
Primary License.” 

 
Motion Carried Unanimously 

C17-048 
Liquor Control and Licensing Act: Zoning 

Moved and Seconded,  
“THAT in Zone G4-A, item Campground, not be eligible for a Liquor Primary 
License.” 

 
Motion Carried Unanimously 

C17-049 
Liquor Control and Licensing Act: Zoning 

 
 
Moved and seconded, 

“THAT this meeting adjourn.” 
Motion Carried Unanimously 

 
The meeting adjourned at 8:05 p.m. 

 
CERTIFIED TRUE AND CORRECT 
 
 
 
 
______________________________  __________________________ 
Mayor       Corporate Officer    
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MINUTES OF DISTRICT OF KITIMAT  
SPECIAL 

MEETING HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, NORTHWEST  
COMMUNITY COLLEGE, ON MONDAY, APRIL 10, 2017 AT 8:05 P.M. 

 
 
Present: Mayor   P. Germuth 
 

Councillors E. Empinado, R. Goffinet, M. Murphy, C. Rattée, L. Walker 
 

Absent: Councilor M. Feldhoff 
 

Present: Staff   W. Waycheshen, Chief Administrative Officer 
D. Godfrey, Director of Corporate Administration 
G. Sewell, Director of Community Planning 
T. Bossence, Fire Chief 

    S. Christiansen, Director of Finance 
M. Manson, Director of Operations 
T. Gleig, Director of Engineering 
W. Sussbauer, Technical Services Manager  
M. Gould, Director of Leisure Services 

1. Call to Order 
 
2. 2017 Budget 
 

Moved and seconded, 
“THAT the 2017 Revisions as on the "Changes to Budget" page be approved as 
submitted. 
THAT the 2017 Supplementary items as listed below receive early approval. 
 
Phone System – KFD, LS $25,000.” 

Motion Carried Unanimously 
 

SPC17-001 
2017 Budget 

 
3. Bylaw No. 1904, “Direction to Prepare a Parcel Tax Roll for Commercial Avenue Local 

Area Service, 2017” 
 
Moved and seconded, 

“THAT "Commercial Avenue Local Area Service Parcel Tax Roll Direction Bylaw 
No. 1904, 2017" be given first three readings.” 

Motion Carried Unanimously 
SPC17-002 
Bylaw 1904 

Moved and seconded, 
“THAT this meeting adjourn.” 

Motion Carried Unanimously 
The meeting adjourned at 8:15 p.m. 

 
CERTIFIED TRUE AND CORRECT 
 
 
 
______________________________  __________________________ 
Mayor       Corporate Officer    
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MINUTES OF DISTRICT OF KITIMAT  
REGULAR MEETING 

MEETING HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, NORTHWEST  
COMMUNITY COLLEGE, ON TUESDAY, APRIL 18, 2017 AT 7:30 P.M. 

 
 
Present: Mayor   P. Germuth 
 

Councillors M. Feldhoff, R. Goffinet, M. Murphy 
C. Rattée, L. Walker 
 

Absent:  E. Empinado 
 

Present: Staff   W. Waycheshen, Chief Administrative Officer 
G. Sewell, Director of Community Planning 

    M. Gould, Director of Leisure Services 
T. Gleig, Director of Engineering 
M. Dewar, Director of Economic Development   
M. Manson, Director of Operations 
S. Christiansen, Director of Finance 
T. Bossence, Fire Chief 
J. Marsh, Business and Communications Officer 
E. Anderson, Deputy Director of Corporate Administration  
 

 
Delegations/Presentations 
 
1. Sgt. Morgan, RCMP – Presentation of March 2017 Policing Report 

 
Sgt. Morgan presented on the March 2017 Policing Report and answered questions from 
Council.  
 

Public Input / Questions on Agenda Items 
 
Media Inquiries - For Clarification Only 
 
Call for New Business / Adoption of the Agenda 
 

Moved and seconded, 
“THAT the agenda be adopted as circulated.” 

Motion Carried Unanimously 
Minutes 
 
1. Regular Meeting of Council – April 3, 2017  

 
Moved and seconded, 

“THAT the minutes of the Regular Council meeting held on April 3, 2017 be 
adopted as amended.” 

Motion Carried Unanimously 
 

Motion: R17-078 
Motions 
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District of Kitimat  
Regular Meeting Minutes 
April 18, 2017 
Page 2 of 6 
 
1. Lighting and Improvements at ‘Snowflake’ sign 
 

Moved and seconded, 
“THAT staff research lighting and general improvements at the ‘Snowflake’ 
District of Kitimat sign by Cable Car subdivision.” 

Motion Carried Unanimously 
 

Motion: R17-079 
2. Rainbow Crosswalk 

 
Moved and seconded, 

“THAT staff research locations, costs, funding opportunities and possible 
partnerships to paint a Rainbow Crosswalk in the District.” 
 

Motion Carried  
 

In Favour: Mayor Germuth, Councillor Feldhoff, Councillor Goffinet,  
Councillor Murphy, Councillor Rattée 

 
Opposed: Councillor Walker 

 
Motion: R17-080 

 
Bylaws 
 
1. Bylaw No. 1904 

 
Moved and seconded, 

“THAT "Commercial Avenue Local Area Service Parcel Tax Roll Direction Bylaw 
No. 1904, 2017" be adopted.” 
 

Motion Carried Unanimously 
 

Motion: R17-081 
Bylaw No. 1904 

 
 
Reports and/or Communications 
 
1. License of Occupation for Garden Centre, 194 City Centre 

 
Moved and seconded, 

 
“A. THAT terms of Licence of Occupation for the Installation and Operation of a 
Garden Centre at 194 City Centre include: 
i. Waive public notice for 2017; 
ii. One time approval, option to renew in 2018 in (possibly) a similar but 
alternative location; 
iii. Duration 10 April 2017 to 28 June 2017; 1 April to 28 June 2018; 
iv. District Of Kitimat named as co-insured on public liability policy, minimum $5 
million per incidence or as otherwise agreed by DOK Director of Finance (in 
place for 2017); 
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District of Kitimat  
Regular Meeting Minutes 
April 18, 2017 
Page 3 of 6 
 

v. Approval of Downtown Design Panel; and 
vi. License fee of $2000 per season (three months or less) 
 
B. AND THAT Mayor and CAO be authorized to execute documents required to 
issue a Licence of Occupation to a business locally known as "Kyle's No Frills" 
for a temporary Garden Centre at 194 City Centre.” 
  

Councillor Goffinet declared a Conflict of Interest as his daughter works at the applicants place 
of business. Councillor Goffinet left the Council Chambers at 8:01 pm. 

 
 

Amendment:  
 
Moved and seconded, 

 
“’Approval’ in section v. be struck and replaced with ‘Seek Comments from.’ 
  

 Motion Carried Unanimously 
 

Motion: R17-082 
 

 
Main Motion as amended: 
 

“A. THAT terms of Licence of Occupation for the Installation and Operation of a 
Garden Centre at 194 City Centre include: 
i. Waive public notice for 2017; 
ii. One time approval, option to renew in 2018 in (possibly) a similar but 
alternative location; 
iii. Duration 10 April 2017 to 28 June 2017; 1 April to 28 June 2018; 
iv. District Of Kitimat named as co-insured on public liability policy, minimum $5 
million per incidence or as otherwise agreed by DOK Director of Finance (in 
place for 2017); 
v. Seek comments from the Downtown Design Panel; and 
vi. License fee of $2000 per season (three months or less) 
 
B. AND THAT Mayor and CAO be authorized to execute documents required to 
issue a Licence of Occupation to a business locally known as "Kyle's No Frills" 
for a temporary Garden Centre at 194 City Centre.” 
 

Motion Carried Unanimously 
 

Motion: R17-083 
LOC – 194 City Centre 

 
Councillor Murphy requested that the minutes state that neither Council nor staff dictated the 
placement of the Garden Centre. 
 
Councillor Goffinet returned to the Council Chambers at 8:05 pm.  
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District of Kitimat  
Regular Meeting Minutes 
April 18, 2017 
Page 4 of 6 
 
2. Mental Health Association’s Garden Project request for 1120 cubic feet of soil 
 

Moved and seconded, 
“THAT the District provide up to 1120 cubic feet of top soil to the Mental Health 
Association’s Garden Project as well provide removal of the old dirt and garbage 
as requested.” 

Motion Carried Unanimously 
 

Motion: R17-084 
Mental Health Garden Project 

 
3. Five Year Financial Plan for 2017 

 
Moved and seconded, 

“THAT Council receive the "Objectives and Policies" Appendix for the 2017 Five 
Year Plan for information.” 

Motion Carried Unanimously 
 

Motion: R17-085 
Five Year Financial Plan - 2017 

 
 

4. 2017-2018 Transit Service Agreement and Annual Operating Agreement 
 
Moved and seconded, 
 

“THAT the District of Kitimat enters into the Transit Service Agreement with BC 
Transit. 
 
THAT the District of Kitimat enters into the 2017 - 2018 Annual Operating 
Agreement with BC Transit.” 

 
Motion Carried Unanimously 

 
Motion: R17-086 

Transit Operating Agreement 2017-2018 
 

5. Municipal Code Review for Fabric Structures 
 
Moved and seconded, 

“THAT staff complete a review of zoning options for temporary fabric structures.” 
 

Amendment by Unanimous Consent: 
  

 Add to the motion:  
 
“THAT zoning options for temporary fabric structures be referred to 
Advisory Planning Commission (APC) for comment and consideration; 
 
THAT staff prepare a Zoning Amendment Bylaw for Council consideration, 
incorporating recommendations to address temporary fabric structures; 
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AND FURTHER THAT during the preparation of a Zoning Amendment Bylaw 
addressing fabric structures, any building permit application for a permanent fabric 
structure outside of Industrial (M) Zones be withheld for up to 90 days, in accordance 
with Section 463 of the Local Government Act” 

 
Amendment by Unanimous Consent: 
  

“That the word ‘Permanent’ from the fourth paragraph be removed.” 
 

Motion as Amended: 
  

“THAT staff complete a review of zoning options for temporary fabric structures.” 
 
THAT zoning options for temporary fabric structures be referred to 
Advisory Planning Commission (APC) for comment and consideration; 
 
THAT staff prepare a Zoning Amendment Bylaw for Council consideration, 
incorporating recommendations to address temporary fabric structures; 
 
AND FURTHER THAT during the preparation of a Zoning Amendment Bylaw 
addressing fabric structures, any building permit application for a fabric structure 
outside of Industrial (M) Zones be withheld for up to 90 days, in accordance with 
Section 463 of the Local Government Act” 
 
 

Motion Negated 
 

In Favour: Councillor Feldhoff, Councillor Murphy, Councillor Walker 
 

Opposed: Mayor Germuth, Councillor Goffinet, Councillor Rattée 
 

Motion: R17-087 
Fabric Structures 

 
 

Moved and seconded, 
“THAT the Report titled Municipal Code Review for Fabric Structures dated 12 
April 2017, be tabled until there is a full Council.” 

 
Motion Carried Unanimously 

 
Motion: R17-088 
Fabric Structures 

6. Pool Shutdown - 2017 
 
Moved and seconded, 

“THAT this report dated April 10, 2017- Pool Shutdown - 2017 be received for 
information.” 
 

Motion Carried Unanimously 
 

Motion: R17-089 
Pool Shutdown - 2017 
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District of Kitimat  
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April 18, 2017 
Page 6 of 6 
 
7. LNG Canada Sponsorship 

 
Moved and seconded, 

“THAT this report dated April 10, 2017- LNG Canada Sponsorship be received 
for information.” 
 

Motion Carried Unanimously 
 

Motion: R17-090 
LNG Canada Sponsorship  

 
Advisory Commission/Committee Minutes 

 
1. Leisure Services Advisory Commission 

 
Moved and seconded, 

“THAT the Minutes of the Leisure Services Advisory Commission for the meeting 
on November 15, 2016 be received as circulated.” 
  

Motion Carried Unanimously 
 

Motion: R17-091 
Leisure Services Advisory Commission 

2. Leisure Services Advisory Commission 
 
Moved and seconded, 

“THAT the Minutes of the Leisure Services Advisory Commission for the meeting 
on February 21, 2017 be received as circulated.” 
  

Motion Carried Unanimously 
 

Motion: R17-092 
Leisure Services Advisory Commission 

 
New Business 

 
Mayor and Council Reports 
 

Verbal reports were given by various member of Council. 
 
Moved and seconded, 

“THAT this meeting adjourn.” 
Motion Carried Unanimously 

 
 

The meeting adjourned at 9:06 p.m. 
 
CERTIFIED TRUE AND CORRECT 
 
______________________________  __________________________ 
Mayor       Corporate Officer   
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DISTRICT OF KITIMAT 

BYLAW NO. 1905 

A BYLAW TO AMEND THE KITIMAT MUNICIPAL CODE WITH RESPECT TO LAND USES ELIGIBLE 
FOR A LIQUOR PRIMARY LICENCE. 
 ________________________________________________________________________________  

WHEREAS Kitimat Council deems it appropriate to amend the Kitimat Municipal Code to reflect 
changes in the BC Liquor Control and Licensing Act. 

AND WHEREAS Kitimat Council deems it is in the public interest to amend the Kitimat Municipal Code 
zones to reflect land uses that may, or may not, be permitted to apply for a Liquor Primary licence; 

NOW THEREFORE the Council of the District of Kitimat, in open meeting assembled, ENACTS AS 
FOLLOWS: 

1. This bylaw may be cited as ‘Liquor Primary Licence Amendment Bylaw No. 1905, 2017’ 
 

2. The Official Community Plan, 2008 of the District of Kitimat is amended as follows: 
 
a. Amend the following text under 5.3.5 Temporary Use Permits – General Conditions: 

 
Temporary uses should comply with the provisions of the Kitimat Municipal Code that are 
relevant to that use, even though the subject property may be in a different zone; liquor 
primary licences are not permitted for any business requiring a Temporary Use Permit. 
 

3. Part 4 - LICENCES & PERMITS of the Kitimat Municipal Code is amended to include: 
 
Division 7 – Council Delegation of Liquor Licencing  
 
Subdivision 1 - Interpretation 
 
4.7.1  1. In this Division, unless the context otherwise requires: 
 
   “Delegate” means the License Inspector; 
 
Subdivision 2 – Temporary Amendment Licences 
 
4.7.2  1. As per section 40 of the Liquor Control and Licensing Act, Council  

                       authorizes the Delegate to provide comment on temporary amendment  
                       licences on behalf of the District of Kitimat. 

 
  2. Any applicant may appeal the comments and recommendation of the  

                       Delegate to Council. 
 

4. Part 9 – PLANNING, Division 1 – General, Subdivision 1 – Interpretation of the Kitimat 
Municipal Code is amended as follows: 
 
9.1.1 Definitions 

 
"Lounge" means a liquor-primary business under the Liquor Control and Licensing Act; 

 "Restaurant, Cafe, Snack Bar" means any business where prepared food  and/or 
beverages are sold to the public for consumption on or off the premises, and will include 
a cafe, cafeteria, snack bar, sandwich shop, soda fountain, coffee bar, quick food, drive-
in cafe and restaurant. but shall not include a food-primary business with a lounge 
endorsement or a liquor-primary business licensed under the Liquor Control and 
Licensing Act. 

5. Part 9 – PLANNING, Division 1 – General, Subdivision 1 – Interpretation of the Kitimat 
Municipal Code is amended by adding the following definition for each of five land uses in 
alphabetical order: 
 
9.1.1 Definitions 

 
"Brewery", "Cidery", "Distillery", "Meadery" and "Winery" mean a brewery, cidery, 
distillery, meadery or winery, as applicable, that is licensed under the Liquor Control and 
Licensing Act to produce beer, cider, spirits, mead or wine. 
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BYLAW NO. 1905 

 

6. Part 9 – PLANNING, Division 2 – Zoning, Subdivision 1 – General of the Kitimat Municipal Code 
is amended to include: 
 
9.2.1  Basic Provisions 
 

  3.  Any business, holding a valid business licence, may apply for a liquor  
                        primary licence in accordance with the Liquor Control & Licensing Act  
                        and successor regulations; any licence issued is subject to restrictions  
                        and provisions established by the Liquor Control & Licensing Act and                
                       Kitimat Municipal Code. 

 

7. Part 9 – PLANNING, Division 2 – Zoning, Subdivision 2 - Development Applications - Review 
Process and Fees of the Kitimat Municipal Code is amended to include: 
 

9.2.2  Temporary Use Permits 
 

  9. Any business requiring a Temporary Use Permit is not eligible for a liquor  
  primary licence.   

 
8. Part 9 – PLANNING, Division 4 – Residential Zoning, Subdivision 1 – General of the Kitimat 

Municipal Code is amended to include: 
 
9.4.1  Liquor Primary Licence 
 
  29.  Liquor primary licence shall be permitted in residential zones where  
              specified as an eligible land use. 
 

9. Part 9 – PLANNING, Division 4 – Residential Zoning, Subdivision 10 – R3-B Multi-Family and 
Interim Residential Dormitory Zone of the Kitimat Municipal Code is amended by adding the 
following clauses and renumbering Subdivision 10 as required: 
 
9.4.10  Eligible Land Use for Liquor Primary Licence 
 
  3. a.  Permitted Use: Residential Dormitory until August 31, 2035 
   b. Accessory Use to Residential Dormitory: 

i. Coffee Shop 
ii. Industrial Laundry 
iii. Neighbourhood Pub 
iv. Personal Service Shop 
v. Recreational Facility 
vi. Restaurant or Dining Lounge 

 
10. Part 9 – PLANNING, Division 5 – Commercial Zoning, Subdivision 1 – General of the Kitimat 

Municipal Code is amended to include: 
 
9.5.1  Liquor Primary Licence 
 
  19.  Liquor primary licence shall be permitted in commercial zones where  

            specified as an eligible land use. 
 

11. Part 9 – PLANNING, Division 5 – Commercial Zoning, Subdivision 2 – C1 – City Centre Zone of 
the Kitimat Municipal Code is amended to include five new permitted uses, placed in 
alphabetical order: 
 
9.5.2 1. Permitted Uses 

• Brewery 
• Cidery 
• Meadery 
• Winery 
• Distillery 

    Eligible Land Use for Liquor Primary Licence 

   ag. Permitted use: 

i. Community College 
ii. Cultural Activity 
iii. Dry Cleaning and Laundry 
iv. Hotel 
v. Museum 
vi. Personal Service Shop 
vii. Public Assembly 
viii. Recreation 
ix. Restaurant 
x. Retail Trade 
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BYLAW NO. 1905 

 

12. Part 9 – PLANNING, Division 5 – Commercial Zoning, Subdivision 3 – C2 – Neighbourhood 
Centre Zone of the Kitimat Municipal Code is amended to remove “Restaurant (licensed)” from 
9.5.3.1 Permitted Use. 
 

13. Part 9 – PLANNING, Division 5 – Commercial Zoning, Subdivision 3 – C2 – Neighbourhood 
Centre Zone of the Kitimat Municipal Code is amended to include: 
 

9.5.3   Eligible Land Use for Liquor Primary Licence 

   v.  Permitted Use: 

i. Animal Grooming Parlour 
ii. Appliance and Furniture Repair 
iii. Bowling Alley 
iv. Club or Lodge Hall 
v. Dry Cleaning Establishment 
vi. Liquor Outlet 
vii. Motion Picture Theatre 
viii. Personal Service Shop 
ix. Restaurant, Café, Snack Bar 
x. Retail Trade 
xi. Studio or Craft Workshop 

 

14. Part 9 – PLANNING, Division 5 – Commercial Zoning, Subdivision 6 – C5 Limited Commercial  
Zone of the Kitimat Municipal Code is amended to include the following clause, and renumber 
remainder of Subdivision 6 as required: 
 

9.5.6   Eligible Land Use for Liquor Primary Licence 

   3.  Permitted Use: 

a. Hotel 
b. Recreational Facility 
c. Retail 
d. Restaurant 

 
15. Part 9 – PLANNING, Division 5 – Commercial Zoning, Subdivision 7 – C6 Limited Commercial  

Zone of the Kitimat Municipal Code is amended to include: 
 

9.5.7   Eligible Land Use for Liquor Primary Licence 

   g.  Permitted Use: 

i. Personal Service Shop within Transport Terminal 
ii. Transport Terminal 

 
16. Part 9 – PLANNING, Division 5 – Commercial Zoning, Subdivision 12 – C11 Highway 

Commercial  Zone of the Kitimat Municipal Code is amended to include: 
 

9.5.12            Eligible Land Use for Liquor Primary Licence 

   j.  Permitted Use: 

i. Hotel 
ii. Recreational Facility 
iii. Retail 
iv. Restaurant 

 

17. Part 9 – PLANNING, Division 5 – Commercial Zoning, Subdivision 13 – C12 Commercial 
Transition and Interim Residential Dormitory Zone of the Kitimat Municipal Code is amended to 
include: 
 

9.5.13   Eligible Land Use for Liquor Primary Licence 
 

1. e.  Permitted Use:  
i. Hotel 
ii. Recreational Facility 
iii. Residential Dormitory until August 31, 2035 

   Eligible Land Use for Liquor Primary Licence 

2. c. Accessory Use to Residential Dormitory: 
i. Coffee Shop 
ii. Restaurant or Dining Lounge 
iii. Retail 
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18. Part 9 – PLANNING Division 6 – Industrial Zoning, Subdivision 1 – General of the Kitimat 
Municipal Code is amended to include: 
 
9.6.1  Liquor Primary Licence 
 
  19.  Liquor primary licence shall be permitted in industrial zones where  

            specified as an eligible land use. 
 

19. Part 9 – PLANNING, Division 6 – Industrial Zoning, Subdivision 2 – M1 Manufacturing Zone of 
the Kitimat Municipal Code is amended to include permitted uses, placed in alphabetical order: 
 
9.6.2.   Permitted Uses 
  1. 

• Brewery 
• Cidery 
• Meadery 
• Winery 
• Distillery 

   Eligible Land Use for Liquor Primary Licence 

   r.  Permitted Use: 

i. Construction Camp 
ii. Restaurant 
iii. Storage 

 
20. Part 9 – PLANNING, Division 6 – Industrial Zoning, Subdivision 3 – M2 Service Centre General 

Zone of the Kitimat Municipal Code is amended to include: 
 
9.6.3.   Eligible Land Use for Liquor Primary Licence 

   w.  Permitted Use: 

i. Auction House 
ii. Builders Supply 
iii. Discount Store 
iv. Dry Cleaner or Laundry 
v. Funeral Parlour 
vi. Nursery 
vii. Second Hand Store 

 
21. Part 9 – PLANNING, Division 6 – Industrial Zoning, Subdivision 4 – M2-A Service Centre 

Commercial Zone of the Kitimat Municipal Code is amended to include: 
 
9.6.4.   Eligible Land Use for Liquor Primary Licence 

   m.  Permitted Use: 

i. Auction House 
ii. Barber or Hair Dressing Shop 
iii. Builders Supply 
iv. Coffee Shop 
v. Discount Store 
vi. Dry Cleaner or Laundry 
vii. Funeral Parlour 
viii. Hotel 
ix. News Stand 
x. Nursery 
xi. Pet Shop or Taxidermist 
xii. Photographic Studio 
xiii. Second Hand Store 
xiv. Shoe Shine 
xv. Tobacconist 
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22. Part 9 – PLANNING, Division 6 – Industrial Zoning, Subdivision 5 – M2-B Service Centre Industrial 
Zone of the Kitimat Municipal Code is amended to include: 
 

9.6.5.   Eligible Land Use for Liquor Primary Licence 

   e.  Permitted Use: 

i. Auction House 
ii. Builder Supply 
iii. Discount Store 
iv. Dry Cleaner or Laundry 
v. Funeral Parlour 
vi. Nursery 
vii. Second Hand Store 

 

23. Part 9 – PLANNING Division 7 – Greenbelt Zoning, Subdivision 1 – General of the Kitimat Municipal 
Code is amended to include the following clause 4, and renumber Subdivision 1 as required: 
 

9.7.1  Liquor Primary Licence 
 

  4.  Liquor primary licence shall be permitted in greenbelt zones where  
            specified as an eligible land use. 

 

24. Part 9 – PLANNING Division 7 – Greenbelt Zoning, Subdivision 2 –- G1 Institutional Zone 
Regulations of the Kitimat Municipal Code is amended to include: 
 

9.7.2.   Eligible Land Use for Liquor Primary Licence 

   f.  Permitted Use: 

i. Education (Post-secondary only) 
ii. Mount Elizabeth Theatre, at Block 120, DL 6042 6153 and 6156 R5C 

District Plan 6035 
 

25. Part 9 – PLANNING Division 7 – Greenbelt Zoning, Subdivision 8 –- G4 Recreation Zone 
Regulations of the Kitimat Municipal Code is amended to include the following clause 3, and 
renumber subdivision 8 as required: 
 

9.7.8.   Eligible Land Use for Liquor Primary Licence 

   3.  Permitted Use: 

a. Coffee Shop 
b. Commercial Kitchen for Off-site Catering 
c. Dining Room 
d. Lounge 
e. Public, Private, or Commercial Recreation Facility including; but not 

limited to, Campground, Club, Golf Course, and Marina 
f. Retail Store 

 

26. Part 9 – PLANNING Division 7 – Greenbelt Zoning, Subdivision 9 –- G4-A Rural Resort of the 
Kitimat Municipal Code is amended to include: 
 

9.7.9.   Eligible Land Use for Liquor Primary Licence 

   d.  Permitted Use: 

i. Coffee Shop 
ii. Commercial Kitchen for Off-site Catering 
iii. Dining Room  
iv. Lounge 
v. Public, Private, or Commercial Recreation Facility including; but not 

limited to, Campground, Club, Golf Course, and Marina 
vi. Retail Store 

   e. Permitted Accessory Use to B&B, Inn, Hotel, Lodge, Cottage, or Guest  
                         Cabins: 

i. Cafe or Coffee Bar 
ii. Convenience, Gift, Marine or Souvenir Store associated with on-site 

accommodation or permitted accessory use;  
iii. Convention Centre  
iv. Golf Course 
v. Lounge 
vi. Marina 
vii. Pub 
viii. Restaurant 
ix. Spa and Related Personal Service 

35



BYLAW NO. 1905 

 

27. Part 9 – PLANNING, Division 8 – Temporary Uses, Subdivision 1 – General of the Kitimat 
Municipal Code is amended to include: 
 
9.8.1 6.  Any business requiring a Temporary Use Permit is not eligible for a liquor  
  primary licence. 
 

28. PART 11 – FINANCE, Division 1 – Miscellaneous Charges of the Kitimat Municipal Code is 
amended to include: 
 
Subdivision 7 – Liquor Licensing Application Fee 
 
10.1.7.  1. Application fees for new or permanent amendment licences where the District  

       intends on providing comment: 
 

TYPE OF APPLICATION PROCESSING 
FEE 

ADVERTISING 
FEE TOTAL FEE 

Liquor Licence $500.00 $250.00 $750.00 
 
 

29. This bylaw shall come into force and be binding on all persons from the date of adoption. 

 

READ a first time this  day of             , 2017. 

READ a second time this   day of  , 2017. 

A PUBLIC HEARING was held this           day of  , 2017. 

READ a third time this    day of  , 2017. 

FINALLY ADOPTED this   day of  , 2017. 

 
 
MAYOR    _______________________________  

               Philip Germuth 

 

CORPORATE OFFICER    _______________________________ 
         Debbie Godfrey 
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Section 1.   Introduction 
 

The District of Kitimat (DOK) is undertaking a planning and design exercise for 191 hectares of 

municipal land on the west side of Minette Bay. These lands, formally described as District Lots 471 

and 95 and known as “Minette Bay West”, are designated as a future park in Kitimat’s Official 

Community Plan. This site presents a significant opportunity to provide public access to the ocean, 

which is a key priority for Kitimat Council. The location of Minette Bay West is shown in Figure 1 below.  

 
Figure 1 – Minette Bay West (DL 471 and DL 95) Context 
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The planning process for Minette Bay West is a collaborative effort involving Kitimat Council, DOK staff, 

consultants, Haisla Nation, community members and stakeholders in Kitimat and Kitamaat. The process 

commenced in July 2016 with Phase 1 (Site Investigation), followed by Phase 2 (Concept Planning) from 

October 2016 to February 2017.  Project resources and concept plan options prepared in Phases 1 and 2 

respectively are available for viewing and download on our project web page: www.kitimat.ca/mbw. 

Phase 3 of the planning process commenced March 2017 with an online survey, followed by a project 

booth at the annual Spring Craft Fair on April 1. Tabulation and review of survey results–and preparation 

of this Summary of Community Engagement—occurred throughout April. Remaining tasks in Phase 3 

following the release of this document are outlined in Section 5.  

This document summarizes input from formal community engagement events and initiatives between 

October 2016 and April 2017, including: two open houses, two surveys, booths at four community 

events, and workshops with stakeholders and Council. Key messages and themes arising from informal 

engagement with community members (including e-mails, phone calls, in-person meetings, letters, and 

presentations to staff and Kitimat Council) are also included.  
 

There have been approximately 1,100 – 1,200 contacts with community members throughout the 

planning process to date. This number represents the number of inputs into the process, including 

attendance and participation at open houses, workshops and booths; completed surveys; phone 

conversations; e-mail exchanges; in-person meetings; submission of letters and other forms of 

participation. Dialogue on Facebook, and e-mails sent by DOK to subscribers of the project                                  

e-mail list, have not been included in the total number of contacts. 

  

Contacts are not a direct representation of the number of individuals who have participated in the 

planning process. One contact can represent the thoughts of multiple community members; for 

example, when one survey is completed on behalf of a household of two or more people. Conversely, 

multiple contacts can represent the thoughts of one person, if that one person has participated in the 

planning process in multiple ways. 

 

Figure 2 - DOK photo: view of Minette Bay West shoreline, looking southwest from the causeway/breakwater (2016)  
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Section 2.   2016 Engagement  

2.1 Open House #1 
 

a. Event Details 

A project open house was held on October 26, 2016 to mark the end of Phase 1. The intent of Open 

House #1 was to display results of site investigation and provide an opportunity for public input. The 

open house was advertised for a month leading up to the event via social media, DOK website, posters, 

public notices, e-mails, newspaper advertisements and word of mouth. Over 90 people attended the 

open house to learn about Phase 1 and provide their thoughts about recreation opportunities at 

Minette Bay West. 

 

The open house included multiple opportunities for attendees to receive information and provide 

input into the planning process. Project team members were available throughout the event for one-

on-one and group conversations with attendees, and poster boards were displayed throughout the 

room highlighting Phase 1 results and findings, including: 

 

 general project and site information; 

 environmental and archeological findings; 

 climate change considerations; and  

 strengths and challenges for recreation.  

 

The poster boards from this open house are available for download at www.kitimat.ca/mbw (see 

“Phase 1” under the “What is the Current Status of the Project” heading). 

 

 
 

Figure 3 - DOK photo: Open House #1 at Riverlodge Recreation Centre (2016) 

 

One of the eleven poster boards invited attendees to comment on their vision and priorities for the 

site. Post-it notes were supplied and attendees were asked to provide written responses to three 

questions: (1) past experiences in Minette Bay; (2) preferences for future amenities on the Minette 
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Bay West site; and (3) vision for Minette Bay West. Participants also had the option to take home a 

comment form with the same three questions and provide a detailed response.  

 
Many attendees also took away hard-copies of Community Survey #1, which launched the same day as 

the open house. Information about Survey #1, including a summary of results, is provided in                  

Section 2.2 of this document (see pages 6-12). 

 

On the same evening of and immediately following Open House #1, the project team held a roundtable 

meeting with the Advisory Planning Commission (APC) to discuss Phase 1 site investigation results. 

Project consultants attended the meeting to discuss their respective findings and answer questions.  

 

b. Summary of Input  

A significant amount of community input was received via the comment board and comment forms at 

Open House #1. Appendix A includes a comprehensive (verbatim) list of all comments received. A 

summary of this input is included in Table 1 on the following page. In Table 1, individual responses have 

been grouped into common themes. The number in parenthesis beside each theme indicates the 

number of times a response applicable to that theme was noted.  

 

 

Figure 4 - DOK photo: comment board at Oct. 26 open house (2016) 
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Table 1 – Summary of Input from Comment Board and Forms 

Q1: Have you been to 
Minette Bay before? If so, 

what did you do? 

Q2: What would you like to 
do here [at the Minette Bay 

West site] in the future? 

Q3: What is your vision for the future of 
this site? 

-Hike or walk (14) 
 
 
 
-Non-motorized boating (13)             
(dragon, kayak, canoe) 
 
 
 
-Nature & wildlife 
observation (7) 
 
 
 
-Visit Minette Bay Lodge (3) 
 
 
 
-Boat moored at Minette 
Bay Marina (3) 
 
 
 
-Dog walking (2) 
 
 
 
-Snowshoeing (2) 
 
 
 
-Horseback riding (2) 

-Hike or walk on trails or 
elevated boardwalks (21) 
 
 
-Launch a canoe, kayak or 
other non-motorized craft 
(13) 
 
 
-View nature and wildlife 
from a look-out          
platform (6) 
 
 
-Have an interpretive and 
educational experience  (6) 
 
 
-Have a picnic (5) 
 
 
-Photography (4)  
 
 
-Enjoy a public pier, look-
out area on the breakwater 
or other amenity on/near 
the water (4) 
 
 
-Enjoy scenery (3) 
 
 
-Walk dogs (3) 

-Destination for walking, hiking or 
running (20) 
 
-Environmentally sustainable site that 
has amenities but is kept in a natural 
state (9) 
 
-Universally accessible features for 
seniors and persons with disabilities (8) 
 
-No motorized boats (8)  
 
-Access to the ocean for pedestrians via 
dock, pier or other waterfront           
amenity (8) 
 
-No ATVs (7) 
 
-Day use only / no camping (7) 
 
-Protect and preserve wildlife habitat (7) 
 
-Interpretive and educational 
destination (7)  
 
-Destination for non-motorized water 
craft (6)  
 
-No fires (6)  
 
-Destination for wildlife viewing (6)  
 
-Destination for picnicking (6) 
 
-Untouched - i.e., “leave it alone” (3) 
 
-Camping destination (3) 
 
-Pedestrian only - no road/car access (3) 
 
-Safe and family-friendly (3)   
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2.2 Community Survey #1 
 

a. Survey Details 

An online community survey was available to the public from October 26 to November 28, 2016. The 

intent of Community Survey #1 was to collect information on community priorities and perspectives 

with respect to recreation opportunities at Minette Bay West. In total, 224 surveys were completed 

and 14 were partially completed, for a 94% completion rate. 

 

Community Survey #1 was available online as well as in hard-copy; hard copies were available at 

District of Kitimat facilities throughout the duration of the survey. Although the online component of 

the survey closed on November 28, DOK staff continued to accept completed hard copies until 

December 2.  

 

Survey #1 was widely advertised throughout the 

community during the last week of October and 

throughout November. General information 

about the survey was posted on the DOK 

website, social media, and posters at our 

municipal facilities. An e-mail regarding the 

survey was sent out to subscribers of our 

project e-mail list on November 25. Further, 

staff handed out surveys and provided 

information about the project (to encourage 

and support survey completion) at three 

community events in November:  

 Annual Fall Craft & Gift Sale (Nov. 4-5); 

 Love Kitimat Trade Show (Nov. 25); and 

 Light Up Kitimat (Nov. 27). 

The survey included nine questions in total. The 

questions were multiple choice with some 

opportunities for open-ended input through 

“other” responses. The survey results and a 

summary of open-ended feedback are included 

in the following section (pages 7 – 12).  

 

 

 

 

  

Figure 5 – Sample survey 
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b. Results 

Questions 1 and 2 

The first two questions of the survey asked respondents if they have visited Minette Bay in the past, and 

if so, where they visited. The vast majority of respondents, 92%, indicated that they had been to 

Minette Bay. Of these respondents, over three quarters had visited Minette Bay Marina, and 

approximately 40% had visited Minette Bay Lodge or an “other” destination in the Minette Bay area. 

“Other” responses have been grouped into themes and are listed in Table 2 on the following page. The 

number in parenthesis beside each theme in Table 2 indicates the number of times a response 

applicable to that theme was noted. 

 

Figure 6 – Q1: Have you ever visited Minette Bay? 

 
       *Total responses: 225 

 

Figure 7 – Q2: If yes, where did you visit? 

 
*Total responses: 196 
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Table 2 – Responses within Other Category in Q2 

Responses within “other” category 
Activity – land (14) Private property (2) 

The flats (13) Corduroy Road (2) 

Activity – water (11) A-frame (1) 

Shoreline (10)  Jetty (1) 

Logging area (8) Proposed recreation site (1) 

Pine Creek Trail (8) West side (1) 

Minette Bay Lodge (9) Old dock (1) 

Braun Farm (3)  
       

Question 3 

Question 3 asked respondents to choose goals they think should guide the Minette Bay West Concept 

Planning process. Respondents were able to choose one or more options, including “other”. A list of 

responses within the “other” category is included in Table 3 on the following page. 
 

Figure 8 – Q3: What goals do you think should guide the planning of the MBW site? 

 
*Total responses: 215 
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Table 3 – Responses within Other Category in Q3 

Responses within “other” category 

Mention of specific outdoor recreation opportunities (14) 

Mention of specific eco-tourism and economic development opportunities (13) 

Similar to Cow Bay in Prince Rupert (11) 

Mention of specific ways to protect sensitive ecosystems and wildlife, or specific 
areas to be protected (10) 

Universal accessibility (9) 

Preservation (8) 

Mention of specific ways to improve public access (8) 

Mention of specific learning opportunities regarding the environment and 
habitats (3)  

Mention of specific collaboration opportunities (2) 

Traditional practices (2) 

Mention of specific ways to build awareness of the cultural history of Haisla 
Nation and early settlers (1) 

 

Question 4 

Question 4 asked respondents to indicate the recreation activities they think should be available in the 

future at the Minette Bay West Site. Respondents were able to choose one or more options, including 

“other”. A list of responses within the “other” category is included in Table 4 on the following page. 
 

Figure 9 – Q4: What recreation activities should be available for visitors to Minette Bay West? 

*Total responses: 215 
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Table 4 – Responses within Other Category in Q4 

Responses within “other” category 

Shops/restaurants (boardwalk) (7) Off-leash areas for dogs (2) 

None (7) Paddle boarding (1) 

Hunting (6) Swimming (1) 

Waterfront area (marina)/boat launch (6) Tours (1) 

Bird watching (3) Accessible activities (1) 

Motorized snow sports (3) Kite-boarding (1) 

Boating/sailing (2)  
 

Question 5 

Question 5 asked respondents to provide perspectives on potential amenities for the site. Respondents 

were asked to indicate whether they support, do not support or are neutral on each amenity. 

Figure 10 – Q5: What are your perspectives on the following potential amenities for the site? 
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Question 6 

Question 6 asked respondents to provide perspectives on past and existing uses of the Minette Bay 

West site. Respondents were asked to indicate whether they support, do not support or are neutral on 

each use. 

Figure 11 – Q6: What are your perspectives on the following past and existing uses of the site? 

 

 
Questions 7, 8 and 9 

The final three questions of the survey asked for contextual information about respondents. Questions 7 

and 8 asked if respondents reside in Kitimat or Kitamaat, and if so, how long they have lived in either 

community. Question 9 asked if respondents are dog owners and/or have children, and if they are in 

one of two age categories (over 64 or under 20). The results indicate that the vast majority of 

respondents are long-time Kitimat or Kitamaat Village residents between the ages of 20 and 64; almost 

one-quarter are 65 or older; almost half live in a household with children; and about two-thirds own a 

dog.   
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Figure 12 – Q7: Do you live in Kitimat or Kitamaat Village? 

 
         *Total responses: 211 

Figure 13 – Q8: If yes, how long have you lived in Kitimat or Kitamaat Village? 

 
 *Total responses: 202 

Figure 14 – Q9: Which of the following pertain to you? 

 
           *Total responses: 162  
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2.3 Booths at Community Events 
 

DOK staff set up project booths at three community events in November 2016: Annual Kitimat Fall 

Craft & Gift Sale (Nov. 4-5); Love Kitimat Trade Show (Nov. 25); and Light Up Kitimat outdoor festival 

(Nov. 27). The intent of the booths was to give community members an opportunity to access 

information and participate in the planning process in a casual and convenient setting.  

 

Three to four hundred community members visited the booths. Many copies of Community Survey #1 

were handed out and input was received through conversations, comment forms and interactive 

displays. The Craft Fair booth included a comment board (the results of which appear in Table 1 on              

page 5), and the Light Up Kitimat booth included a voting exercise on potential activities at the Minette 

Bay West site (see Figure 16 below).  

 

 
Figure 15 - DOK photo: Project booth at Light Up Kitimat outdoor festival (2016) 

 

 
Figure 16 – DOK photo: Voting exercise at Light Up Kitimat outdoor festival (2016) 
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2.4 Council Workshop 
 

On November 30, 2016, a workshop was held with Kitimat Council and the project team, including 

staff, consultants and representatives from Haisla Nation’s Lands and Resources Department. The 

purpose of the workshop was to update Council on the results of Phase 1 and to seek input on vision 

and priorities for the site. 

 

Four topics pertinent to planning of Minette Bay West were explored during the workshop, including: 

human and wildlife/habitat interactions, human impacts, recreation, and environmental and cultural 

experiences. Comments within each of the topic areas were transcribed and displayed on a screen by 

the facilitator. The group then voted on their top five ideas using digital keypads. The responses were 

automatically weighted in order (first choice = 5 points, second choice = 4 points, etc.). Participants 

were not able to vote for one idea more than once, or required to select five ideas per topic. 

 

The results of the voting exercise are included in Table 5 on the following page. Ideas are listed in 

numerical order under each topic heading, starting with the idea (in bold) that received the highest 

votes/points.  

 

 

Figure 17 - DOK photo: Nov. 30 Council Workshop at Kitimat Public Library (2016) 
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Table 5 – Results of Voting Exercise 

Human and 

Wildlife/Habitat 

Interactions 

1. Raised walkways can help people see bears  

2. Observation towers to allow safe viewing 

3. Narrow band along coast is focus for recreation and not for bears (trails) 

4. Educate visitors about bears (e.g., no food on trails) 

5. Provide garbage bins and fire pits 

6. Permanent noise makers along trails 

7. Off leash dogs can attract bears 

Human  

Impacts 

1. No motorized uses on land 

2. Designated fire pits near park entry – no fires elsewhere 

3. Respect that Haisla members hunt and trap here 

4. Education on fire risks 

5. Consider fire fuel and collection of wood for fires 

6. No hunting 

Recreation 

1. Acquire access to breakwater/old log dump 

2. Provide distance markers on trails 

3. Acquire formal road access 

4. Boardwalk trail near park entry for all visitors 

5. Non-motorized boat launch 

6. Gazebo 

7. Pit toilets that are universally accessible 

8. Interpretive tours 

9. Integrate with Minette Bay Lodge trails if owners are willing 

10. Bike trails 

Environmental 

and Cultural 

Experiences 

1. Opportunities to safely view birds and wildlife 

2. Haisla traditional use information – stories, medicine, food 

3. Interpretive and site signage 

4. Protect the values we want people to appreciate 

5. Virtual tours 

6. Early settler history – Corduroy Road 

7. “Stay on the trail” – code of ethics for site use 

8. Multiple types of animals – opportunity for interpretation 

9. Ecotourism – partnerships, tours 

10. Pamphlets at staging areas 
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2.5 Stakeholder Visioning Workshop 
 

 

a. Event Details 

On November 30, 2016, a workshop was held with project stakeholders. The purpose of the workshop 

was to provide an update on the project, present community survey outcomes, and collect input on 

vision and priorities for the Minette Bay West site. 

 

Over 40 participants attended the event, including representatives from local special interest and 

recreation user groups, neighbouring property owners, DOK advisory commission members, staff from 

Haisla Nation’s Lands and Resources Department, representatives from LNG Canada and Rio Tinto, and 

others.  The workshop was facilitated by DOK staff and consultants.  
 

 

Figure 18 - DOK photo: Nov. 30 Stakeholder Visioning Workshop at Kitimat Public Library (2016) 

The event included separate table discussions on key topics that were identified based on community 

input leading up to the workshop. The topics included: human and wildlife/habitat interactions, human 

impacts, recreation, and environmental and cultural experiences (note - these same topics were also 

explored with Council on Nov. 30 during a separate workshop; see Section 2.4. 

 

Workshop participants were assigned to their first table (30-minute session) and were asked to choose 

a second table based on their interests and concerns. The second group at each table added to the 

ideas generated by the first group (see Figure 19 on the following page). Near the end of the 

discussion, each table selected their top ten ideas, which were then transcribed and displayed on a 

screen by the facilitator.  

 

All participants voted, using digital keypads, to determine the top ideas for each topic. The responses 

were weighted in order (first option = 5 points, second option = 4 points, etc.). Participants were not 

able to vote for one idea more than once and were able to select up to five ideas per category. A 

summary of voting results is included in the following section (see pages 18-21).  
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Figure 19: DOK photos: Flip charts after workshop table discussions (2016) 
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b. Summary of Input  

The following is a summary of voting results and input from the four discussion tables. The top ten ideas, 

as determined through voting, are listed in numerical order under each topic heading, starting with the 

idea (in bold) that received the highest votes/points. The bulleted items below the numbered lists are 

additional ideas from the group discussions. Numbers in parenthesis indicate the number of similar 

ideas. 

Table 6 – Workshop Input and Voting Results 

Top Ten Ideas 
(Voting Results) 

Human and Wildlife/Habitat Interactions 

1. Protect existing values 
2. No motorized vehicles  
3. Design controls to prohibit ATVs (e.g., elevated trails, posts) 
4. Universal access areas (e.g., seniors, wheelchairs) 
5. Designate use areas  
6. Commitment to patrol the area 
7. Designate some areas for bears only (no people) 
8. Provide non-motorized boat access 
9. Educational signage 
10. Need for appropriate control (signage) 

Other ideas, 
priorities and 

concerns 

 Duck/waterfowl hunting (2) 

 Value grizzly habitat above human recreational use (2) 

 Provide opportunity to get to water but keep out of sensitive areas 

 No camping 

 Minimize footprint 

 Boardwalk 

 Parking away from area 

 No boat access at breakwater of any kind 

 No high-impact activities 

 Encourage volunteer bird/animal counts 

 Workshops onsite periodically 

 Education re: sharing land with wildlife 

 No garbage bins – pack-in/pack-out 

 Incentive to marina to allow kayak for free 

 Coexist with wildlife 

 Awareness and education   

 Garbage attracts wildlife 

 Concern over fire and distance from town 

 Concern about industrial noise in estuary 

 Seasonal uses 

 Search and rescue access via water 

 Confine amenities to one area 

 Opportunity for ongoing community involvement 

 Loops or figure eight trails 

 Value of having on-site manager 
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Top Ten Ideas 
(Voting Results) 

Human Impacts 

1. No camping, day use only 
2. No fires 
3. Start slowly (trails) and monitor use 
4. No motorized vehicles – pedestrian use only 
5. Rustic accessible toilets 
6. Eco park (focus on education) 
7. Need garbage bins and park maintenance 
8. Seasonal closures if needed due to bears 
9. Duck hunting in specified area away from other park users; no high-

powered rifles 
10. Don’t “steal” budget from other parks 

Other ideas, 
priorities and 

concerns 

 Bear habitat is getting reduced (5) 

 Need bear awareness (3) 

 Vandalism (3) 

 Bikes have major impacts 

 Rather than providing a launch on the west side, subsidize fees at 
existing marina 

 Designated on-leash dog area 

 Prohibit vehicle access (provide parking areas) 

 Eco-friendly parking lots 

 No toilets 

 Reduce containers – properly marked bins 

 This site may not attract many people due to the smells (mud and fish, 
doesn’t flush well, mosquitos, flies) 

 

 

Figure 20 - DOK photo: Voting on discussion topics and ideas at Stakeholder Workshop (2016) 
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Top Ten Ideas 
(Voting Results) 

Recreation 

1. Minimal impact 
2. Trails of all levels 
3. Elevated walkway – low impact on marshland 
4. Non-motorized activities 
5. Viewing towers for bird watching 
6. Kayak launch (free) 
7. Tourism 
8. Education 
9. Reconnect with nature 
10. Picnic tables 

Other ideas, 
priorities and 

concerns 

 Target groups 
­ Younger generation 
­ Older generation 
­ Everyone 

 Infrastructure 
­ Garbage cans 
­ Hiking trail development 
­ Pack-in/pack-out policy for waste 
­ Incremental approach to implementation 

 Activities 
­ No fires and no camping (2) 
­ Loop trail with higher accessibility 
­ Local traffic 
­ Hike in only 
­ If it’s just trails, revive existing trails elsewhere in community 

instead 
­ Dragon boating 
­ Paddle boarding 
­ Figure-eight trail 
­ Day hiking 
­ Small floating dock 
­ Wildlife conflict 
­ Yes to motorized activities 
­ Duck hunting (yes) 
­ Duck hunting (none) 
­ Illegal dumping 
­ Grizzly tracking 
­ Bird watching as a regional and international draw 
­ Wildlife conflict 
­ No picnics 
­ Similar trails to Minette Bay Lodge 

 Treat the site as a recreational pond 
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Top Ten Ideas  
(Voting Results) 

Environmental and Cultural Experiences  

1. Preserve sensitive areas /minimize impacts 
2. Boardwalks and accessible paths 
3. Natural trails – intimate but well maintained 
4. Bird/wildlife/sunset watching platforms 
5. Education facilities for school groups 
6. Interpretive signage – cultural, flora, fauna, Braun Farm 
7. Parking lot access 
8. Visitor centre – education, rentals 
9. Haisla coastal architecture – poles, longhouse, artists, etc. 
10. Partnerships for stewardship, funding, programs, maintenance, etc. 

Other ideas, 
priorities and 

concerns 

 Target groups: 
­ Students (school kids and college) 
­ Birders 
­ Naturalists 
­ Tourists 

 Draws to the site: 
­ Being close to water (2) 
­ Pine creek trail (2) 
­ Forest 
­ Haisla heritage 

 Necessary infrastructure: 
­ Accessibility is important (2) 
­ Ongoing capital maintenance 
­ Fountain drinking water 
­ Gazebo  
­ Food trucks 
­ Interpretive centre 
­ Mobile trailer for kayak rentals 
­ Benches at regular intervals 
­ Charter boat/eco-tourism 
­ No development of coffee shops 
­ Pier – improve the existing spit/breakwater 
­ Public access and parking lot 

 Cultural Experiences: 
­ Braun Farm 
­ Integrating First Nation and school group education 
­ Convergence of cultures 

 Environmental Experiences: 
­ No fires 
­ Find environmental funding to showcase nature 
­ Be sensitive to the environment 
­ Preserve areas of the site, rare sites are disappearing 
­ Leave some areas of the site natural / rustic 
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2.6 E-mail and Other Correspondence (2016) 
 

From the inception of this project through year-end 2016, DOK staff received many e-mails and had 

informal conversations—over the phone and in person—with engaged community members regarding 

their ideas, concerns and priorities for the Minette Bay West site. In recognition of the value of all types 

of community input, while maintaining DOK’s duty of confidentiality, a summary of key messages was 

prepared and is provided below (in no particular order): 

 Minette Bay West site should be improved for recreation purposes and to allow public access to 

the water but should be kept as natural as possible, with an emphasis on re-purposing areas 

already disturbed by logging and other activities. 

 

 Another motorized boat launch is needed, given that there is limited boat access elsewhere in 

Kitimat.  

 

 To minimize disturbances on the site, the existing road to Minette Bay West should be the main 

site access, if a road agreement can be reached between private property owners.  

 

 Minette Bay and the Kitimat River estuary present significant wildlife viewing opportunities. 

 

 Minette Bay West is not a good location for motorized boat access, given site conditions and the 

fact an existing marina is nearby. 

 

 There is general concern about the impacts of increased human activity on the site.  

 

 Minette Bay West is frequented by grizzly bears and other wildlife; the potential to preserve 

some (e.g., the southern area) or all of the site to prevent human/wildlife interactions should be 

considered. 

 

 Depending on how the site is developed, there may not be a conflict between duck hunting and 

other recreational uses. Duck hunting largely occurs in the southern portion of DL 95 and in the 

estuary. 

 

 Motorized forms of recreation (e.g., ATVs, dirt bikes, etc.) are not supported at this site. 

 

 Existing rock breakwater/old log dump area presents an opportunity for a non-motorized boat 

launch (e.g., a dock) and pedestrian amenities. 
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Section 3.   2017 Engagement  

3.1 Open House #2 
 

A project open house was held on February 28, 2017 to mark the end of Phase 2. The intent of Open 

House #2 was to present and collect community input on three concept plan options and guiding 

statements (i.e., vision, goals and objectives) for the Minette Bay West site. Phase 1 site investigation 

materials were also displayed at the Open House for context and orientation. 
 

The three concept plan options are a culmination of extensive work completed in 2016, including site 

investigation and numerous community engagement activities. The options represent different 

priorities and perspectives within the community. Option 1, with the goal of “Maximizing 

Environmental Protection”, was inspired by participants who desire to see the site maintained in a 

natural state with minimal recreation amenities. Option 3, with the goal of “Maximizing Recreation 

Opportunities”, was inspired by those who have a desire for a public waterfront that provides diverse 

and extensive amenities but still respects the natural environment. Option 2 strikes a balance between 

recreation and environmental protection. 
 

Open House #2 was advertised for a month leading up to the event via social media, DOK website, 

posters, public notices, e-mails, newspaper advertisements and word of mouth. Approximately 50 

people attended the event to learn about Phase 2 and provide their thoughts about the guiding 

statements and concept plan options. The open house included multiple opportunities for attendees 

to receive information and provide input, including poster boards, handouts, a questionnaire and a 

comment board. Staff, members of Kitimat Council and a representative from Haisla Nation’s Lands 

and Resources Department were also available throughout the event for discussion with attendees.  

 

Display materials from this open house, including copies of the three concept plan options, are 

available for viewing and download at www.kitimat.ca/mbw (see the bottom of “Phase 2” under the 

“What is the Current Status of the Project” heading). Community input received at the open house via 

completed questionnaire forms is included in Section 3.2 of this report.    

 

 
              Figure 21 - DOK photo: Open House #2 at Riverlodge Recreation Centre  
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3.2 Community Survey #2 
 

a. Survey Details 

For approximately one month (March 2 to April 3, 2017), the project team collected community input 

on the three concept plan options via an online survey. Community members were asked to indicate 

their preferences for, and provide comments on, different recreation amenities in the three options. 

Respondents were also asked to provide their general thoughts regarding duck hunting on the Minette 

Bay West site.  

 

Survey #2 was originally scheduled to close on March 20 but was extended to April 3 by Kitimat 

Council. This two-week extension provided community members more time to learn about the 

planning process and fill out the survey. In total, 214 completed surveys were received before the 

deadline. This number includes online responses as well as completed hard-copy questionnaires from 

Community Open House #2 on February 28 (see Section 3.1 for information regarding Open House #2). 

 

Survey #2 was widely advertised throughout the 

community during March and the first week of 

April. General information about the survey was 

posted on the DOK website, social media, and 

mobile displays at our municipal facilities. 

Handouts with information about the three 

options and the survey were also available at 

our municipal facilities. 

 

E-mails regarding the survey were sent out to 

subscribers of our project e-mail list on March 2, 

16 and 31. Further, staff handed out online 

survey information and provided details about 

the project—to encourage and support survey 

completion—at a booth at the annual Spring 

Craft Fair on April 1. Information about this 

project booth is included in Section 3.3. 

 

The survey consisted of four questions. The first 

three questions were multiple-choice with 

space for comments, and the fourth was 

entirely open-ended. Results for questions 1-3, 

including quantitative and qualitative feedback, 

are included in the following section (see pages 

25 – 36). Verbatim responses to question 4 are 

included in Appendix B.  Figure 22 – Sample survey/comment form from Open House #2 
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b. Results 

Question 1  

The first question of the survey asked respondents to indicate which of the three concept plan options 

for Minette Bay West they generally prefer: (1) Maximize Environmental Protection; (2) Balance 

Environmental Protection and Recreation Opportunities; or (3) Maximize Recreation Opportunities. 

Respondents were asked to pick the option closest to their vision for the site. If respondents did not 

prefer any of the three options, a fourth option (i.e., “none of the above”) was provided with space for 

an open-ended explanation. If more space was needed, respondents could elaborate on their answer in 

a large comment box in question 4 (see Appendix B for a list of verbatim responses to question 4). 
 

As shown in Figure 23 below, approximately half of respondents to Question 1 indicated that their vision 

is closest to Option 3. Approximately one-third of respondents think Option 2 is closest to their vision, 

and 13% of respondents prefer Option 1. 8%, or 16 of the 207 respondents who answered Question 1, 

chose “none of the above”. Open-ended responses to the “none of the above” answer have been 

grouped into themes and are listed in Table 7 below. The number in parenthesis beside each theme in 

Table 7 indicates the number of times a response applicable to that theme was received. 

 
Figure 23 – Q1: Which option do you generally prefer? Which is closest to your vision for the site? 

 
*Total responses: 207 

 

Table 7 – Comments provided with “none of the above” response to Q1 

Comments 

Concerns re: potential wildlife disturbance and/or displacement (4) 

Desire to see a campground included in one of the options (3) 

Leave Minette Bay West undeveloped  (3) 

Concerns re: potential human/wildlife conflicts (3) 

Concerns re: lack of maintenance of existing DOK parks (e.g., Radley Park and Hirsch Creek) (3)  

Concerns re: duck hunting access and rights (2)   

Wish to see a Option 1 and a slow incremental approach to development (2) 

  

8% 

47% 

32% 

13% 

0 20 40 60 80 100 120

None of the above

Option 3

Option 2

Option 1

Number of Respondents* 
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Question 2  

Question 2 asked respondents to elaborate on their answer to Question 1 by providing details about 

their specific preferences for Minette Bay West. Respondents were asked to choose their preferred 

recreation amenities within 13 discrete categories. Three options were provided per category; 

respondents were asked to pick one option per category and space was provided for comments.  

Responses to Question 2 are displayed in Figures 24a – m. Each figure includes an accompanying table 

summarizing open-ended comments (see Tables 8 – 20). The number in parenthesis beside each theme 

in Tables 8-20 indicates the number of times a response applicable to that theme was received. 

 
Figure 24a – Q2: Preference, Trail System  

 
  *Total responses: 199 
 

Table 8 – Comments, Trail System 

Comments 

Maximize trail network and access throughout the property (13) 

Minimize impacts on the natural environment and wildlife (12) 

Leave the site undeveloped (9) 

Accessible trails are needed for seniors and persons with disabilities (7) 

Not supportive of dog off-leash trails (5) 

Trails at MBW would provide outdoor health and fitness opportunities (4) 

Supportive of dog off-leash trails (4) 

Family-friendly trails are needed (i.e., accessible with strollers and children) (2) 

Concerns re: duck hunting access and rights (2)   

New park at Minette Bay West should be built slowly/incrementally (2) 

Desire for cycling opportunities on trails at Minette Bay West (2) 

Minimal trails should be developed (2) 

Concerns re: potential human/wildlife conflicts (2) 

 

60% 

27% 

13% 

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140

Option 3: 8.4 km across full site; six loops,
including three accessible loops and an off-

leash dog loop

Option 2: 6.7 km in north three-quarters of
site; five loops, including two accessible

loops

Option 1: 3.7 km in north half of site only;
two loops, including one accessible loop

Number of Respondents* 
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Figure 24b – Q2: Preference, Off-Leash Dogs 

 
*Total responses: 193 

Table 9 – Comments, Off-Leash Dogs 

Comments 

All dogs should be leashed, for safety, courtesy and other reasons (11) 

People should be responsible dog owners (i.e., pick up droppings, leash when needed, etc.) (11) 

Concerns re: potential impacts of off-leash dogs on the natural environment and wildlife (9) 

All trails should be off-leash (7) 

A contained off-leash area/dog park is needed (7) 

No dogs (7) 

Bags for dog waste and disposal bins should be provided (3) 

Leave site undeveloped (3) 

Kitimat is a dog-oriented community and the new park should reflect this (2)  

Concerns re: aggressive and larger dog breeds and untrained dogs (2) 

 
Figure 24c – Q2: Preference, Viewing Decks / Towers  

 
*Total responses: 187 
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30% 
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Option 3: Off-leash dog area in northwest
corner, with adjacent off-leash dog trail

Option 2: Off-leash dog area in north-west
corner

Option 1: No provision for off-leash dogs; all
dogs to be on-leash

Number of Respondents* 
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Option 3: Five, including one partially-
accessible tower

Option 2: Four, including one partially-
accessible tower

Option 1: Three, including one partially-
accessible tower

Number of Respondents* 
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Table 10 – Comments, Viewing Decks/Towers 

Comments 

No viewing towers or platforms (unnecessary, expensive to build & maintain, eyesore, etc.) (13) 

Towers would provide significant birding, wildlife viewing and general sightseeing opportunities (11) 

“Option 1 is plenty”, “Three is enough” (3) 

Maximize number of towers and platforms (3) 

Minimize number of decks & towers and put them in special/prime locations (2) 

 

Figure 24d – Q2: Preference, Picnic / Day Use Area  

 
*Total responses: 195 

 
Table 11 – Comments, Picnic / Day Use Area 

Comments 

Maximize/optimize day use area  as there is a current lack of public waterfront in Kitimat (5) 

Positive comments about potential to picnic in day use area (5)  

No picnic area (concerns: littering, garbage, visitors, potential human/wildlife conflicts, etc.) (5) 

Minimize impacts on the natural environment and wildlife (4) 

Desire for campsites (2) 

Desire for covered area for weather protection (2)  

Leave site undeveloped (2) 

Provide bear-proof garbage cans and ensure they are emptied regularly (2) 

Picnic area should not be limited to day use only (2) 

 

 

 

 

  

62% 
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17% 
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Option 3: Wider band along shoreline

Option 2: Narrow band close to shoreline

Option 1:  Small area north of access road to
causeway/breakwater

Number of Respondents* 
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Figure 24e – Q2: Preference, Barbeques and Fire Pits 

 
*Total responses: 193 

Table 12 – Comments, Barbeques and Fire Pits 

Comments 

No fire pits or barbeques (concerns: forest fire risk, dangerous, unnecessary, attracts partiers) (12) 

Positive comments re: campfires in general and potential for campfires at Minette Bay West (9) 

Positive comments re: potential to prepare food at Minette Bay West (hot dog roasts, BBQs, etc.) (7) 

Suggested strategies to manage risks (signage, monitoring/policing, trial period, fire bans, etc.) (5) 

Desire to see multiple fire pits at Minette Bay West (3) 

Desire for similar fire/cooking amenities as at Radley Park or Furlong Bay Provincial Park (3) 

Don’t limit to day use only and allow evening fires (2) 
 

Figure 24f – Q2: Preference, Buildings and Structures in Picnic Area 

 
*Total responses: 196 
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Option 3: Small barbeques allowed in
designated areas, and small fire pit(s) in

picnic area

Option 2: Small barbeques allowed in
designated areas such as picnic shelter

Option 1:  No barbeques or fire pits allowed

Number of Respondents* 
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Option 3: Larger washrooms (no plumbing)
and larger covered picnic shelter

Option 2: Small washrooms (no plumbing)
and small covered picnic shelter

Option 1:  Small washrooms (no plumbing)
and platform for picnicking

Number of Respondents* 
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Table 13 – Comments, Buildings and Structures in Picnic Area 

Comments 

No buildings or structures in picnic area (5) 

Large covered area is needed for events, school field trips, family functions, etc. (5) 

Covered area(s) needed for weather protection (4) 

Some form of washroom is needed on this site (3) 

Keep it simple/minimal (3)  

Leave site undeveloped (2)  

Washroom with plumbing is desired (2)  

 

Figure 24g – Q2: Preference, Primary Access and Parking (Northeast Corner of Site) 

 
*Total responses: 196 

 
Table 14 – Comments, Primary Access and Parking (Northeast Corner of Site) 

Comments 

Start small and add future parking if warranted by demand (5)  

No parking area in northeast corner of site (4) 

Option 2 is safer for pedestrians and motorists than Option 1 (2)  

Parking area should accommodate school buses (include turnaround, parking, etc.) (2) 

Minimize impacts on the natural environment (2) 
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Option 3: Two connected double-loaded
parking lots at right angle to access road

Option 2: Larger double-loaded parking lot
at right angle to access road

Option 1: Small double-loaded parking area
along access road

Number of Respondents* 
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Figure 24h – Q2: Preference, Future Access and Parking (Northwest Corner of Site) 

 
*Total responses: 184 

 
Table 15 – Comments, Future Access and Parking (Northwest Corner of Site) 

Comments 

Future demand / need should dictate provision of parking in northwest corner (6) 

No parking in northwest corner of site (4) 

Start small and build incrementally as needed (2) 

Provide walking and cycling access and linkages (2)  

 

Figure 24i – Q2: Preference, Amenities at end of Causeway 

 
*Total responses: 188 
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Table 16 – Comments, Amenities at end of Causeway 

Comments 

Provide improvements for weather protection (6) 

Positive comments about potential improvements to causeway (6) 

Keep it minimal (5) 

No improvements to causeway (2)  

 

Figure 24j – Q2: Preference, Non-Motorized Access to Water 

 
*Total responses: 191 

 
Table 17 – Comments, Non-Motorized Access to Water 

Comments 

Need a ramp or dock off causeway for non-motorized boat and pedestrian interface with water (6) 

Provide amenity for the launching of canoes, paddle boards, kayaks, etc. (5) 

Provide accessibility features for elderly residents and persons with disabilities (3) 

Allow motorized boats (3) 

Do not allow motorized boats (3) 

Do not provide any amenities for access to water (3) 

Start small and build incrementally as needed; add amenities if demand warrants (2) 

Maximize/optimize non-motorized access to water (2) 

Signage is needed to warn users of dangers in Minette Bay (2) 

Positive comments re: possibility to swim / have direct interface with water at Minette Bay (2)  

Positive comments re: possibility for non-motorized boating (2) 

Need motorized boat launch (2) 
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Figure 24k – Q2: Preference, Vendor Area 

 
*Total responses: 157 

 
Table 18 – Comments, Vendor Area 

Comments 

Do not provide a designated vendor area (concerns: bears, garbage, visitors, unnecessary, etc.) (21) 

Questions about the need for, or purpose of, a vendor area at Minette Bay West (7) 

Positive comments about possibility of vendors at Minette Bay West (4) 

Comments/suggestions re: potential small restaurant (2) 

Yes to vendor area but in different location (2) 
 

Figure 24l – Q2: Preference, Play Area 

 
    *Total responses: 193 
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Table 19 – Comments, Play Area 

Comments 

Positive comments about potential play area (11) 

Do not provide a natural play area (5)  

No need for a natural play area as Minette Bay is already a natural playground (3)  

Keep site as pristine as possible (2) 

Small play area only; minimize environmental impact (2) 

 

Figure 24m – Q2: Preference, Public Art 

 
*Total responses: 180 

Table 20 – Comments, Public Art 

Comments 

No public art (concerns: cost, potential target for vandalism, environmental impact, etc.) (11) 

Different suggestions re: types of art that might be appropriate at Minette Bay West (8) 

Positive comments about public art at MBW (7) 

No art at first but possibly add later (2) 

Keep it natural (“nature is art”) (2) 

 

Question 3 

Question 3 asked respondents to indicate if they think duck hunting should be permitted at Minette Bay 

West, and if so, where it should be permitted. Respondents were asked to choose one of five                   

options (see Figure 25). 

As shown in Figure 25, 43% of respondents feel that duck hunting should be allowed on part(s) or all of 

Minette Bay West, and 43% feel that duck hunting should not be allowed on the site. 14% of 

respondents chose “none of the above”. Some respondents who chose “none of the above” left open-

ended explanations; these responses have been grouped into themes and are listed in Table 21. Open-

ended comments provided with the third option, “allow duck hunting within a specified area”, are 

included in Table 22. 
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Figure 25 – Q3: Should duck hunting be permitted in Minette Bay West                                                         

(District Lots 471 and 95), and if so, where? 

 
*Total responses: 195 

 
Table 21 – Details provided with “none of the above” response to Q3 

Comments 

No duck hunting (concerns re: stray bullets, safety concerns, conflicts, abuse of duck hunting, etc.) (9) 

No knowledge of duck hunting, unfamiliar with duck hunting, need more info, etc. (5) 

Minette Bay West should be a refuge for birds (3) 

 
Table 22 – Description of specific area where duck hunting should be permitted 

Comments 

Allow in southwest corner of site (4) 

Allow in portions of site left undeveloped (e.g. southern 2/3, southern 1/3, etc.) (2) 

Impose restrictions on park during duck hunting season (2) 

Provide distance/buffer between duck hunting and any public uses (2)  

Allow on District Lot 95 (2) 
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Question 4 

Question 4 asked respondents if they have any additional comments or feedback regarding the three 

concept plan options for Minette Bay West. This question included a large comment box (with no word 

limit) for open-ended responses. 108 of the 214 survey participants (51%) provided a response to 

Question 4. Some opted to write lengthy comments while others left only a few words or a short 

sentence. 

A list of verbatim responses is included in Appendix B. The comments were very diverse in terms of 

scope, depth and overall nature of content, reflecting the many different perspectives and priorities of 

community members in Kitimat and Kitamaat. Some respondents expressed a desire to see the site 

preserved as is or minimally developed (for a variety of reasons), while others indicated that they wish 

to see significant recreational development and diverse amenities. Other respondents indicated that 

their priorities lie at various points along this continuum, and that DOK must endeavour to balance 

environmental protection and recreation opportunities. 

 

 
Figure 26 - DOK photo: view of northwest Minette Bay at high tide, looking north from the causeway/breakwater (2017) 
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Figure 27 - DOK photo: Project booth at Spring Craft Fair (2017) 

3.3 Booth at Spring Craft Fair  
 

A project booth was set up at the Spring Craft 

Fair on April 1, 2017 at Riverlodge Recreation 

Centre. Staff were available throughout the 

event to provide information and answer 

questions about the concept planning 

process, as well as to encourage community 

members to fill out Community Survey #2 

(see Section 3.2 for details about the survey).  

 
The intent of the Spring Craft Fair booth—

similar to the three project booths in 2016—

was to give community members an 

opportunity to access information about the 

project and participate in the planning 

process in a casual and convenient setting. 

The Spring Craft Fair provided outreach to community members who might not otherwise have heard of 

or had the time to participate in the planning process. Spring Craft Fair event organizers have confirmed 

that attendance exceeded 1,000 people. 

 
Approximately 100 community members, or 10% of Spring Craft Fair attendees, visited the project 

booth. Staff answered many questions and had numerous discussions with previously engaged 

community members and new participants to the planning process. Many information packages about 

the project were handed out along with business cards advertising Community Survey #2. Display 

materials included a slide show and video of Minette Bay West, posters of the three concept plan 

options, copies of background documents and studies, poster boards from previous open houses and 

other supporting materials.  
 

 

           Figure 28 - DOK photo: view of Spring Craft Fair “Food Room” taken from Minette Bay West project booth (2017) 
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3.4 E-mail and Other Correspondence (2017) 
 

Throughout 2017, community members have been providing input to the project team in various ways 

outside of the formal engagement process. In addition to formal opportunities described in                   

Sections 3.1-3.3, staff have received letters and e-mails and have had numerous phone and in-person 

conversations with community members. Community members have also made presentations to 

Council in open meetings and have participated in ongoing community-initiated conversations on 

Facebook. 

 

In recognition of the value of all types of community input, while maintaining DOK’s duty of 

confidentiality, a summary of key messages has been prepared and provided below, in no particular 

order: 

 Open season for duck hunting at Minette Bay West is from October 1 to January 13, a time 

period when park visits by other users may be low due to inclement weather and other factors.  

Duck hunters reportedly only use the southern shoreline of Minette Bay West and the adjacent 

Crown Estuary for hunting, and high-powered rifles are not used. For these reasons, there could 

be minimal to no conflict between duck hunting and other recreational uses of the Minette Bay 

West site.  
 

 There is concern throughout the community about potential impacts on bears and bear habitat 

at Minette Bay West. Concerns include potential human/bear conflicts, potential degradation of 

bear habitat, and potential displacement of bears.  

 

 Elderly residents and persons with disabilities need better access to the outdoors with 

accessible trails. Minette Bay West presents an opportunity to provide accessible trails in close 

proximity to the ocean.  

 

 Kayaking in Minette Bay can be dangerous for inexperienced paddlers, particularly near the 

exit/entry to Douglas Channel, due to rapidly moving tides.  
 

 There is concern about forest fire hazards at Minette Bay West, given the frequent high winds in 

Minette Bay, increasingly dry Kitimat summers, and close proximity of the DL 471 shoreline to 

the forest. Some community members are concerned about the small fire pit(s) and barbeques 

in conceptual plan Option 3, and the small barbeques in Option 2. Some people would prefer 

small fire pits and barbeques banned, as proposed in Option 1, in order to minimize forest fire 

risk.  

 

 Some community members feel a campground is desirable at Minette Bay West, given the large 

size of the site (191 hectares) and the lack of serviced campground spaces in Kitimat. There is a 

feeling that day-use only for Minette Bay West is too limiting, as it would restrict such activities 

as evening campfires, overnight tenting and RV’ing.  
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 Cost estimates and a phasing strategy for the Minette Bay West Concept Plan are needed to 

help inform the planning process.  
 

 The Minette Bay West property and surrounding area are considered by some community 

members to be a “natural playground”. The pieces of drift wood, logs, stumps and other natural 

features at Minette Bay West and the adjacent Crown land and intertidal areas (mud flats and 

estuary) are considered to be adequate and safe for children to play in and on. For these and 

other reasons, some community members feel that the “natural play area” proposed in                 

options 2 and 3 is not needed and that a future park at Minette Bay West should not include any 

playground infrastructure, as proposed in option 1. 
 

 Minette Bay has been referred to as a tranquil setting where various flora and fauna live in 

harmony. The final Minette Bay West Concept Plan, to be prepared in Phase 3, must protect and 

preserve the environment to the greatest extent possible.  
 

 Some community members are concerned about the potential environmental impact of the 

three options that were proposed in Phase 2, and have requested that the Silverwood               

Bio-Inventory report recommendations for DL 471 and 95 be followed. 
 

 There is concern within the community about the current state of Radley Park and Hirsch Creek 

Park. Some community members feel that the DOK should develop a strategy for its existing 

parks and park infrastructure, and focus on rehabilitating Radley Park and Hirsch Creek Park, 

before developing a new park at Minette Bay West. 
 

 Minette Bay West has characteristics that may limit recreational value and opportunities. These 

include significant tidal range; potential wildlife habitat conflict areas; and low-lying, wet, 

environmentally-sensitive portions of the site. There have also been reports of flies and 

unpleasant smells in some seasons and in different tidal and wind conditions. 
 

 Some community members are concerned about whether a future park at Minette Bay West 

would be adequately monitored and maintained by DOK and if park rules (e.g., no fires, dog on 

leash, day-use only, etc.) would be enforced by DOK or respected by park users. 
 

 Some members of the community feel that Minette Bay West should be kept as natural as 

possible or not developed at all. Some specific opinions and ideas include: 

 

o Leave the site completely untouched and do nothing; 

o Leave the site completely untouched and label it a Grizzly Bear Sanctuary; 

o Leave the site mostly untouched, with a simple parking area near the fork in the access 

road on DL 452 (Rio Tinto property) and restrict access to Minette Bay West to walk-in 

only. Install gazebo at the end of the breakwater/causeway for sitting, meditation, etc.; 

o Focus on providing simple access and parking at Minette Bay West only. Take an 

incremental approach; start small and conduct a public review after five years to gauge 

the community’s appetite to go further.  
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 Some community members report an increase in visitors as well as litter, campfires and ATV use 

since a barricade on the road to Minette Bay West was removed. Although DOK staff are 

regularly visiting, monitoring and maintaining the area, a feeling remains among some 

community members that the road should be closed to vehicles. 

 

 Some community members feel that public waterfront should be pursued/established by DOK in 

a different location. Suggestions included Emsley Cove and Jesse Lake on the west side of 

Douglas Channel. 

 

 A small number of community members who participated in the first round of community 

engagement feel that their input was ignored by the project team.  

 

 Some community members have expressed concern regarding the primary and future access 

points shown on the three concept plan options. These concerns include, in no particular order:  

o Undesirable impacts on neighbouring properties if primary access in the NE corner of    

DL 471 is designated and developed as proposed. 

o The secondary/future access (in the NW corner of DL 471) may not get constructed for 

ten years or more, as Phase 10/11 of Strawberry Meadows is not currently under 

development.  

o The primary access road crosses multiple private properties and a formal access 

agreement has not yet been reached with all parties. 

o Discussions regarding road access did not occur soon enough in the planning process.  
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Section 4.   DOK Responses to Common Inquiries 
 

Many different priorities, thoughts, ideas and concerns have been communicated to the project team 

by members of the community through direct communication, social media and other methods. 

Sections 2 and 3 of this document provide a detailed summary of ongoing dialogue related to Minette 

Bay West. The intent of this section is to respond to, and provide clarity regarding some common 

questions, concerns and inquiries. 

 

1. Bears and bear habitat 

An empirical study of bear seasonal habitat use and suitability in the Minette Bay West area is currently 

underway (April 2017). This study was recommended by our environmental consultant, Silverwood 

Consulting, in their 2016 Bio-Inventory study; see www.kitimat.ca/mbw – look under “Project 

Resources” at bottom of page. Silverwood subsequently advised DOK to undertake a bear study in 

spring 2017, prior to preparation of a final concept plan for Minette Bay West. 

The Minette Bay West Bear Study is being undertaken jointly by Silverwood and a local Registered 

Professional Biologist and Registered Professional Forester from McElhanney who has significant 

professional experience with bears, including behaviour and habitat studies. The Bear Study has been 

divided into two stages; stage one is nearing completion and includes a desktop exercise to assess bear 

seasonal habitat suitability in Minette Bay West and the immediate area, and a preliminary assessment 

of human/bear conflict risks. Stage one also presents preliminary recommendations and mitigation 

measures to reduce the conflict risks. Stage two will, subject to budget approval by Council, include a 

detailed site survey and field assessment, including ground observation by a field team and the use of 

wildlife cameras to further our understanding of potential abundance and use of the area by bears, and 

provide more site-specific recommendations to reduce potential for human/bear conflicts. 

Bear Study results will be shared with the community through the project e-mail list and will be posted 

on the project web page. Results will also be shared with Council prior to preparation of a final Concept 

Plan for Minette Bay West. To sign up for the project e-mail list and receive regular updates on this 

project, please send a request to dok@kitimat.ca with MBWCP in the subject line.  

2. Cost of new park and sources of funding  

Our project team will prepare cost estimates and a phasing strategy in conjunction with the preparation 

of the final Minette Bay West Concept Plan. The intent of the phasing strategy is to divide the final Plan 

into manageable segments that can be constructed over multiple years in accordance with funding 

availability, community needs, access, and other factors. It is currently envisioned that the park will be 

developed over time in a phased manner rather than all at once, but timing will be decided by Kitimat 

Council. 

If a final plan for Minette Bay West is approved by Council, funding for the new park will be pursued 

from a number of sources. DOK will seek out and apply for senior government grants. DOK will also seek 

partnerships with and legacy projects from industry, all levels of government and other potential 

partners. Funding for Minette Bay West may also come from general revenue; exact amount would vary 

year-to-year and be determined by Council through the annual budget process.  
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3. Duck hunting at Minette Bay West and Estuary 

Participants in the planning process seem to be divided on the topic of duck hunting at Minette Bay 

West. Survey results indicate that there is a near-even split between those who feel duck hunting should 

be allowed on some or all of the Minette Bay West site, and those who feel it should be banned (see 

Figure 25 on page 35). During the Stakeholder Visioning Workshop on November 30, 2016, mitigation of 

duck hunting impacts was one of the top ten frequent topics raised at the “Human Impacts” table (see               

Table 6).  

Open season for duck hunting in the Kitimat area is October 1 to January 13. DOK recognises that this is 

a relatively short window at a time of the year when park use is expected to be low. DOK also recognises 

that duck hunting largely occurs in the southernmost part of Minette Bay West and the adjacent Crown 

estuary, areas that are secluded from almost all the recreational amenities proposed in the three 

concept plan options.  

For the reasons above, the project team is prepared to recommend consideration of duck hunting on a 

trial basis if a new park is developed at Minette Bay West. Seasonal closure of trails or park amenities in 

the vicinity of prime duck hunting areas, if any, may be necessary, as will other potential mitigation 

measures (e.g., public education, signage). These and other details would be further discussed with the 

duck hunting community and local residents well in advance of park development.  

4. Small barbeques and/or small fire pit(s) 

One of the three concept plan options (Option 3) proposes one or more small fire pit(s) in the day 
use/picnic area. Options 1 and 2 do not include fire pits, and Option 2 allows for the use of small 
barbeques only. See Figures 29 and 30 below for samples of the types of barbeques and fire pit(s) that 
are envisioned.  
 

Figure 29 – Sample BBQ in Options 2 and 3 
 

 
 

Figure 30 – Sample Fire Pit in Option 3 (DOK Photo: Lakelse Lake Picnic Site)  
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Respondents not in favour of small barbeques or fire pits were able to choose Option 1 in our recent 
community survey. Survey results (see Figure 24e) indicate that 13% of respondents prefer Option 1 (no 
barbeques or fires) and 20% of respondents prefer Option 2 (barbeques only). The remaining 67% of 
respondents indicated a preference for small barbeques in designated areas, and small fire pit(s) in the 
picnic/day use area. 
 
A planning process is still underway and no decisions have been made regarding recreation amenities at 
Minette Bay West. We will continue to assess suitability and potential risks of small barbeques and fire 
pit(s) as we work towards preparation of a final Concept Plan. 
 
5. Motorized uses (ATVs, dirt bikes, snowmobiles, etc.) 

The majority of community members who participated in our planning process do not support 

motorized uses at Minette Bay West. This was identified during discussion at our stakeholder visioning 

workshop on November 30, 2016 (see Section 2.5) and from the results of the first community survey, 

which indicated that 70% of respondents do not support the use of ATVs, motorbikes or snowmobiles 

on the site (see Figure 11). Given the lack of community support for motorized uses on the site, all three 

of the concept plan options do not propose access for motorized uses, other than automobile access to 

the proposed parking lots. 

Motored uses can be strongly deterred through strategic park design and site management. Currently 

the site is largely unmanaged; DOK’s Public Works department conducts weekly routine visits and 

monitors the site for garbage and vandalism, but anyone can go down to the waterfront on an ATV via 

the existing access road. A developed site will have, we expect, more observant visitors and may have 

signage, a gate, physical barriers (e.g., strategically placed boulders) or other features to address and 

deter prohibited activities. 

6. Camping and overnight use 

Camping and overnight use at Minette Bay West is excluded from the three concept plan options. All 

three options propose that Minette Bay West be day use only. The limited level of public support for a 

campground, along with potential environmental impacts, risks, capital costs, operational demands, and 

other issues suggest it is best to abandon further consideration of a campground. 

7. Environmental sensitivity 

An environmental study (“Bio-Inventory”) completed in Phase 1 confirmed that Minette Bay West 

includes multiple sensitive ecosystems. The project team is working in compliance with the                           

Bio-Inventory report recommendations to ensure that sensitive areas are respected and the 

environmental integrity of Minette Bay West is preserved.  

Bio-Inventory recommendations include but are not limited to: restricting foot traffic on the adjacent 

mud flats and intertidal areas; using low-impact, sensitively-designed recreation features                                

(e.g., boardwalks), and developing site-specific environmental protection measures as needed. Our 

project biologist from Silverwood will be thoroughly involved in the preparation of a final Concept Plan 

for Minette Bay West to ensure that these and other recommendations are fully addressed. 
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Our team is also following Green Shores principles and guidelines for environmentally-sustainable 

shoreline development. Green Shores is a program of the Stewardship Centre for British Columbia that 

promotes sustainable use of shoreline ecosystems. The Minette Bay West Concept Planning project is 

enrolled in the Green Shores for Coastal Development program and it is intended that Green Shores 

certification be pursued as the final Concept Plan is implemented; level of certification (i.e., bronze, 

silver or gold) is to be determined.  

8. Radley Park and Hirsch Creek  

DOK will soon be commencing a comprehensive update of our Leisure Services Master Plan (previously 

known as Parks and Recreation Master Plan). The existing Master Plan has served the community well 

but is now 15 years old and nearing the end of its life cycle. Most action items recommended in the Plan 

have been completed and Leisure Services is seeking to evaluate and consider a new strategic direction. 

As part of the Leisure Services Master Plan update, DOK will be seeking public input on existing parks, 
green spaces and other recreational amenities in Kitimat, including but not limited to Radley Park and 
Hirsch Creek. The Master Planning process will also include: 

 

 Community and stakeholder engagement on recreation programs and services; 

 Evaluation of—and development of recommendations for—recreation amenities, programs and 

services; and 

 Identification of potential actions to maintain or improve level of service under different 

population scenarios. 

9. Maintenance and enforcement 

As with all DOK property, staff are responsible for garbage collection, monitoring, maintenance and 
enforcement at Minette Bay West. Staff from Public Works and Community Planning & Development 
are conducting weekly site visits to monitor activity and pick up litter. A “No Dumping” sign was recently 
installed at the end of the access road, near the causeway/breakwater, to deter littering; see Figure 31 
on the following page.  
 
Municipal regulations and penalties for littering, vandalism and other offences apply at Minette Bay 
West the same as at any other DOK property. DOK’s Bylaw Enforcement Department and the local 
RCMP have confirmed that they will respond to issues at this location on an as-needed basis. Any 
offences committed within or adjacent to fresh and salt water—including the mudflats and other 
riparian and intertidal areas—will also be subject to provincial and/or federal government penalties and 
enforcement. 
 
If a park is developed at Minette Bay West, DOK will allocate necessary resources—including staff and 
budget—to park maintenance and enforcement. Level of staffing and budget required to manage a park 
at Minette Bay West is to be determined based on the final concept plan amenities provided, 
phasing/pace of park development, and other factors. As an additional consideration, if a park is 
developed, DOK expects that regular visitors and “eyes on the site” would be a natural deterrent to 
littering, vandalism, ATV use and other issues that have been noted as occasional events at Minette Bay 
West today. 
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Figure 31 – DOK Photo: No Dumping Sign at Minette Bay West  

 

 

 
10. Public ocean access in alternative location(s) 

DOK is committed to exploring all potential locations for public waterfront access along the west side of 

Douglas Channel (“Douglas Channel West”). The need for such access was identified in the Official 

Community Plan (2008) and confirmed in Council’s Strategic Plan (2015-2018). 

As a first step towards a future OCP update, DOK successfully applied for a provincial government grant 

to conduct a study of land characteristics and constraints—including natural hazards, environmental and 

archaeological sensitivity, and others—in the Douglas Channel West area. This work will be undertaken 

in 2017.  

A potential Official Community Plan update covering the entire municipality, including Douglas Channel 

West, is targeted to begin in 2018, pending approval by Council. A typical OCP update process for a 

community of Kitimat’s size would take a minimum of 12-18 months to complete.  

The process of establishing physical public waterfront access in Douglas Channel West could take many 

years and will be impossible without provincial government support. DOK does not currently own any 

land south of Minette Bay and there are numerous challenges along the west side of Douglas Channel, 

including lack of road access, prime grizzly bear and other wildlife habitat (as determined by Ministry of 

Forests, Lands and Natural Resource Operations), archaeologically sensitive areas, very steep terrain and 

other geological hazards.  
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Section 5.   Summary and Next Steps 
 

This document presents a wealth of community input received in 2016 and 2017 through the Minette 

Bay West Concept Planning process. The District of Kitimat thanks everyone, including community 

members, project stakeholders and all Kitimat and Kitamaat residents who provided their ideas, 

thoughts and concerns with respect to recreation opportunities at the Minette Bay West site.  

 

The District is committed to providing public access to the Kitimat waterfront—as per the 2008 Official 

Community Plan and 2015-2018 Council Strategic Plan—in a manner that reflects and balances 

community desires and preserves sensitive environmental and cultural resources. Phases 1 and 2 of 

the Minette Bay West Concept Planning process are complete and Phase 3 is underway.  

 

The project team is currently working on an empirical study of bears and bear habitat at Minette Bay 

West. This work is being undertaken in two stages, starting with an assessment of bear seasonal habitat 

suitability within Minette Bay West and the surrounding area and a preliminary assessment of 

human/bear conflict risks. Stage one also presents preliminary recommendations and mitigation 

measures to reduce the conflict risks. Stage two will, subject to budget approval by Council, include a 

detailed site survey and field assessment, including ground observation by a field team and the use of 

wildlife cameras to further our understanding of potential abundance and use of the area by bears, and 

provide site-specific recommendations to reduce potential for human/bear conflicts. Once complete, 

this work will be shared with Council and the community.  

Additional Phase 3 tasks include:  

 workshops with Kitimat Council and staff from Haisla Nation;  

 preparation of a final Concept Plan for Minette Bay West, based on community input, bear 

study findings, environmental considerations, Green Shores principles and other factors; 

 preparation of a phasing strategy and cost estimates for the Concept Plan; and 

 a presentation to, and Council decision on the final Concept Plan for Minette Bay West. 

 

For up-to-date information about the Minette Bay West Concept Planning process, please visit: 

www.kitimat.ca/mbw. We update this web page and send e-mails to provide information at key points 

in the planning process. If you would like to be added to our e-mail list, please send a request to 

dok@kitimat.ca with MBWCP in the subject line.   

 

Figure 30 - DOK photo: view of Minette Bay West shoreline, looking southwest from the causeway/breakwater (2017)  
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Appendix A – Written Input on Comment Boards and Forms (2016) 

  

101



102



 
 
Have you been to Minette Bay before? 
If so, what did you do?                           What would you like to do here in the future? What is your vision for the future of this site? 
 

 Hike, kayak and dragon boat 

 Hike – plant identification 

 We have a sailboat moored there – NOTE:  this 

area is a resting area for great blue herons and 

osprey 

 I have travelled that area for 42 years, duck and 

goose hunting.  Unless there is major work 

done it will only be enjoyed by very few 

 We have a boat moored at Minette Bay Marina 

 Walked Pine Creek Trail to the shoreline 

 No traffic on road to ocean – walk access only 

 Hike, canoe, Minette Bay Lodge 

 Hiked, walked and observed nature (frogs, 

herons, etc.) 

 Hike, snowshoe, kayak, food harvest, history, 

visitors, school groups 

 Wandered, looked at osprey nest, canoed 

 Canoed, have done lots of birding 

 Hiked, canoed, kayaked 

 Went for walk 

 Horseback ride 

 Kayak, visit Minette Bay Lodge 

 Walk trails in area (love Pine Creek Trails at 

Minette Bay Lodge property – beauty, easy 

with kids, groomed but natural, feels like 

thought put in which makes it a “destination” – 

bridges, etc.), went to see land the DOK 

acquired for the project 

 The Thorne brothers took us on a hike and 

showed us numerous plants (chocolate lily) and 

signs, pointing out areas where these grow 

 Kayak, dragon boat, snowshoe 

 Dragon boating 

 Dragon boat, kayak, hike, sit and look at water 

and wildlife 

 

 Hike, meditate, yoga, forage, view sunset, 
observe nature/bird watch/photography from 
boardwalk or trails, be inspired, bike on path if 
available 

 Kayak access, walking/biking trails, picnic area 

 Don’t forget the bears – they need space and 
habitat, keep the development small; walkways 
only 

 Picnic, hike, canoe, kayak 

 Elevated boardwalks along the marsh, a few 
platforms for scopes/birding, canoe and kayak 
access 

 Climb the rocks 

 Leave it alone – other places, easy access 

 Public pier, boat access, picnic area, swim beach 

 Enjoy nature walks, picnic, water access for 
kayaking and canoeing, vehicle access and 
parking near water sport access point 

 Access to water, more hiking trails, canoe launch 

 Public access to the water to put in canoe, trail 
along the shoreline for a walk 

 Don’t bother the bears, leave it alone 

 Moor our boat, go walking/hiking, have picnics 

 Tree twirlies, wooden nature megaphone, hiking 
trails, bird watching, photography, seal and whale 
watching 

 Hike, snowshoe, kayak, food harvest, learn 
history, bring visitors, bring students 

 Wildlife viewing in large three storey tower that 
is wheelchair accessible to 2nd level 

 Interpretation signs showing First Nations usage 
of plants and areas 

 Preserve the beauty that is there, do nothing to 
interfere with the animals, birds and plants that 
live there, no camping/tires/motorboats/boat 
launches, it should be maintained as a sanctuary, 
board walks, look out stations, maybe a covered 
look out at the spit for meditation, should be for 
bird watching/photography/interpretive stations, 
circular trail 

 Shoot geese, rent a canoe or kayak 

 Put kayak in, boardwalk, walkway, trails 
 

 Public access 

 Senior friendly 

 Municipal marina – kayak/canoe, boat launch, bird watching, boardwalks, picnic sites, campground away from water 

 Keep the area as natural as possible, no motorized, no dredging 

 Limited access by keeping walkways elevated with platforms for viewing the channel – no camping, no fires, no road access, no quads 

 Where is there a plan for this to be a replacement “Alcan Beach”? 

 Hike trails, boardwalks, pier for diving off (not easy to walk on mud), senior accessible trail/boardwalk, birdwatch 

 Left alone – Kitimat=a marvel of industry and nature, if development has to happen, protect the grizzly habitat first, minimal footprint, no park or 

campground, no fires, no noise, no mess 

 Boardwalks with viewing platforms, trails, picnic areas, kayak launch area 

 Public water access, family friendly, picnic site, beach access, trails/hiking 

 No car traffic, foot access only, keep as natural as possible, hiking trails, no dredging, wooden nature megaphone, no motorized boats allowed, 

animal information signs, no camping, no fires, environmentally sensitive development, no ATV’s, dirt bikes etc., human activity in specific uses in 

lower impact areas 

 Hiking trails/boardwalks, interpretive, small commercial: e.g., ice cream, coffee, canoe/kayaking, picnic area, public access, senior accessibility 

 Horse trail, campsite 

 Running loop 

 Leave it alone, keep it natural 

 Easy access for wheelchairs, wheelchair friendly trails, wheel chair washrooms 

 No motorized vehicles, trails with boardwalks, interpretive signs, birding signs, amphibian info 

 A hiking trail with elevated areas for birding, wheel chair access would be good, no camping, no fires, this is our last grizzly habitat close to town 

 Safe access for public and habitat security for all animal species using the area 

 Hiking trails, access to the water, keep as natural as possible 

 Safe, easy access, environmentally friendly, washrooms 

 I do not want to see wildlife displaced, especially if Shell goes ahead and habitat on the Kitimat Delta is already significantly reduced, a day use area 

with interpretive trails is what I want to see, no camping, no motorized water/land sports, etc. 

 Disability accessible, if trails then make them wheelchair accessible and perhaps viewing platforms as well 

 Environmentally sensitive development:  boardwalks, day use only, no camping, no fires (strong on shore winds pose significant threat of forest 

fires), no boat launch (the foreshore is too sensitive and there is boat access on other side of bay already), protect the grizzly habitat 

 Any water sports must be human or wind powered, motorcraft will disperse bird life, seals and disturb the bears, bear encounters with humans – 

only a matter of time 

 Public wharf 

 Camping area 

 Dock – play in water for kids 
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Have you been to Minette Bay before? 
If so, what did you do? What would you like to do here in the future?   What is your vision for the future of this site? 

 I have walked my dog, ridden my horse, driven 

my ATV & paddled a dragon boat on and 

around Minette Bay 

 I fully appreciate the abundant wildlife in this 

little area and its use as a safe place for seals to 

raise their pups.  I also know that a wolf family 

dens nearby and the kits have been seen by the 

water.  And I believe this will be some of the 

last remaining wilderness on the ocean in the 

Kitimat Valley especially if LNG Canada 

eventually develops….we need to protect it 

 Sailboat is moored at Minette Bay 

 Yes hiking, kayaking, dog walking and we have 

had encounters with bears and left (when you 

have a bear encounter what will you do? You 

know bears live there) 

 Boating, ocean fishing, river fishing and diving 

 Walk around the bay 

 Kayak, paddle board, dragon boat 

 

 Walking trails, dog area 

 Play at playground 

 Put my feet in water with my dogs 

 Camping area 

 Café 

 Boardwalk with coffee shop 

 Walk, trails 

 I would love a set of nature trails with 

interpretative stops/signs.  I also think it could be 

used to launch non-motorized watercraft as long 

as there is information on the risks involving tidal 

outflow so people aren’t caught unaware and 

dragged out into the Douglas Channel.  I think 

dogs should be leashed at all time and kept on 

the trails, not allowed to roam.  Overnight 

camping encourages vandalism and partying so I 

would not be in support of campgrounds or even 

day use areas 

 Nature viewing platforms with interpretive signs, 

hiking, taking nature photography from safe 

“blind”, snow shoeing in the winter 

 Kitesurf (is it possible?) 

 Hiking, kayaking, dog walking (problems: access, 

bears, fires and garbage from people) 

 Tourism to hot springs, whale watching, camping 

 Walk on trails – enjoy view points and 

interpretive areas 

 Beneficial insect hotel and demonstration forage path, boardwalk near water and paths (foot and bike and mobility challenged) that loop and offer 

different lengths/experiences/environments, meditation/yoga pavilion, wooden megaphone that amplifies forest sounds, no overnight camping or 

uncontained burning, sunset lookout platform, windy site – art in trees that is shiny and/or reflects light and twirls (ie., crystals) and/or music 

installation (eg., chimes, bamboo tubes, panpipes, etc.), profile historical Braun Farm in some way, if bike path; consider making it possible to bike 

from town (not just safe to drive there and unload bikes), wind power generator, limit impact on species currently calling the area home, focus on 

human activity on specific uses in lower impact areas, no motorized recreation vehicles on land or water), no motor boats, no ATV’s, no dirt bikes, etc. 

 Walking trails with picnic areas and viewing platforms, kayak dock 

 Walking and running trails 

 Picnic area, boat launch, campground, trails 

 Have access with my boat; need it dredged 

 Event location, picnic, water access, trails, dock 

 Walking trails 

 I think it could be a great place for non-motorized recreation in all seasons; a source of public/school education about the ecology, First Nations and 

early settlers history; and a draw to tourists or a place for locals to bring visitors (with easy access) to show off the valley. Some shorter trails with 

boardwalks might be appropriate for people in wheelchairs, on scooters or that have difficulty walking on rougher ground 

 An area where elevated animal viewing and animal interpretive signage is available. See Haida Gwaii Port Clements estuary viewing tower 

 A kitesurfing destination 

 Keep it as is. Leave the bears alone. This is the last of their habitat after LNG Canada destroys the rest.  Bears, people, dogs, horses and ATVs don’t 

belong together. People are pigs – they leave garbage, beer cans and bottles all over this area. It is upsetting   

 Sustainable project that is environmentally friendly…power project for the tides coming into Minette Bay, community gathering point at the water’s 

edge, floating accommodations 

 Very little “footprint” trail, ONLY.  No boat launch – boats can be launched at Minette Bay Marina.  Nothing that would interfere with the natural 

order of the bay 

 Do not disturb and you won’t have to restore.  People are pigs, they leave their garbage everywhere they go 

 Consultation with the registered trap line holder needs to occur prior to implementation of the plan 

 It should be an area to relax a bit – don’t want to hear gunfire or ATVs 
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Do you have additional comments or feedback regarding the three concept plan options? 
 

 

 Add on doggy poop bag dispensers so people will pick up and have somewhere to put it. 

 Are we maintaining Radley Park and Hirsh Creek?  Do we have finances to take this on and maintain it? We are concerned about the 'push' on wildlife in this area ...being part of waterfront and rivermouth area 

 Area should be retained in its natural state as much as possible. Trails should not intrude into sensitive habitat. Existing uses of the area such as duck and goose hunting should be protected 

 Bike trails 

 Beach/Sand beach shoreline 

 Get rid of log booms out front 

 Large walkway/bridge over river 

 Camping 

 Could we be allowed to bike on accessible loop?  Even just one portion of option 3 closest to NW art area 

 Omit loop in NW of DL 95 

 Disturb this site as little as possible - use it respectfully and keep it pristine. If you have a dog, train it to mind and keep it leashed and CLEAN up after it. Same with the children! 

 This is a learning site for all of how to peek in at nature NOT overwhelm it with human needs 

 DL 95 - off leash trails 

 DL 471 - on leash trails (closer to picnic tables etc.) 

 Skip dog leash area - save money 

 Picnic tables - more all along path - private, natural, basic 

 Do not cut off access to hunting grounds over our trails. We like hiking there, keep it more to the nature side of things. It already is a park for us, don't take away what we use and like already 

 Ensuring an accessible trail will be important.  Pat Harris from spinal cord injury BC would be good to review plans 

 Finally get some use 

 For the most part, I favor keeping the trail system to a minimum.  I believe water access for non-motorized craft should be maximized.  A ramp will help but problems with low tide will still create difficulties getting launched or dragging your craft 
over the mud when returning.  A small dock that floats at low tide should minimize this 

 I favor keeping the trail system short with viewpoints overlooking the water.  This should help keep grizzly bears and people away from each other 

 Get rid of log boom out front 

 Beach front 

 Good to see the project progressing so fast and pleased to see the inclusion of off leash access in 2 of 3 options 

 Haisla totem pole in day use area installed at a ceremonial opening 

 Could be good to strengthen community ties 

 Has the District considered the idea of campgrounds?  This would be a beautiful area for a campground and something the District has not capitalized on in the past or has underutilized what we have already 

 How about bat condos? 

 I am adamantly opposed to the provision of any camping sites in this area. Hirsch Creek Park should be fixed up and reopened for camping. 

 Put doggie bag stands 

 Out houses 

 I believe that at this point the District should be focusing on maintaining and improving the outdoor recreation amenities that already exist.  However, it is good to have a plan in place in case the demand for outdoor recreation increases with a 
significant increase in population 

 I can't wait for this to become reality and to be able to take my kids to a spot to enjoy nature super close to home! 

 I do not think they should have hunting 

 I do not understand why you would not put any campsites or why you would try to restrict the area to day use only. Kitimat is a shift working town and with the inclusion of campsites we would be able to bring in tourists. 

 I don't want to see this area disturbed. Our Haisla members used to have an oolichan camp close to the creek, used to bring canoe loads of oolichans to make grease, smoke oolichans for winter food. Until big companies came in and polluted 
Kitamaat River. That space is taken up now. In those days there were no environmental concerns. "0" leave as is 
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 I feel strongly that the District of Kitimat should show leadership as custodians of the precious and sensitive piece of land. It should be a nature park and bird sanctuary walk in access only. A gazebo should be built at the rock spit for people to 
quietly watch the multitude of life down there without the danger of it being destroyed.  Be courageous and do something different.  It is not ocean access 

 I like the ability to go from 1 to 3 as far as increasing the number and length of trails as money and time allows. At least there is that possibility as far as trails are designed, it might be worth having person with disabilities to come out and use the 
trails to see how accessible they are to persons with disabilities and seniors. This might also be worthwhile to help figure out where to put benches/rest areas along the trail 

 Persons with disabilities can see what the trails are like to walk and wheelchair on 

 Would there be dredging required to allow boats even if they are non-motorized? Assume not 

 Have dollars from the municipality already been budgeted for the project? 

 I like the idea in general and I suggest it be implemented with initial project cost and future maintenance costs in mind 

 Do all the work upfront that would be expensive or difficult to do later, parking areas, clearing for play areas, paths etc 

 Design paths, platforms, play area, everything to minimize up keep and maintenance even if it costs a bit more. This will be here a long time so legacy costs need to be considered 

 Design things so they can be upgraded or added in the future as the public demands 

 This will be a really cool addition to our community and it should look good and robust not cheap and poorly planned. I would rather see things done properly in a simple basic fashion than in an elaborate cheap fashion 

 We want our citizens and visitors to feel good about it not think it's a waste of money 

 I look forward to seeing this area develop 

 I love the ideas presented and the variety of options. The District staff have done a great job engaging the community and allowing everyone to be heard. My only concern is that our property taxes do not go up substantially due to this project. As 
far as I'm concerned anything that makes Kitimat a better place to live is favorable 

 I worry that duck hunting would limit dog and child safety 

 I would be very sad to see a large amount of tax dollars go into this project without first addressing the condition of the two parks that we have presently. Radley Park is in definite trouble and our lack of good camping sites for tourism is also a 
problem. Sitting down with RT, the Haisla and Council and/or members of the public to address our present concerns re: Radley Park, Hirsch Creek and River camping should be a priority before any further decisions are made. Maybe a town hall is 
in order 

 I would like to see as little of the natural land damaged and taken away. I feel that option one and two provide better recreation accessibility for the community than we currently have, while maintaining how the area naturally is. 

 In my opinion I believe it is paramount to allow public access in Kitimat to the Ocean.  Option 3 utilizes the DOK land to the best of its ability.  There is still minimal impact with option 3 if compared with other port cities around the world. 

 It seems that there would be a lot more cost in Option #3 then Option #1 

 If we choose #3 there would be ""x"" amount of dollars spent 

 If we choose #1, less money invested 

 Where does the money go that we don't spend on lessor options? 

 It would be great to have a wheel chair and stroller accessible trail! 

 It would be wonderful to have campsites available at this site.  It would draw people to the area to stay and explore our beautiful town. Have the playground for kids and walk trails and access to the shoreline to view, boat or relax 

 Keep it as natural as possible and as accessible as possible for all of our citizens 

 Keep the good work that has begun to make this a reality 

 Kitimat needs this 

 Leave area pristine as possible.  No work towards development until the community and current infrastructure has been secured. Fix the streets etc. 

 Leave the area as pristine as possible. This project should only be developed after Radley Park and Hirsch Creek Park are upgraded 

 Re Question 3: I would be in favour of allowing duck hunting at the Southern Part of DL 95 

 Let's have this a light-use place for people second and wildlife first 

 No pets - they disturb wildlife just by their presence 

 Looking forward to sitting by the water with a coffee and a good book, warming by a fire on a cool day, walking around the trails, and going for a paddle around Minette Bay 

 I am a grade 5 student at Kildala Elementary School (15 responses like this one) 

 Will be nice to be able get to the ocean without having to drive all the way to Alcan Beach 

 This park should be built with the residents of Kitimat in mind.  Of course tourists are welcome, but the average Kitimatian who doesn't have a boat will certainly enjoy being able to get a little closer to the water 

 Love that we will actually have our own access. Would also love to help out in any way I can. Personally I have lived in Kitimat since 63 and we have enough green space and natural areas to explore. Not enough ocean water access to spend time 
with loved ones 

 Love the ideas thus far, however I would love to see an actual developed beach area, with sand if at all possible 
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 Make somewhere where you can see the sunset! Confusing loops because I want to see the sunset over the river! Do not allow duck hunting it is terrible and the worst.  Add lots of accessible trails. You could remove the Northwest trail loop 

 Nicely done 

 No Brainer! Option 3. This is what Kitimat needs.  Don’t cheap out! 

 No fires! 

 I have been to all the open houses and info sessions all with input sessions.  I was under the understanding that the people wanted minimal amount of impact in that area with no fire pits. We have had to deal with forest fires caused by other 
individuals and put them out at a great expense - where is the fairness with this. Not happy 

 No further comments, just really excited about this 

 No mention of using the area for educational tours 

 No work should be done or money allotted until Both Radley and Hirsh Creek parks are upgraded 

 Only 8,000 people in town - no need to be elaborate 

 Open door park public event park for live bands and shows 

 Option 1 is overall the best option because it provides enough access without compromising the environment 

 Option 3 is a great option. It allows the most use and access to the water front and our beautiful outdoors 

 Outdoor recreation - volleyball, horseshoes, stage for live or amateur events 

 Biking rails 

 Sandy beaches (a must) 

 Please don't study this project to death, and put together a feasible development plan the city can afford in the near future 

 Please leave this area pristine. Believe when I say that area is just a giant mud hole, in the summer months all you have is horse flies and mosquitoes at low tide it stinks of sulphur, in the fall you have so many grizzly bears eating spawning salmon 
and to introduce outside food, vendors and subsequent garbage is going to lead to many many problems with wildlife. I frequent that area a lot since I was 3 years old with my father and not recommend being down there without a loaded gun. 
Please take this into consideration 

 Post signs grizzly in area and leave it the way it is 

 Prime grizzly bear area. No developments at all preferred as development generally will create influx of visitors, garbage, problem bears-human interactions 

 Provision for cycling 

 Put in campsites please or at least let all of the people decide. Most of Kitimat did not know about the meetings that you had 

 Salmon fishing majority fact of industry in Kitimat for tourists. Salmon preservation is key 

 Should have been more publicized as most people didn't seem to even know there were three options or any options for this land at all. We have zero decent camping in Kitimat. Enough with the nature trails we have trails all over to use 

 Thank you for this thorough look at the site. Hopefully it will come all together for the good of all 

 The area is a wild space, provide access to the bay leave the rest alone 

 District of Kitimat does not have the right to determine if duck hunting occurs in Minette Bay.  There is not a conservation issue or safety issue 

 The community really needs a better area with access to salt water for small marine craft that is family friendly 

 The idea of developing anything in this low and swampy, fly ridden marshland is foolhardy, dangerous and a complete waste of tax payers money. Leave it alone, draw a red line around it, call it a ""Grizzly Bear Sanctuary"" and go to town with it as 
it fits the town motto “A marvel of nature and industry" perfectly 

 Re duck hunting: DOK has no jurisdiction over flats 

 The key component is to restore and provide simple access to the estuary for resident public to enjoy and continue to use the area as they have historically. There was no push by citizens for decades to increase amenities in the area when public 
access existed via the Eurocan Haul road. When this was lost residents spoke out wanting access restored. I think the District is over thinking this plan and should concentrate on providing simple public access and parking. After this is established 
wait 5 years and review if expanding amenities is required. From my perspective simple access is all that users of the area want. There may be those that don't typically use the area who propose a host of amenities (a wish list), but would result in 
degrading the historical value and use of the area in question 

 The off leash dog park and trail would be great! Just make sure to enforce scoop bylaws and supply baggies 

 The public would know when duck hunting is occurring on DL 95.  Phasing would allow Council to fund development annually.  Limiting cyclists to certain trails.  Mixed use with cyclists and pedestrians can be challenging 

 There should be free public access, if possible, to launch a motorized boat 

 This area is sensitive and pristine and should be left as is 

 This is a huge opportunity for Kitimat. To open up access to the water front can potentially change the dynamics of the town. While it is important to preserve the nature and beauty of the area I believe it is also important to have the foresight that 
the area may be able to harbour some 
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 Retail and restaurant development. Prince Rupert currently thrives off the tourism surrounding the water but I believe Kitimat has potential to tap into this industry as well; being only 35 minutes from the region’s major airport access is much 
easier than that of Prince Rupert. Hopefully with careful planning and foresight we can turn this park into a destination on the must do list for tourism in the area 

 This project has me very excited. We live in a beautiful area and we need more accessible trails that encourage our residents to be active and engaged in the environment around us 

 I do not think that it would be wise to allow the discharge of a firearm in any area close to a public recreation spot! I am not sure how close any of the suggested areas are though or, how many duck hunters on average currently use that area, are 
there any other prime areas for duck hunting not so close by 

 If there is a large number that presently hunt ducks in there, I think it would be unfair to put an end to it all of a sudden. I guess an option would be to close access during duck season, I just hope that it is a short season 

 This town needs more access to recreation areas. And access to that cove will be great for kayaking, canoeing, and to enjoy a day out with the family 

 Try to route traffic away from residential area through Strawberry Meadows 

 Understanding how this could influence duck hunters who frequent this location will be very important. Building an area then informing duck hunters they can no longer hunt here would create a very negative spin to this project. 

 We are so excited to see this happen.  Can't wait 

 We should have camping spaces for everyone to enjoy the outdoors that living in Kitimat offers 

 Well done so far. Press on please 

 What are the financial implications between the choices? Both immediate and long term maintenance?  This would aid in my decision making, like any investment decision that I am required to make in my own life.  Is there opportunity to start 
small and revise if use if larger than anticipated? Analysing the actual impact on the land? 

 What Kitimat really lacks is 1. Something that makes it feel like a town - a main strip like Smithers or the Cow Bay area of Rupert - and 2. Convenient ways to access its natural beauty. The City Centre is an eye sore and the opposite of what #1 
should be. For #2, the trail system around Kitimat is mostly maintained by interest groups like the snowmobile club.  I'm all for having a waterfront and I think leaving it too natural is a mistake. Closer to town like that, people will forgive a boat 
launch and a paved strip with a picturesque restaurant. Further from town we should be taking a page from the national parks in the US and develop lengthy and well maintained hiking trails to draw more ecotourism. Have you been on Bish cove 
trail? It’s a wreck. There is so much natural beauty here that is poorly developed and poorly exploited. Maybe it’s impossible because of corporate interest in the land, but if that’s the only reason it’s a huge shame 

 Why are we spending money on dogs in Kitimat. We have many areas for walking dogs 

 Would like basic campsites with limits on time. Some people park trailers in prime spots all spring and summer 

 You can't please everyone 
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DISTRICT OF KITIMAT
FINANCIAL PLAN BY CAPITAL PROJECT AND SOURCE OF FINANCING

FOR THE FIVE YEAR PERIOD 2017 - 2021

1

File: 2.10.3.2
PROJECT 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 TOTAL GENERAL SEWER WATER GRANTS RESERVE RESERVE SURPLUS LONG TERM SHORT - T

OPERATING OPERATING OPERATING FUNDS ACCOUNTS DEBT BORROW
OPERATIONS 28,786,334 28,364,467 28,748,062 29,136,836 29,555,740 144,591,439 132,599,227 2,937,980 2,953,152 6,101,080
CAPITAL:
GENERAL GOVERNMENT SERVICES
Buildings/Land 11,000,000 11,000,000 2,000,000 9,000,000
Information Systems - GIS 32,000 30,000 30,000 10,000 10,000 112,000 112,000
Ortho & Lidar Air Photo Update 50,000 50,000 50,000
Phone Systems 25,000 25,000 25,000
Information Systems - Other 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 160,000 160,000
PROTECTIVE SERVICES
KFD-Communications Upgrade 50,000 50,000 50,000

KFD-New Washer & Dryer 20,000 20,000 20,000
Buildings Fire Department 70,000 60,000 50,000 20,000 200,000 200,000
KFD-Vehicles 450,000 450,000 62,000 65,000 1,027,000 126,895 900,105

TRANSPORTATION SERVICES
Road Maintenance Plan 1,250,000 1,250,000 1,250,000 3,750,000 69,773 2,374,014 1,306,213
Walkways & Sidewalks 765,000 450,000 450,000 450,000 2,115,000 948,537 610,000 556,463
WW Removal 25,000 75,000 75,000 175,000 120,000 55,000
P.W.  Large Equipment 1,316,800 1,029,000 445,000 497,600 680,711 3,969,111 3,969,111
Minette Bay West 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000
Haisla Bridge Replacement 14,000,000 18,000,000 22,300,000 54,300,000 34,867,000 19,433,000
Wakashan Road Improvement 500,000 500,000 500,000
Tamitik/Chamber of Commerce Roofs 201,000 100,000 30,000 331,000 251,000 80,000

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
Landfill Phase 1 Cover 1,200,000 1,200,000 1,200,000

RECREATION AND CULTURE
Arena Bldg & Equipment 383,003 518,700 527,500 249,000 153,771 1,831,974 986,427 600,000 245,547
Pool Bldg & Equipment 20,400 355,000 101,350 332,250 534,150 1,343,150 413,150 600,000 330,000
Riverlodge Bldg & Equipment 12,000 315,400 592,830 173,000 2,558,500 3,651,730 2,774,471 727,794 149,465
Outdoors Development 100,000 540,000 155,000 125,000 2,115,000 3,035,000 2,283,056 505,002 246,942
TOTAL GENERAL FUND 3,425,203 20,023,100 33,388,680 25,646,850 7,362,132 89,845,965 10,243,309 12,452,785

SEWER CAPITAL FUND 3,503,239 575,000 240,000 550,000 100,000 4,968,239 225,300 907,689 2,400,000 332,011 1,103,239
WATER CAPITAL FUND 772,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 200,000 1,272,000 477,221 102,279 662,500 30,000
CEMETERY FUND 20,000 20,000 20,000

TOTAL CAPITAL 7,700,442 20,718,100 33,728,680 26,296,850 7,662,132 96,106,204 10,945,830 907,689 102,279 41,498,516 3,566,018 10,652,872 28,433,000
Loan Payments (Interest & Principal) 475,132 294,736 837,141 2,193,153 2,865,101 6,665,263 6,665,263 44,436,496 56,727,374
Contribution to Reserves in Budget 2,729,892 1,175,875 1,184,650 1,193,543 1,152,557 7,436,517 96,106,204 -2,937,980 3,566,018 6,101,080
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 39,691,800 50,553,178 64,498,533 58,820,382 41,235,530 254,799,423 246,316,524 3,062,500 3,234,007 12,810,477
Contribution to Reserves to Balance 156,921,836
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 39,691,800 50,553,178 64,498,533 58,820,382 41,235,530 254,799,423 89,394,688.12
SOURCE OF FINANCING BY YEAR                        64,498,533
General Operating Fund 30,597,717 30,422,994 31,180,225 31,946,195 32,774,705 156,921,836 -89,394,688 31,125,437 31,664,029 32,216,087 32,781,945
Sewer Operating Fund 20,350 575,000 240,000 72,339 907,689 96,106,204 -702,443 -483,805 -269,892 -7,240
Water Operating Fund 102,279 102,279 96,106,204 96,106,204    
Grants from Other Governments 3,768,436 8,958,011 13,798,011 16,137,018 1,775,020 44,436,496 2,937,980
Reserve Funds - Roads & Buildings 530,686 650,000 1,728,604 113,948 210,769 3,234,007
Reserve Account Sewer  Fund 150,000 182,011 332,011
Reserve Accounts General Fund 2,512,263 1,095,894 1,974,693 807,603 519,000 6,909,453 FRRFFE
Reserve Accounts Leisure Services 245,547
Reserve Accounts General - PWY Vehicles 1,316,800 1,029,000 445,000 977,065 680,711 4,448,576
Computer Reserve 25,000 70,000 70,000 50,000 187,343 402,343
FD Reserve 450,000 450,000 62,000 88,105 1,050,105
Landfill liability 75,000 1,200,000 1,275,000 14,085,477
Use of Unallocated Surplus 1,013,098 5,087,982 6,101,080
Long-term Borrowing 6,000,000 15,000,000 7,433,000 28,433,000
TOTAL FINANCING 39,691,800 50,553,178 64,498,533 58,820,382 41,235,530 254,799,423 -                    3,042,949
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 Statement of Accounts – March 2017  
 

 
 
 
 
Moved by                                                   
 
 
Seconded by                                                   
 
 
 
 
THAT the Statement of Accounts paid for the month of March 2017, in the 
amount of $1,612,689.31 is reviewed and that it be filed. 
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SeaLegacy Society 
#101-200 West First Avenue 

Qualicum Beach, BC,V9K 2J3 
www.WeAreTheSalishSea.eco  

 
To: Local Governments, BC 
 Mayors and Councils 
  

February, 27th 2017 
  

RE: Application to designate the Salish Sea a UNESCO World Heritage Site 
  
Dear Mayor and Council,  
 
Last August our Minister of Environment invited Canadians to submit applications for places of 
outstanding natural and cultural value to be included on Canada's tentative list of UNESCO 
World Heritage Sites. In response, Vancouver Island resident Laurie Gourlay submitted an 
application nominating the Salish Sea, on behalf of the Salish Sea Trust. 
 
The Salish Sea—officially named in 2009 for the Coast Salish peoples—extends from the north 
end of the Strait of Georgia and Desolation Sound to the south end of the Puget Sound and 
west to the mouth of the Strait of Juan de Fuca. If successful, the Salish Sea will carry the same 
designation of Australia’s Great Barrier Reef, the Galapagos Islands in Ecuador, the Great Wall 
of China, and Canada’s Gros Morne National Park. 
 
The application was formed with the help of other Salish Sea residents and neighbours, and is 
“dedicated to all who call the Salish Sea home”. The move is being applauded by National 
Geographic photographers and Salish Sea residents, Cristina Mittermeier and Paul Nicklen, 
who are working with Gourlay through their non-profit organization SeaLegacy, to support phase 
two. 
 
Having submitted the application, there are two months remaining to submit letters of support 
before the April 30th deadline. We are reaching out to the community, First Nations, local 
government and non-governmental representatives, as well as tourism and heritage 
associations, Chambers of Commerce and Business Improvement Associations. 
 
As a leader in the community, your support is valuable. All communities in British Columbia 
benefit from the iconic nature that makes this province unique, and we want you to help us 
celebrate the Salish Sea. We’re requesting you ask your MLA and MP for their support for the 
UNESCO World Heritage Site designation. 
 
Please contact us with questions, or assistance in drafting a letter of support o your behalf. 
Thank you in advance for your consideration.  
  
Sincerely, 
  
 
Laurie Gourlay                                                                         Kait Burgan 
Executive Director, Salish Sea Trust                                       SeaLegacy Society 
p. 250-722-3444                                                                      p. 250 816 0046 
e. salishseatrust@shaw.ca                                                      e. Kait@SeaLegacy.org 
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Subject: Press Release:  
From: Salish Sea Trust <SalishSeaTrust@shaw.ca> 
Date: 2017-04-10 3:59 PM 
 
Media Release 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE                                                                                    
April 10, 2017 
 

New Documentary Highlights Community Voices 
in Campaign to Declare the Salish Sea a World Heritage Site 

 
[QUALICUM BEACH - April 10th, 2017] – With World Heritage Day only one week away, a 
new documentary has just been released. Featuring stunning video, The Salish Sea: A Legacy 
Moment, captures the beauty and diversity of the west coast's unique inner ocean, the landscapes, 
mountains, peoples and wildlife that live along its shores, and below its surface. 
 
"My father liked to fish ...and as a kid it was a really good bond, going out with him on the 
ocean," says Willie Mitchell, local NHL Hockey Star and Team Canada champion, who is also 
an avid fisherman in the Salish Sea. Mitchell opens and ends the documentary, talking of salmon 
sandwiches, the importance of salmon within the Sea's ecosystem, and the healing power of 
simply fishing in the clean ocean waters and estuarine reaches of its rivers. 
 
"It is the richest marine habitat in the world," says Paul Nicklen in the video. Nicklen is a 
National Geographic Photographer and cinematographer, with a worldwide following. In the 
video, he jokes about being a chew-toy for friendly Stellar sea lions who live and play in the 
islets and channels of the Salish Sea. "You cannot ever find rock because it's covered with life 
upon life upon life...it is truly the best diving in the world." 
 
Commissioned by SeaLegacy, a local organization led by National Geographic Photojournalists 
Cristina Mittermeier and Paul Nicklen, the documentary packs a punch, providing a platform for 
those who live and work by the Salish Sea to tell their stories. 
 
Tom Stenner, a Gibson resident with Dolphin Marine Services, speaks about working his life on 
the water, on the yarding boats, booms and tugs, and talks about some of the simple joys he's 
experienced being raised by the ocean.  "I used to come down and swim off the dock here,” he 
says, pointing out the window of his boat. “My kids have done that, and my grandkids have done 
that." 
 
This powerful 10-minute production touches on the significance of the cultural and natural 
heritage which the Salish Sea embodies, and was produced by Filter Studios in Nanaimo. 
 
"It is our medicine, it is our life ...and if we don't care for it we're not doing our job," says 
Snuneymux'w Elder, Geraldine Manson, in reference to the indigenous peoples customs, and of 
the Sea as a cupboard which has supplied all their needs from time immemorial. “...whether it 
was the seafoods, the clams, or the different types of salmon. From the mountains to the rivers to 
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the oceans, all these are connected. And each individual who is on earth today is responsible for 
understanding what that means." 
 
The documentary gives voice to high-profile and community residents alike, all calling for the 
Salish Sea to be recognized on Canada's list of World Heritage Sites. 
 
"Only once every decade do you get an opportunity to make a nomination for a World Heritage 
Site," says Laurie Gourlay, Salish Sea Trust Director.  "This means a new sustainable 
development approach for business and all of us around the Salish Sea; that any activity taking 
place cannot undermine the historical, cultural and natural significance of the area.” 
 
The application to have the Salish Sea considered for Canada's Tentative List as a World 
Heritage Site was submitted in January by Gourlay. 
 
Cristina Mittermeier, a National Geographic Photographer and SeaLegacy President, sums up the 
importance of protecting the Salish Sea for all who live by its shores. "A World Heritage Site 
classification would be something quite extraordinary, celebrated by the entire world, by all 
humanity...a super, natural British Columbia."   
 
With the world in mind, this local campaign on Canada's west coast has until April 30th to gather 
Petition signatures and support letters. These will accompany the final submission to Parks 
Canada, to decide whether the Salish Sea will make it onto a short list to be declared a World 
Heritage Site. 
 
Watch “Salish Sea - A Legacy Moment”: https://vimeo.com/212160230 
 
For more information, or print-ready photos: https://www.wearethesalishsea.eco 
 

- 30 - 
 
Kait Burgan 
SeaLegacy 
250-816-0046 
kait@sealegacy.org 
 
Laurie Gourlay 
Interim Director, Salish Sea Trust 
250-722-3444 
salishseatrust@shaw.ca 
 
Join us in helping to designate the Salish Sea as a World Heritage SiteWe Are the Salish Sea 
 
--  
Salish Sea Trust, Box 333, Cedar, B.C., V9X 1W1 
250.722.3444, <salishseatrust@shaw.ca> (www.salishseatrust.ca) 
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FIO 
 
Date: 27 April 2017     

Re: New Public Access to the Waterfront in Prince Rupert 
 
 
The following newspaper article from the Northern View titled “Breaking the Water”, and press 
release titled “Partners Celebrate Success in New Cow Bay Marina and Public Dock”, provide 
information about a recent public dock/breakwater project in Prince Rupert. The dock, installed 
by the City of Prince Rupert and partners in 2016 as part of the Cow Bay Marina project, 
provides water level public access to the ocean in an area where access was previously 
unavailable. 
 
The new public dock is said to be having a positive impact on Prince Rupert and area residents, 
as well as visitors and tourists. Only one year old, the dock has already become a popular place 
for walking, sightseeing, photography, fishing and other recreational activities. The attached 
article indicates that public events are to be held on the dock starting Summer 2017, and 
interpretative signage will soon be installed with information about local marine mammals. An 
image of the new dock is provided below. 
 
 

 
Photo Credit: Transition Prince Rupert Society (March 2016 Report on the Place-Making at Cow Bay Marina) 
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