Subject: Follow-up & request for separate assent vote for Bylaw 643

Date: Friday, July 10, 2026 at 12:38:20 PM Pacific Daylight Time
From: Robyn Mawhinney
To: Minister, HMA HMA:EX

Attachments: img-84eff429-c148-4f05-b880-e466fce87745

Hello, Honourable Minister Christine Boyle,
I’'m writing today to follow up on my email of May 6, as seen below, about a timely and urgent
matter for constituents of Quadra Island.

| am writing as the Director for Area C, Discovery Islands and Mainland Inlets, of the Strathcona
Regional District, about a massive tax increase (~$500/average residential folio) with no option
for meaningful community assent without your intervention.

Bylaw 643 aims to add Quadra Island ratepayers to the Strathcona Gardens Recreation Service
(SGRS). This is occurring after the SGRS has taken on $121.7 million in debt in the last 2.5
years — debt approved through AAPs which did NOT include Quadra Island residents.

Since the idea of adding Quadra Island to the SGRS was first proposed there have been
hundreds of letters and two petitions, one of 1,200+ signatures, received by the SRD Board, all
asking for one thing: an assent process for just Quadra Islanders which would allow residents to
make their wishes known. Unfortunately when the bylaw came to the Board the
recommendation of SRD staff was for an assent process which combined the population of rural
Quadra Island (population ~2,400) with the population of Campbell River (population 35,000+)
and Area D (population 4,150+) (both already members of the Service), with comments from
staff that the Ministry (you) could determine if a separate assent process was warranted.

The assent vote inequity combined with an utter lack of SRD community consultation prior to
this Bylaw moving forward is extremely frustrating for Quadra residents: | hear repeatedly that
residents feel betrayed and predated upon with no recourse. This has led to community
fundraising efforts for legal action, and it compounds the distrust rural constituents feel for their
local government. That the community feels the need to fundraise to fight for justice from their
local government, when just listening to the requests of the many letters and two petitions would
have saved us from this, is extremely frustrating and saddening to me as their elected
representative.

You as Minister of Municipal Affairs have the authority to require elector approval in a specified
area prior to bylaw adoption. In consideration of the absence of meaningful assent if Quadra
Island’s votes are combined at a ratio of 1:20 with those of the other voters already in the
Strathcona Gardens Recreation Service, | urge you to exercise your section 349(5) authority
and prescribe a separate assent process for Quadra Island. The hopes of our community for a
fair process rest with you.

Though we are living in an affordability crisis, for clarity this isn’t just a matter of ‘no more taxes’.
The Quadra community already pays annually for recreation through the Quadra Island
Community Hall Service. Adding the Strathcona Gardens requisition to the current recreation
requisition will mean Quadra Islanders are paying more for recreation than anywhere else in the
SRD, with the added inequity that there is a costly, often overloaded ferry between us and the
debt-ridden recreation service we’re being pushed into funding forever.

Quadra Island is a rural community expecting a big new tax next year from the Fire
Improvement District for a new firehall: critical infrastructure. The community is considering
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(through an assent vote October 2026) a Woodchipping and Climate Resilience Service to build
community resilience. These meet local needs. Our community hall needs expanding to meet
community needs and planning for this is in the works. If residents are pushed into paying for
off-island recreation it is likely that support for local service needs will disappear and our Quadra
Island community will be diminished as a result.

Before I sign off, | want to highlight a significant concern | have for economic development and
diversification if this Service amendment goes ahead. The commercial tax rate for the SGRS is
245% of the residential rate. This will mean thousands of dollars in additional tax for small rural
businesses already working hard to stay afloat, many of which are seasonal businesses with
slim margins.

Thank you for your thoughtful consideration of my request, which is that of the Quadra Island
community: an independent assent process for Quadra Island for Bylaw 643. This is the one

request the community has had the whole way through this process, and it is a request which
you the Minister have the authority to make happen.

Sincerely, warmly, and with hope,
Robyn

Robyn Mawhinney
Director for Discovery Islands and Mainland Inlets (Area C), Strathcona Regional District
call/text: 250.203.2468

Stay up to date on local government happenings: subscribe to Director Reports. Find previous Reports & resources at
RobynMawhinney.ca

Discovery Islands-Mainland Inlets, Electoral Area C, is located within the traditional unceded territories of the We Wai Kai, Wei Wai
Kum, Klahoose, Homalco, Kwiakah, Tlowitsis, & K’'omoks First Nations. I'm grateful to be living and working on these lands.

From: Robyn Mawhinney <rmawhinney@srd.ca>

Date: Wednesday, May 6, 2026 at 3:17 PM

To: Minister, HMA HMA:EX <hma.minister@gov.bc.ca>; MSP.Minister@gov.bc.ca
<MSP.Minister@gov.bc.ca>; Faganello, Tara HMA:EX <tara.faganello@gov.bc.ca>;
LGgovernance@gov.bc.ca <LGgovernance@gov.bc.ca>

Subject: Formal request for a comprehensive review of SRD's Bylaw 643

To the Honourable Christine Boyle, Minister of Housing and Municipal Affairs;

The Honourable Brittny Anderson, Minister of State for Local Governments and Rural
Communities;

Tara Fagenello, Assistant Deputy Minister, Local Government Division;

BC’s Inspector of Municipalities c/o LGgovernance@gov.bc.ca

Greetings from Quadra Island,

This letter is a heartfelt, formal request for a comprehensive review of the amendments to
Strathcona Gardens Recreation Service, Bylaw 643, which will be crossing your desks imminently.
There are relevant facts and precedents which | believe merit a thorough review prior to your
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approval of Strathcona Regional District’s Bylaw 643 as presented.

I am writing as Director for Area C, Discovery Islands and Mainland Inlets to highlight three
significant concerns with this Bylaw: the imposition of $122 million in pre-existing debt onto Quadra
Island residents for a project they were not given an opportunity to weigh in on; an assent vote
process which dilutes the opinion of Quadra Island residents by a factor of 20:1; and, an absolute
absence of community consultation prior to this contentious service bylaw amendment being
considered by the Board.

I recognize the heavy lifting and important work that the Ministry of Housing and Municipal Affairs is
tackling every day, and the complex portfolio of the Inspector of Municipalities. This letter is
accompanied with regrets of the necessity of asking for your help considering the critical work you
have underway. Unfortunately, when | raised the above-noted process concerns at the Board table,
the SRD’s CAO stated that these concerns were ‘up to the Minister’s office’ to determine if they
were valid, and the bylaw was pushed through with a close vote of 7-6.

Pre-existing $122 million in debt

Through two AAP processes over the past 2.5 years, $122 million dollars in debt for the Strathcona
Gardens Service has been approved by residents of Campbell River and Area D: both AAP
processes excluded residents of Quadra Island/Area C. To now be compelled to join the service and
assume the debt is widely described by Quadra Island residents as ‘predatory’. Quadra Island
residents are politically engaged and there is a high level of community frustration about being
taxed for something they had no say in.

I’ve spoken with Electoral Area Directors from other regional districts and learned there are
precedents in regional/subregional services wherein previously approved debt from is prevented
from being paid by members of a service added after acquisition of the debt. The Quadra Island
community and | believe that taxation requires representation: it is my strong hope that the
Inspector of Municipalities believes similarly and will reject Bylaw 643 on these grounds.

Quadra Island residents ‘neutered’ in upcoming assent process

Following three readings of Bylaw 643, the matter of the assent process was considered by the
Board. The recommended motion from staff was that approval of the electors be sought through an
assent voting process concurrently with the 2026 elections, and that the voting be conducted
throughout the entire service area and proposed service area.

An amendment motion, THAT the voting be conducted within each service area and the proposed
service area, was narrowly defeated after CAO David Leitch stated that the validity of this concern
was best left to the Ministry to determine.

As | see it, there are two serious concerns with the assent vote being conducted throughout the
service area and proposed service area: both relate to fairness.

The first serious issue is that there are 40,000+ voters in Campbell River and Area D, while there are
just over 2,000 on Quadra Island. Combining the current service area with the proposed service
area dilutes the voice of Quadra Island voters by 20:1, meaning there cannot be meaningful assent
from Quadra Island residents is not possible under the proposed voting structure.

The second serious fairness issue is that along with adding Quadra Island as a Service participant
at an 80% contribution level, Bylaw 643 proposes to change the contribution structure between
Campbell River and Area D to 100% cost for Campbell River and 90% cost for Area D. Adding
Quadra Island to the same assent vote question robs Campbell River and Area D residents of the
opportunity to weigh in on the contribution adjustment to their service.

Under section 349(5) of the Local Government Act, the Minister may require elector approval in one
or more specified participating areas prior to adoption. In light of the lack of meaningful assent, if
Quadra Island voters are combined with those of Campbell River and Area D, | urge the Minister to
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order that Bylaw 643 must receive an exclusive, Quadra Island only, assent process, if it is
determined that Bylaw 643 go ahead.

LGA requirements for amending service establishing bylaws

While not a legal scholar, | have spent significant time reviewing the Local Government Act. My
understanding of section 349 is that an establishing bylaw may be amended in accordance with the
requirements applicable to the adoption of the bylaw that it amends.

Strathcona Gardens Recreation Service was established in 1971. There has not been confirmation
from SRD staff on the 1971 assent process. Therefore, wouldn’t the default position be that the
Board must obtain approval separately for each participating area in the proposed service area, as
per section 342 paragraph 3, “Unless authorized under subsection (4), participating area approval
must be obtained separately for each participating area in the proposed service area”? SRD staff
pointed to the changes with respect to contribution levels in Campbell River and Area D as
nullifying the need for a separate vote on Quadra Island. Please examine SRD’s Bylaw 643 as it
relates to sections 349 & 342(3) closely, to test for LGA alignment.

Community consultation

To date the SRD Board has not engaged in any community consultation regarding adding Quadra
Island to the Strathcona Gardens Service. In November 2024 | formally moved that an Area C
referendum be held prior to any service expansion; the motion was defeated following staff advice
that the only time for a referendum was following three readings of a bylaw.

On the reverse, the Area C/Quadra Island community has certainly engaged with the Board. An
exclusive assent process for Area C was the ask of a community petition with 1,226 signatures,
received by the Board in 2025, as was the ask of close to 300 letters received by the SRD Board
(links available upon request), and an e-petition with a further 500+ signatures of Outer Discovery
Islands residents.

Recently, in April 2026, | authored a community survey -- | wanted to understand Quadra Island
residents support for various levels of funding for Strathcona Gardens Service, provide space to
hear constituents’ thoughts, and have data to share with the SRD Board.

The survey received 626 responses in 16 days, testament to the high level of engagement on the
issue (and perhaps my efforts to ensure inclusivity, with posters & QR codes, sharing via social
media, and paper surveys at the library).

On the survey question ‘how important is it to you that the SRD meaningfully consult thru a
referendum exclusively with Quadra Islanders prior to adding an annual Strathcona Gardens tax to
Quadra Island properties’, 95% of respondents answered, ‘exceedingly important’.

Prior to determining the assent process, the Board received my report with the survey data. And yet,
despite the survey results, the petitions, the letters, and the protesters at multiple meetings, the
ask of the community was ignored and overruled.

Itis highly troubling to me that this clear community request was dismissed and instead passed to
the Inspector of Municipalities and Minister of Housing and Municipal Affairs for ultimate
determination. It is the fervent hope of many Quadra residents and myself that meaningful
consultation through an assent process exclusively for the proposed expansion area (Quadra
Island) be required by the Inspector and/or Minister prior to moving forward with Bylaw 643.

Further, in brief
There are several further concerns which weren’t adequately addressed prior to three readings of
Bylaw 643 . In brief, these include...

¢ the data supporting inclusion of Quadra Island within the Strathcona Gardens Service lacks
clarity, including citing ferry traffic on a tourism-reliant island as evidence of ‘reasonable access’;
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¢ the report which precipitated this Bylaw amendment missed relevant data, such as how other
‘smallisland’ areas fund ‘main island’ recreation infrastructure (ie Gabriola, Denman, Hornby,
perhaps others);

¢ Quadra Island residents must take a vehicle on the ferry to access Strathcona Gardens, making it
a much more expensive and time-consuming process than for current participants in the Service;

¢ Quadra Island already substantially funds on-Quadra recreation through taxation, unlike Area D,
which solely funds indoor recreation at Strathcona Gardens;

e significant concern for Quadra Island businesses on commercial properties, if they’ll be able to
survive this tax increase — the Strathcona Gardens Service taxes commercial properties at 245% of
the residential rate, meaning thousands of dollars in additional tax for small rural businesses
already working hard to stay afloat;

¢ Quadra Island is a rural community working on providing basic services like solid waste and
wood-chipping to build climate resilience (Bard approved for an assent vote in conjunction with
2026 election), and expecting a significant tax increase in the next year, as construction of a new
Firehall through the South Quadra Island Fire Improvement District is underway, all while in a cost-
of-living crisis.

| truly appreciate your deliberations on the concerns relating to SRD’s Bylaw 643. The importance of
a comprehensive examination of the issues on behalf of Quadra Island residents cannot be
overstated. | respectfully request that the progress of Bylaw 643 be halted pending resolution of the
debt-downloading, assent alignment with LGA, and consultation irregularities. And further that at a
minimum, the Minister will order an assent process for Quadra Island which is not combined with
that of Campbell River and Area D.

I would like to book a meeting to discuss these concerns at your earliest convenience. | look
forward to hearing from you soon.

With sincerity, trust, and hope,
Robyn Mawhinney

Regional Director for Discovery Islands and Mainland Inlets (Area C), Strathcona Regional District

Discovery Islands-Mainland Inlets, Electoral Area C, is located within the traditional unceded territories of the We Wai Kai,
Wei Wai Kum, Klahoose, Homalco, Kwiakah, Tlowitsis & K’'omoks First Nations. I’'m grateful to be living and working on
these lands.

Stay up to date on local government happenings: subscribe to Director Reports. Find previous Reports & resources at
RobynMawhinney.ca
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Subject: Formal request for a comprehensive review of SRD's Bylaw 643

Date: Wednesday, May 6, 2026 at 3:17:07 PM Pacific Daylight Time

From: Robyn Mawhinney

To: Minister, HMA HMA:EX, MSP.Minister@gov.bc.ca, Brittny.Anderson.MLA®@leg.bc.ca, Faganello, Tara
HMA:EX, LGgovernance@gov.bc.ca

Priority: High

Attachments: img-84eff429-c148-4f05-b880-e466fce87745,
Formal_Request_for_Comprehensive_Review_Bylaw_643_Minister_HMA_Inspector_of_Municipalities.pdf

To the Honourable Christine Boyle, Minister of Housing and Municipal Affairs;

The Honourable Brittny Anderson, Minister of State for Local Governments and Rural
Communities;

Tara Fagenello, Assistant Deputy Minister, Local Government Division;

BC’s Inspector of Municipalities c/o LGgovernance@gov.bc.ca

Greetings from Quadra Island,

This letter is a heartfelt, formal request for a comprehensive review of the amendments to
Strathcona Gardens Recreation Service, Bylaw 643, which will be crossing your desks imminently.
There are relevant facts and precedents which | believe merit a thorough review prior to your
approval of Strathcona Regional District’s Bylaw 643 as presented.

I am writing as Director for Area C, Discovery Islands and Mainland Inlets to highlight three
significant concerns with this Bylaw: the imposition of $122 million in pre-existing debt onto Quadra
Island residents for a project they were not given an opportunity to weigh in on; an assent vote
process which dilutes the opinion of Quadra Island residents by a factor of 20:1; and, an absolute
absence of community consultation prior to this contentious service bylaw amendment being
considered by the Board.

I recognize the heavy lifting and important work that the Ministry of Housing and Municipal Affairs is
tackling every day, and the complex portfolio of the Inspector of Municipalities. This letter is
accompanied with regrets of the necessity of asking for your help considering the critical work you
have underway. Unfortunately, when | raised the above-noted process concerns at the Board table,
the SRD’s CAO stated that these concerns were ‘up to the Minister’s office’ to determine if they
were valid, and the bylaw was pushed through with a close vote of 7-6.

Pre-existing $122 million in debt

Through two AAP processes over the past 2.5 years, $122 million dollars in debt for the Strathcona
Gardens Service has been approved by residents of Campbell River and Area D: both AAP
processes excluded residents of Quadra Island/Area C. To now be compelled to join the service and
assume the debt is widely described by Quadra Island residents as ‘predatory’. Quadra Island
residents are politically engaged and there is a high level of community frustration about being
taxed for something they had no say in.

I’ve spoken with Electoral Area Directors from other regional districts and learned there are
precedents in regional/subregional services wherein previously approved debt from is prevented
from being paid by members of a service added after acquisition of the debt. The Quadra Island
community and | believe that taxation requires representation: it is my strong hope that the
Inspector of Municipalities believes similarly and will reject Bylaw 643 on these grounds.
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Quadra Island residents ‘neutered’ in upcoming assent process

Following three readings of Bylaw 643, the matter of the assent process was considered by the
Board. The recommended motion from staff was that approval of the electors be sought through an
assent voting process concurrently with the 2026 elections, and that the voting be conducted
throughout the entire service area and proposed service area.

An amendment motion, THAT the voting be conducted within each service area and the proposed
service area, was narrowly defeated after CAO David Leitch stated that the validity of this concern
was best left to the Ministry to determine.

As | see it, there are two serious concerns with the assent vote being conducted throughout the
service area and proposed service area: both relate to fairness.

The first serious issue is that there are 40,000+ voters in Campbell River and Area D, while there are
just over 2,000 on Quadra Island. Combining the current service area with the proposed service
area dilutes the voice of Quadra Island voters by 20:1, meaning there cannot be meaningful assent
from Quadra Island residents is not possible under the proposed voting structure.

The second serious fairness issue is that along with adding Quadra Island as a Service participant
at an 80% contribution level, Bylaw 643 proposes to change the contribution structure between
Campbell River and Area D to 100% cost for Campbell River and 90% cost for Area D. Adding
Quadra Island to the same assent vote question robs Campbell River and Area D residents of the
opportunity to weigh in on the contribution adjustment to their service.

Under section 349(5) of the Local Government Act, the Minister may require elector approval in one
or more specified participating areas prior to adoption. In light of the lack of meaningful assent, if
Quadra Island voters are combined with those of Campbell River and Area D, | urge the Minister to
order that Bylaw 643 must receive an exclusive, Quadra Island only, assent process, ifitis
determined that Bylaw 643 go ahead.

LGA requirements for amending service establishing bylaws

While not a legal scholar, | have spent significant time reviewing the Local Government Act. My
understanding of section 349 is that an establishing bylaw may be amended in accordance with the
requirements applicable to the adoption of the bylaw that it amends.

Strathcona Gardens Recreation Service was established in 1971. There has not been confirmation
from SRD staff on the 1971 assent process. Therefore, wouldn’t the default position be that the
Board must obtain approval separately for each participating area in the proposed service area, as
per section 342 paragraph 3, “Unless authorized under subsection (4), participating area approval
must be obtained separately for each participating area in the proposed service area”? SRD staff
pointed to the changes with respect to contribution levels in Campbell River and Area D as
nullifying the need for a separate vote on Quadra Island. Please examine SRD’s Bylaw 643 as it
relates to sections 349 & 342(3) closely, to test for LGA alignment.

Community consultation

To date the SRD Board has not engaged in any community consultation regarding adding Quadra
Island to the Strathcona Gardens Service. In November 2024 | formally moved that an Area C
referendum be held prior to any service expansion; the motion was defeated following staff advice
that the only time for a referendum was following three readings of a bylaw.

On the reverse, the Area C/Quadra Island community has certainly engaged with the Board. An
exclusive assent process for Area C was the ask of a community petition with 1,226 signatures,
received by the Board in 2025, as was the ask of close to 300 letters received by the SRD Board
(links available upon request), and an e-petition with a further 500+ signatures of Outer Discovery
Islands residents.

Recently, in April 2026, | authored a community survey -- | wanted to understand Quadra Island
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residents support for various levels of funding for Strathcona Gardens Service, provide space to
hear constituents’ thoughts, and have data to share with the SRD Board.

The survey received 626 responses in 16 days, testament to the high level of engagement on the
issue (and perhaps my efforts to ensure inclusivity, with posters & QR codes, sharing via social
media, and paper surveys at the library).

On the survey question ‘how important is it to you that the SRD meaningfully consult thru a
referendum exclusively with Quadra Islanders prior to adding an annual Strathcona Gardens tax to
Quadra Island properties’, 95% of respondents answered, ‘exceedingly important’.

Prior to determining the assent process, the Board received my report with the survey data. And yet,
despite the survey results, the petitions, the letters, and the protesters at multiple meetings, the
ask of the community was ignored and overruled.

Itis highly troubling to me that this clear community request was dismissed and instead passed to
the Inspector of Municipalities and Minister of Housing and Municipal Affairs for ultimate
determination. It is the fervent hope of many Quadra residents and myself that meaningful
consultation through an assent process exclusively for the proposed expansion area (Quadra
Island) be required by the Inspector and/or Minister prior to moving forward with Bylaw 643.

Further, in brief
There are several further concerns which weren’t adequately addressed prior to three readings of
Bylaw 643 . In brief, these include...

¢ the data supporting inclusion of Quadra Island within the Strathcona Gardens Service lacks
clarity, including citing ferry traffic on a tourism-reliant island as evidence of ‘reasonable access’;

¢ the report which precipitated this Bylaw amendment missed relevant data, such as how other
‘small island’ areas fund ‘main island’ recreation infrastructure (ie Gabriola, Denman, Hornby,
perhaps others);

¢ Quadra Island residents must take a vehicle on the ferry to access Strathcona Gardens, making it
a much more expensive and time-consuming process than for current participants in the Service;

¢ Quadra Island already substantially funds on-Quadra recreation through taxation, unlike Area D,
which solely funds indoor recreation at Strathcona Gardens;

e significant concern for Quadra Island businesses on commercial properties, if they’ll be able to
survive this tax increase — the Strathcona Gardens Service taxes commercial properties at 245% of
the residential rate, meaning thousands of dollars in additional tax for small rural businesses
already working hard to stay afloat;

¢ Quadra Island is a rural community working on providing basic services like solid waste and
wood-chipping to build climate resilience (Bard approved for an assent vote in conjunction with
2026 election), and expecting a significant tax increase in the next year, as construction of a new
Firehall through the South Quadra Island Fire Improvement District is underway, all while in a cost-
of-living crisis.

| truly appreciate your deliberations on the concerns relating to SRD’s Bylaw 643. The importance of
a comprehensive examination of the issues on behalf of Quadra Island residents cannot be
overstated. | respectfully request that the progress of Bylaw 643 be halted pending resolution of the
debt-downloading, assent alignment with LGA, and consultation irregularities. And further that at a
minimum, the Minister will order an assent process for Quadra Island which is not combined with
that of Campbell River and Area D.

I would like to book a meeting to discuss these concerns at your earliest convenience. | look
forward to hearing from you soon.

3o0f4


https://agenda.strathconard.ca/SRDAttachments/SRDBoard/Open/BRD/29-Apr-26/Report-to-Board----Quadra-Island-Survey-re-Strathcona-Gardens-Service.pdf

With sincerity, trust, and hope,
Robyn Mawhinney

Regional Director for Discovery Islands and Mainland Inlets (Area C), Strathcona Regional District

Discovery Islands-Mainland Inlets, Electoral Area C, is located within the traditional unceded territories of the We Wai Kai,
Wei Wai Kum, Klahoose, Homalco, Kwiakah, Tlowitsis & K’'omoks First Nations. I’m grateful to be living and working on
these lands.

Stay up to date on local government happenings: subscribe to Director Reports. Find previous Reports & resources at
RobynMawhinney.ca
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STAFF REPORT

DATE: April 23, 2026 FILE: 0550-04 Board
TO: Chair and Directors,
Regional Board
FROM: Dave Leitch
Chief Administrative Officer
RE: BYLAW NO. 643 - STRATHCONA GARDENS RECREATION SERVICE AMENDMENT
PURPOSE/PROBLEM

To consider Bylaw No. 643 which proposes to add part of Electoral Area C (Quadra Island) as a
participant for the Strathcona Gardens recreation facility service.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
At its March 25, 2026 meeting the Board considered the attached report and passed the following
resolution:

Chapman/Rice: SRD 193/26

THAT an amendment bylaw be prepared for the Board’s consideration that would
add Quadra Island within Electoral Area C as an additional participant in the Strathcona
Gardens recreation facility service.

Bylaw No. 1214 was enacted in 1971 to convert the Strathcona Gardens service which was
originally established under supplementary letters patent for the Comox-Strathcona Regional
District. The participants for the service have not been amended since its creation. In order to add
the Quadra Island area as a participant for the Strathcona Gardens service it will be necessary to
amend the establishing bylaw that sets out which areas are designated as service participants.
Bylaw No. 643 is attached for that purpose.

Once Bylaw No. 643 has received third reading, the Board will need to decide whether approval
of the electors will be sought by assent voting or alternative approval process (AAP). If assent
voting is selected the Board may wish to consider having the vote conducted at the same time as
the 2026 local government elections for reasons of economy and to maximize the turnout of
electors to the polls. The recommendations which follow this report include several bylaw options
intended to address variances in access and travel times that were raised and are based on
assumptions regarding the manner in which the Board prefers to proceed with these matters.

Once the method of approval is confirmed by the Board, the bylaw would be sent to the Inspector
of Municipalities for approval by the Province which must be obtained before the bylaw may be
submitted for approval of the electors. If adopted as currently written, properties within the Quadra
Island area would contribute funding for the Strathcona Gardens through an annual levy against
the assessed value of the property in question. A draft calendar is attached to this report which
will provide an understanding of key dates associated with seeking approval of the electors for
Bylaw No. 643.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. THAT the report from the Chief Administrative Officer be received.
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2. THAT Option ___ be selected as the preferred alternative for proceeding with Bylaw No. 643.

3. THAT Bylaw No. 643, being a bylaw to amend the Strathcona Gardens Recreation Centre
Service, be now introduced and read a first time.

4. THAT the rules be suspended and Bylaw No. 643 be given second and third readings.

5. THAT approval of the electors for Bylaw No. 643 be sought through an assent voting process
to be held concurrently with the 2026 local government elections, and

tthe entire service area and proposed service area.

THAT the»\'ring be conducted throughou
Respectf dlly:

Dave Leitch /
Chief Administrative Officer

BACKGROUND/HISTORY

The Strathcona Gardens recreation facility was originally established as a function of the Comox-
Strathcona Regional District on February 19,1971 by supplementary letters issued by the Province
of BC. Originally, the facility was authorized to provide arena facilities for electoral Areas D, E and
F and the District of Campbell River (as it was then known). On March 9, 1977 supplementary -
letters patent were issued by the Province to authorize construction and operation of aquatic
facilities as part of the service offering. On October 10, 1990 the Strathcona Gardens function was
converted to a local service by Bylaw No. 1214 and the maximum annual requisition was set at
$0.9170 per $1,000 of property assessment. On June 1, 1991 Electoral Areas E and F were
annexed to the District of Campbell River and were therefore deleted as separate entities for the
Strathcona Gardens recreation facilities service. On April 4, 2005 the District of Campbell River
was changed to the City of Campbell River and continued as a participant in the Strathcona
Gardens recreation facilities service.

A study completed by RC Strategies in 2026 examined the services offered by the Strathcona
Gardens recreation facility and concluded that the public subsidy that was earmarked for use by
the facility was too narrow in scope and should be expanded to include Quadra Island which is
part of Electoral Area C. This conclusion was based on the belief that the facility provided
significant direct and indirect benefit to residents of Quadra Island based on proximity of access
regardless of the degree to which the programs offered by the facility were actually being used by
those residents. In reaching this conclusion, the consultant considered the current arrangement
between, for example, Gabriola Island and destination recreation facilities located in Nanaimo.
Other similar examples have been noted as precedent to such an arrangement.

ALTERNATIVES

The report by RC Strategies looked at a variety of factors that suggest the appropriate community
of interest for.the Strathcona Gardens recreation facility. Keeping in mind the similar logistical
challenges are faced by many communities with respect to access and travel time, the report
concluded that Quadra Island (but not the remainder of Electoral Area C) should be contributing
an annual subsidy to the Strathcona Gardens. The report also suggested that residents of Quadra
Island were among the highest users of the facility in the region among those areas that were not
contributing funds through property taxes. Although other areas of the region also were shown to
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make use of the facility, that use by comparison and the travel to the facility was challenging to
the point that there was not a strong argument for formalized support from those areas.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

As pointed out in the previous report to the Board, if the Quadra Island area was included as a
participant in the Strathcona Gardens service, the cost to properties in that area would increase
depending on the formula used to calculate those charges. Typically such a formula would be
based on assessed property values as determined by the BC Assessment Authority whether at a
100%, 90% or some other percentage. The table below provides an approximation of the cost
impact should the area be included as a participant in the service based on various scenarios
using assessed valuation.

;igggtsas%?j -;al)é)OR gt(;aop(;efr Cost per Average Total Contribution
' Residence (Quadra Island)
Value assessed value
100% $78.43 $557.86 $943,114
90% $70.59 $502.07 $848,803
80% $62.75 $446.29 $754,491

It should be noted that the costs shown above are estimates only, based on the 2026 requisition
amount for the Strathcona Gardens service and using current property assessment values.

LEGAL IMPLICATIONS

The responsibility for determining the area that receives benefit for any service provided by the
Regional District (and therefore contributes financial support) rests with the region’s Board of
Directors. If property taxation is deemed to be a component of that support, the Board will need
to decide the form of that taxation and how it will be applied to the different areas that are to
provide such support. Once that has been determined the specific form of property taxation will
need to be formalized in a bylaw which is subject to approval by the Province of BC. As stated
above, the most common form of property taxation is based on assessed valuation rather than a
uniform method of taxation or other characteristics of a property such as size, frontage or depth.

INTERGOVERNMENTAL/REGIONAL IMPLICATIONS

Regional districts were established, in part, to ensure that properties that benefited from a service
were not excluded from supporting that service on the basis that they lay beyond formalized
municipal boundaries. Developing customized boundaries for funding a service is therefore one
of the fundamental principles of service delivery by regional districts. If the Regional District chose
to allow an area to benefit from a service without paying towards its upkeep it would signal to other
areas that they were providing an unfair subsidy to the non-contributing area. In order to avoid the
perception of ‘playing favourites’ it is important that all areas receiving benefit from a service pay
towards its upkeep.

CITIZEN/PUBLIC RELATIONS IMPLICATIONS

As with any service offered by the Regional District, in order to ensure that residents of Quadra
Island have a voice in determining the extent to which the facility serves their interests, if that area
is included as a service participant, the elected director for that area will be entitled to vote at
Regional Board meetings on all matters related to the facility and the programs that it offers.
Similarly, it is anticipated that the director will also be appointed to sit on the Strathcona Gardens
Commission which reviews the operational aspects of facility use.

INTERDEPARTMENTAL INVOLVEMENT/IMPLICATIONS

Within its organizational structure the Regional District has a number of departments that manage
the administrative tasks associated with the Strathcona Gardens service. These include
operations, administration, finance, corporate and human resources and others. It is not
anticipated that significant changes to the level of involvement required to properly administer the
service would result from the addition of Quadra Island as a service participant.
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Proposed timetable for extending

Schedule

March 25, 2026

service area for Strathcona Gardens based on assent voting.

Regional Board reviews options and authorizes amendment to service
establishing bylaw for Strathcona Gardens.

Bylaw No. 643, being Strathcona Gardens Service Establishment Bylaw 1990,

April 29, 2026 Amendment No.3, given first 3 readings and authorized for assent voting in
conjunction with 2026 General Local Election.

May 4, 2026 Bylaw No. 643 submitted to Inspector of Municipalities for approval.

July 30, 2026 Inspector of Municipalities approves Bylaw No. 643.

August 26, 2026

Board approves ballot question to be used for voting on Bylaw No. 643.

September 16, 2026

Selection of scrutineers completed for voting on Bylaw No. 643.

September 23, 2026

First publication of notice of voting for Bylaw No. 643.

September 30, 2026

Second publication of notice of voting for Bylaw No. 643.

October 17, 2026

General Voting Day for Bylaw No. 643.

October 28, 2027

If approved by electors, Board adopts Bylaw No. 643.

March 31, 2027

Last date for the Board to adopt budget for Strathcona Gardens recreation
facility service.

Prepared by: T. Yates, Corporate Services Manager

Attachments:  Bylaw No. 643
Copy of March 17, 2026 report to the Board




BYLAW NO. 643

A BYLAW TO AMEND THE STRATHCONA GARDENS RECREATION CENTRE SERVICE

WHEREAS the former Comox-Strathcona Regional District has, by Bylaw No. 1214,
established a service to provide recreation facilities and programs at the Strathcona Gardens
recreation facility;

AND WHEREAS the aforementioned service was transferred to the Strathcona Regional
District by supplementary letters patent effective February 15, 2008;

AND WHEREAS the City of Campbell River and Electoral Area D are participants in the
Strathcona gardens recreation facility service;

AND WHEREAS Regional Board wishes to amend the provisions of the said recreation

facility service by including a portion of Electoral Area C into the service area;

AND WHEREAS the approval of the electors has been obtained pursuant to section 349
of the Local Government Act;

NOW THEREFORE the Board of Directors of the Strathcona Regional District, in open
meeting assembled, enacts as follows:

Amendments

1. 1) Section 1 of Bylaw No. 1214 is amended by deleting the words “for Electoral Area D
and the District of Campbell River” so that the section reads as follows:

1. The area created under supplementary Letters Patent dated February 19, 1971 and March
9, 1977 is hereby established as a local service and shall be known as the “Strathcona
Gardens Recreation Centre Service Area”.

2) A new section 1C is added to Bylaw No. 1214 as follows:

Participating Areas

1C. The City of Campbell River, Electoral Area C and Electoral Area D are participants in the
Strathcona Gardens recreation centre service.

3) A new section 1D is added to Bylaw No. 1214 as follows:
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Service Area Boundaries

1D. The boundaries of the service area shall include the entirety of the City of Campbell River,
Electoral Area D and that part of Electoral Area C shown outlined on Appendix ‘A’, attached to
and forming part of this bylaw.

3) Section 3 is deleted in its entirety and a new section 3 is substituted therefor as follows:

Apportionment of Costs

3. The amount to be recovered by requisition within each participating area shall be calculated
on the basis of the converted values for hospital purposes in that participating areas as follows:
a) City of Campbell River — 100% of property assessments,

b) Electoral Area D — 100% of property assessments, and

c) That part of Electoral Area C included as a participating area for the service — 100% of
property assessments.

Citation

2. This bylaw may be citied for all purposes as Bylaw No. 643, being Strathcona Gardens
Recreation Centre Service Establishment Bylaw 1990, Amendment No. 3.

READ A FIRST TIME ON THE DAY OF , 2026

READ A SECOND TIME ON THE DAY OF , 2026

READ A THIRD TIME ON THE DAY OF , 2026

APPROVED BY THE INSPECTOR OF MUNICIPALITIES ON THE DAY OF

APPROVAL OF THE ELECTORS OBTAINED ON THE DAY OF

RECONSIDERED, FINALLY PASSED AND ADOPTED ON THE DAY OF

Corporate Officer
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BYLAW NO. 643

A BYLAW TO AMEND THE STRATHCONA GARDENS RECREATION CENTRE SERVICE

WHEREAS the former Comox-Strathcona Regional District has, by Bylaw No. 1214,
established a service to provide recreation facilities and programs at the Strathcona Gardens
recreation facility;

AND WHEREAS the aforementioned service was transferred to the Strathcona Regional
District by supplementary letters patent effective February 15, 2008;

AND WHEREAS the City of Campbell River and Electoral Area D are participants in the
Strathcona gardens recreation facility service;

AND WHEREAS Regional Board wishes to amend the provisions of the said recreation

facility service by including a portion of Electoral Area C into the service area;

AND WHEREAS the approval of the electors has been obtained pursuant to section 349
of the Local Government Act;

NOW THEREFORE the Board of Directors of the Strathcona Regional District, in open
meeting assembled, enacts as follows:

Amendments

1. 1) Section 1 of Bylaw No. 1214 is amended by deleting the words “for Electoral Area D
and the District of Campbell River” so that the section reads as follows:

1. The area created under supplementary Letters Patent dated February 19, 1971 and March
9, 1977 is hereby established as a local service and shall be known as the “Strathcona
Gardens Recreation Centre Service Area”.

2) A new section 1C is added to Bylaw No. 1214 as follows:

Participating Areas

1C. The City of Campbell River, Electoral Area C and Electoral Area D are participants in the
Strathcona Gardens recreation centre service.

3) A new section 1D is added to Bylaw No. 1214 as follows:




BYLAW NO. 643

Service Area Boundaries

1D. The boundaries of the service area shall include the entirety of the City of Campbell River,
Electoral Area D and that part of Electoral Area C shown outlined on Appendix ‘A’, attached to
and forming part of this bylaw.

3) Section 3 is deleted in its entirety and a new section 3 is substituted therefor as follows:

Apportionment of Costs

3. The amount to be recovered by requisition shall be calculated on the basis of the converted
values for hospital purposes in the participating areas as follows:

a) City of Campbell River — 100% of property assessments,

b) Electoral Area D — 90% of property assessments, and

¢) That part of Electoral Area C included as a participating area for the service — 90% of property
assessments.

Citation

2. This bylaw may be citied for all purposes as Bylaw No. 643, being Strathcona Gardens
Recreation Centre Service Establishment Bylaw 1990, Amendment No. 3.

READ A FIRST TIME ON THE DAY OF , 2026

READ A SECOND TIME ON THE DAY OF , 2026

READ A THIRD TIME ON THE DAY OF , 2026

APPROVED BY THE INSPECTOR OF MUNICIPALITIES ON THE DAY OF

APPROVAL OF THE ELECTORS OBTAINED ON THE DAY OF

RECONSIDERED, FINALLY PASSED AND ADOPTED ON THE DAY OF

Corporate Officer
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BYLAW NO. 643

A BYLAW TO AMEND THE STRATHCONA GARDENS RECREATION CENTRE SERVICE

WHEREAS the former Comox-Strathcona Regional District has, by Bylaw No. 1214,
established a service to provide recreation facilities and programs at the Strathcona Gardens
recreation facility;

AND WHEREAS the aforementioned service was transferred to the Strathcona Regional
District by supplementary letters patent effective February 15, 2008;

AND WHEREAS the City of Campbell River and Electoral Area D are participants in the
Strathcona gardens recreation facility service;

AND WHEREAS Regional Board wishes to amend the provisions of the said recreation

facility service by including a portion of Electoral Area C into the service area;

AND WHEREAS the approval of the electors has been obtained pursuant to section 349
of the Local Government Act;

NOW THEREFORE the Board of Directors of the Strathcona Regional District, in open
meeting assembled, enacts as follows:

Amendments

1. 1) Section 1 of Bylaw No. 1214 is amended by deleting the words “for Electoral Area D
and the District of Campbell River” so that the section reads as follows:

1. The area created under supplementary Letters Patent dated February 19, 1971 and March
9, 1977 is hereby established as a local service and shall be known as the “Strathcona
Gardens Recreation Centre Service Area”.

2) A new section 1C is added to Bylaw No. 1214 as follows:

Participating Areas

1C. The City of Campbell River, Electoral Area C and Electoral Area D are participants in the
Strathcona Gardens recreation centre service.

3) A new section 1D is added to Bylaw No. 1214 as follows:
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Service Area Boundaries

1D. The boundaries of the service area shall include the entirety of the City of Campbell River,
Electoral Area D and that part of Electoral Area C shown outlined on Appendix ‘A’, attached to
and forming part of this bylaw.

3) Section 3 is deleted in its entirety and a new section 3 is substituted therefor as follows:

Apportionment of Costs

3. The amount to be recovered by requisition shall be calculated on the basis of the converted
values for hospital purposes in the participating areas as follows:

a) City of Campbell River — 100% of property assessments,

b) Electoral Area D — 90% of property assessments, and

¢) That part of Electoral Area C included as a participating area for the service — 80% of property
assessments.

Citation

2. This bylaw may be citied for all purposes as Bylaw No. 643, being Strathcona Gardens
Recreation Centre Service Establishment Bylaw 1990, Amendment No. 3.

READ A FIRST TIME ON THE DAY OF , 2026

READ A SECOND TIME ON THE DAY OF , 2026

READ A THIRD TIME ON THE DAY OF , 2026

APPROVED BY THE INSPECTOR OF MUNICIPALITIES ON THE DAY OF

APPROVAL OF THE ELECTORS OBTAINED ON THE DAY OF

RECONSIDERED, FINALLY PASSED AND ADOPTED ON THE DAY OF

Corporate Officer
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STRATHCONA GARDENS RECREATION CENTRE
LOCAL SERVICE AREA ESTABLISHMENT BY-LAW, 1990

(CONSOLIDATED)

The following is a consolidated version of Bylaw No. 1214, which was adopted October
29, 1990 and includes the following amendment bylaws:

Area Establishment By-
Law, 1990, Amendment
By-Law No. 1

ByLAW BYLAW NAME ADOPTED PURPOSE
No.

CSRD | Greater Campbell River May 30, 1994 To amend the service area description
1653 | Pool/Arena Local Service and the maximum annual requisition.

SRD
542

Greater Campbell River
Pool/Arena Local Service
Area Establishment By-
Law 1990, Amendment
No. 2

September 25,
2024

To amend service name, maximum
annual requisition amount, and add
language pertaining to description of
service and cost recovery.

Unless certified on the last page, this bylaw should not be relied upon for legal purposes.
There may be pending updates or revisions to this bylaw. Please contact the Corporate
Services Department for the Strathcona Regional District for the most current version.




SRD
542

SRD
542

SRD
542

REGIONAL DISTRIC OF COMOX-STRATHCONA

BY-LAW NO. 1214

A by-law to convert a function for an ice arena and
a swimming pool to a Local Service

WHEREAS under Section 767(4) of the Municipal Act, a regional district
exercising a power to provide a service other than a general service, shall adopt a by-
law respecting that service which:

a) Meets the requirements of Section 794 for an establishing by-law; and

b) Is adopted in accordance with the requirements of Section 802 as if it were a by-
law amending an establishing by-law.

AND WHEREAS the Regional Board of the Regional District of Comox-
Strathcona was granted by supplementary Letters Patent dated February 19, 1971, the
function of Recreation Complex Campbell River and District;

AND WHEREAS, the Regional Board of the Regional District of Comox-
Strathcona was granted by supplementary Letters Patent dated March 9, 1977, the
function of Swimming Pool Campbell River and District;

AND WHEREAS, the area boundaries of both the foregoing functions are
analogous;

AND WHEREAS, the Regional Board of the Regional District of Comox-
Strathcona wishes to convert the foresaid service areas to a single Local Service area,

NOW THEREFORE, the Regional Board of the Regional District of Comox-
Strathcona in open meeting assembled, enacts as follows:

1. The area created under supplementary Letters Patent dated February 19, 1971
and March 9, 1977 is hereby established as a local service area for Electoral Area
‘D’ and the District of Campbell River and shall be known as the “Strathcona
Gardens Recreation Centre Service Area”.

Description of Service

1A. The service hereby authorized includes the construction, reconstruction,
equipping, operation and maintenance of a recreation centre including aquatic,
arena and other recreation facilities and, without limiting the generality of the
foregoing, the provision of recreational, cultural and educational programs in
connection therewith.

Cost Recovery

1B. The annual costs of the service may be recovered by one or more of the following
methods:



(a) Property value taxes imposed in accordance with Division 3 of the Local
Government Act;

(b) Fees and charges imposed under s.397 of the Local Government Act;

(c) Revenues received by way of agreement, enterprise, gift, grant or
otherwise; and

(d) Revenues raised by other means authorized by the Local Government
Act or another Act.

CSRD 2. The annual requisition for the service shall not exceed the equivalent of $1.588 per
1653 $1,000 of the net taxable value of land and improvements for regional hospital

district purposes within the service area.

3. The amount to be recovered by requisition shall be apportioned amongst the
member municipalities participating in this service on the basis of taxable value of
land and improvements for general municipal purposes in the municipalities and
the taxable value of land improvements for regional hospital district purposes in
the electoral areas.

4. This by-law may be cited as the “GREATER CAMPBELL RIVER POOL/ARENA
LOCAL SERVICE AREA ESTABLISHMENT BY-LAW, 1990".



STAFF REPORT

DATE: March 17, 2026
FILE: BOARD

TO: Chair and Directors,

Board of Directors
FROM: David Leitch

Chief Administrative Officer
RE: STRATHCONA GARDENS — SUB REGIONAL RECREATION STUDY
PURPOSE/PROBLEM

To consider the results of the Strathcona Gardens sub-regional recreation study including options
for participation by Electoral Areas A, B and C in the service.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
At its June 28, 2023 meeting, the Board considered the attached report and passed the following
resolution:

Rice/Sinnott: SRD 572/23

THAT a report be prepared that explores options for additional participation in
the Strathcona Gardens recreation service by Electoral Areas A, B and C and
the Village of Sayward.

In 2024, the Strathcona Regional District (SRD) conducted a study which determined that
recreation services within the SRD are best structured at a sub-regional level, with service
boundaries that align with functional access and community benefit rather than region-wide
geographical proximity.

The study identified Strathcona Gardens as a facility warranting further consideration to determine
whether it is reasonable for communities outside of Campbell River and Electoral Area D to
support the facility’s operations. Further analysis was undertaken to evaluate whether an
expansion of the service area is appropriate based on patterns of usage, direct and indirect
community benefit, functional access, travel considerations, and regional precedent for sub-
regional recreation service models

The analysis concluded that Strathcona Gardens provides many direct and indirect benefits
beyond its current service area and that misalignment exists between the benefitting areas and
the communities supporting the service. The analysis concluded that there is a clear rationale to
consider modification of the Strathcona Gardens service area boundaries to include Quadra
Island, (a boundary that mirrors the Quadra Community Hall service) within Electoral Area C, as
this is an area demonstrating routine functional access to Campbell River, measurable
participation and proportional benefit to Strathcona Gardens, its programs and services.

While the analysis supports inclusion of Quadra Island based on demonstrated access and
benefit, it is important to recognize that this represents only a portion of Electoral Area C. The
remaining communities within Area C, including the Outer Discovery Islands and mainland inlet
areas, do not exhibit the same level of functional access or participation in the services offered at
the facility. Cortes Island (Electoral Area B) was also evaluated and similarly does not
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: _'demonstrate comparable access. or utllrzatlon A separate report examining: partrcrpatlon by
‘Electoral Area A has been provided for the Board’s consideration, as evaluating the merits of
participation by the Sayward Valley in the Kelsey Centre was deemed more functional. As a result,
the proposed service area boundary under Option A would apply only to Quadra Island, whereas
Option. B would - extend participation to the ‘entirety of Electoral Area C, irrespective of
demonstrated use, and is included mainly to illustrate the per household cost impacts.

Ifthe Board chooses to proceed W|th an expansron of the Strathcona Gardens Récreation Facility
service. area, -an amendment to the current service bylaw would be requrred Under the Local
Government Act, approval of the affected electors (or approval on their behalf) must be obtalned
prior to expanding partrcrpat|on in a service. The proposed: inclusion of Quadra Island or any
portion-thereof would trigger this requrrement Several leglslatlve mechanisms are available to
obtain eIector approval each with different requlrements and llmltatlons that may influence the
Board s approach

Should the Board decide to proceed on th1s basls those. optlons are provided in the followmg
_sectlon of this report. .

ALTERNATIVES ’
The following- alternatlves are ‘offered for the Board s consrderatlon based on the results of the
study by RC Strategles , '

_Optlo‘_n,A - THAT an amendment bylaw be prepared for the Board’s consideration that would
Lo -add Quadra - Island within Electoral Area C as an- additional ‘participant in the
Strathcona Gardens recreatlon facrllty service.

_ Option‘»B..-—' . BTHAT an amendment bylaw be prepared for the Board’s consideration that would
' s add all of Electoral Area C as‘an additional participant in the Strathcona Gardens
: recreatlon facrllty service:
-FOpt_ionf’C;—i - THAT the Board take no further action at this time with respect to adding other -
. participants - for the Strathcona Gardens Recreation Facility service, thereby
“maintaining the existing setvice area and fundlng structure.
RECOllIll\_llEN.DATION .

'THAT_»the report from the Chief Administrative Officer be received.

David Leitch H/ v
Chief Administrative ter

BACKGROUND/HISTORY
The 2024 Regional Recreation Services feasibility study that was completed by RC Strategles
concluded that no single recreation facility within the Regional District warrants full region-wide
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multi-purpose community use space. The current funding base is approximately 42,000 residents
which is materially smaller than comparator hub facilities elsewhere on Vancouver Island, which
typically draw from populations between approximately 50,000 and 90,000 residents.

The review evaluated potential service modification using several criteria including:
o documented patterns of utilization

functional travel time and access

direct program patrticipation

indirect regional benefit

precedent for sub-regional recreation funding models

The analysis demonstrated that residents of Quadra Island within Electoral Area C maintain
routine and functional access to Campbell River through regular ferry connectivity. Utilization data
confirmed measurable participation by Quadra residents across multiple program areas including
aquatics, fitness and arena use. The analysis also identified direct service delivery impacts
including youth participation, swim lessons, school district use, organized sports teams, and
recreation programming supported by transportation arrangements.

In addition to direct use, the analysis concluded that Quadra Island derives benefits from the
broader indirect impacts of having a major recreation hub in Campbell River including workforce
attraction, regional service capacity, rehabilitation access, event hosting, and economic spin-off
effects. While the Quadra Island community has benefited from these services, it is not currently
included within the service area that provides funding support to the Strathcona Gardens facility.

The analysis determined that inclusion of Cortes Island (Electoral Area B), the Outer Discovery
Islands, and mainland inlet communities is not recommended due to limited functional
accessibility, travel constraints and participation data. A separate report examining participation
by Electoral Area A has been provided for the Board’s consideration, as evaluating the merits of
participation by the Sayward Valley in the Kelsey Centre was deemed more functional. Similarly,
the concept of including communities on the West Coast of Vancouver Island (Tahsis, Zeballos,
Gold River and adjacent areas) was not seen as presenting similar benefits to those areas.
Accordingly, Quadra Island was identified as an appropriate and valid area for service boundary
expansion. This distinction reflects a functionally defined service boundary rather than one based
strictly on geography.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Expansion of the service area would have direct implications for how costs are apportioned
among participating jurisdictions. Preliminary modelling illustrates how alteration of the service
area would impact requisition distribution and average residential contributions. The modelling
presented is intended to provide comparative information on the current service structure and
expanded participation using current assessment data.

Modification of the current service boundary would redistribute the Strathcona Gardens requisition
across a larger property assessment base. While the total requisition would remain unchanged,
the allocation of costs would result in a shift to reflect the broader participating model.

Table 1. Current Service Area — (Campbell River and Electoral Area D)

Jurisdiction Requisition Residgntial Number of | Average Cost
Ratio Homes Per Home

Electoral Area D $1,604,107 74.0% 1,930 $614.75

Campbell River 10,612,028 77.6% 14,366 579.22

Total $12,216,135 $596.99
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Table 2. Service Area (Option A — Campbell River, Quadra Island, Electoral Area D)

Jurisdiction Requisition Reside_ntial Number of | Average Cost
Ratio Homes Per Home

Electoral Area C* $943,114 90.8% 1,535 $557.86

Electoral Area D $1,533,047 74.0% 1,930 $587.52

Campbell River $9,739,974 77.6% 14,366 $525.87

Total $12,216,135 $557.08

*Quadra Island area only

The financial modelling presented in Table 2 illustrates the impact of expanding the service

area to include only Quadra Island within Electoral Area C, consistent with the findings of

the study. This scenario reflects a service boundary, (Quadra Community Hall service)

based on demonstrated access, utilization, and proportional benefit.

Table 3. Service Area (Option B — Campbell River, Electoral Area C, Electoral Area D)

T _ Residential | Number of | Average Cost
Jurisdiction Requisition /
Ratio Homes Per Home
Electoral Area C $1,250,173 82.1% 2,128 $482.56
Electoral Area D $1,491,290 74.0% 1,930 $571.52
Campbell River $9,474,673 77.6% 14,366 $511.55
Total $12,216,135 $521.88

For comparative purposes, Table 3 illustrates the financial implications of expanding the
service area to include the entirety of Electoral Area C. This scenario applies an
administrative boundary approach and includes areas that do not demonstrate the same
level of functional access or participation in Strathcona Gardens offerings.

As illustrated above, modification of the service area would:

o reduce the average residential contribution within the current service area;

e establish a defined contribution from an expanded service area that would be consistent with
either demonstrated access and benefit (Quadra Island scenario) or broader geographic
inclusion (full Electoral Area C scenario); and

e recognize and acknowledge the indirect benefits that accrue to residents beyond the current
service boundaries.

The residential ratio represents the proportion of the total requisition that is allocated to residential
properties within each area. The remaining portion of the requisition is distributed among other
property classifications—such as commercial, industrial, and institutional properties—that also fall
within the service area. While these non-residential property classes would contribute to the total
requisition, they are not reflected in the “average cost per home” calculations shown in the table,
which are intended only to illustrate the approximate impact on residential properties.

LEGAL IMPLICATIONS

In the event Board directs staff to proceed with Option A, a bylaw will be prepared for further
consideration that proposes the boundaries for the Strathcona Gardens service be amended to
include Quadra Island and not the remainder of Electoral Area C. The Board will need to
determine whether assent of the electors will be sought through voting or an alternative assent
process (AAP). If Option B is supported by the Board, the revised boundaries for the Strathcona
Gardens service could be approved by the Board on the basis of participating area consent, by a
vote of the electors or by an alternative approval process (AAP). Under the Local Government
Act, determining the method by which approval of the electors will be sought must be done after
the amendment bylaw has received third reading.
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To summarize, elector approval for the addition of another area into the service may be obtained
through the following methods depending on the extent of the area to be added:

e assent voting (referendum)

e 2/3 consent of the participants (not permitted for only a portion of an Electoral Area)

e alternative approval process (AAP)

Expansion of a service boundary requires compliance with the applicable approval mechanisms
and procedures under the Local Government Act.

INTERGOVERNMENTAL/REGIONAL IMPLICATIONS

Expansion of the Strathcona Gardens service area would involve Electoral Area D, the City of
Campbell River, and all or part of Electoral Area C. The governance structure of the service would
change somewhat with the elected representative for Electoral Area C voting as a participant in
the service and joining the Strathcona Gardens Commission. As current participants, the City of
Campbell River has 5 votes on unweighted decisions and 25 votes on weighted decisions, while
Electoral Area D has 1 vote on unweighted decisions and 3 votes on weighted decisions. If the
service was to expand and include Electoral Area C or a portion thereof, the director for that area
would receive 1 vote on unweighted decisions and 2 votes on weighted decisions. The facility
would continue to be owned and operated by the SRD.

CITIZEN/PUBLIC RELATIONS IMPLICATIONS

The prospect of service area expansion may generate public discussion regarding benefit,
participation and legislative process. If the Board moves forward with an expansion of the service
area, the approval process will involve the public or their representatives and will offer additional
opportunity to answer questions and respond to public inquiries. The study undertaken by RC
Strategies attempts to answer a number of these questions and will be of value when responding
to constituent inquiries by SRD staff.

INTERDEPARTMENTAL INVOLVEMENT/IMPLICATIONS

Financial Services prepared the taxation modelling associated with the impact to a service
expansion that included all or part of Electoral Area C. Corporate Services would be responsible
for preparing service bylaw amendments and coordinating the legislative process required to
obtain approval in the event the Board decided to pursue a service expansion.

Prepared by: Sheena Fisher - Manager, Strategic Initiatives

Attachments:  Strathcona Garden Report (RC Strategies)
20230620-Participation-in-SG-Rec-Centre-Service.PDF



https://www.strathconagardens.com/
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1. Introduction

1.1. The Recreation Service Delivery

Context

The Strathcona Regional District (SRD) owns and
operates the Strathcona Gardens Recreation Complex

in Campbell River which encompasses indoor aquatics,
arenas, fitness, and multi-purpose spaces. The facility is
currently funded by residents within the City of Campbell
River and Electoral Area D.

At the outset, it is important to distinguish between
communities with practical and routine access to
Strathcona Gardens and those without. The SRD
encompasses a geographically vast area that includes
Campbell River and surrounding areas (EA D runs

from the Jubilee Parkway to Oyster River and east

into Strathcona Regiona Park), Cortes Island and the
surrounding Archipelago Island (Electoral Area B), the
Discovery Islands and Mainland Inlets (Electoral Area C),
and the Kyuquot/Nootka-Sayward areas that encompass
the Villages of Gold River, Tahsis, Zeballos, and Sayward
(Electoral Area A). Many of these communities face
significant travel time, cost, and logistical barriers to
regularly accessing Campbell River-based amenities

and services. Accordingly, this Review focuses only

on communities with functional proximity and routine
transportation access to Campbell River. Remote
communities are not considered candidates for inclusion
in an expanded Strathcona Gardens service area and

are therefore not analyzed further until the concluding
findings of this report.

To support recreation service delivery and respond to
evolving and growing needs among the population with
functional access to the facility, Strathcona Gardens
Recreation Complex is currently undergoing a significant
multi-phase renewal and expansion. This investment
reinforces the Gardens’ role as a major indoor recreation
hub, supporting enhanced aquatics, arena, fitness,
rehabilitation and multi-purpose programming capacity
for residents across the region. The City of Campbell
River also contributes to the local recreation network
through funding and operations of the Campbell

River Sportsplex. Together, these facilities provide an
important foundation for indoor recreation opportunities
within the community and surrounding region.



The costs to provide publicly supported recreation
services are increasing for most providers, driven largely
by three key factors:

Capital cost escalation. Overall construction costs

in British Columbia are escalating at a rapid pace,
estimated at 4% year over year in late 2025 (British
Columbia Construction Association). Practically, these
costs are significantly higher for recreation projects given
the specialized nature of materials, labour, and lesser
scale compared to other forms of construction. As such,
cost escalation continues to be a challenge for most
major recreation facility builds, expansions, and retrofits.

Limited operational revenue sources. A focus on
affordability and sustaining equitable access to
quality-of-life services like recreation has resulted
in a hesitancy to increase user fees and taxation
requisitions. At the same time the costs associated
with providing these services (e.g. staffing, utilities,
insurance, etc.) are increasing.

Limited external project funding sources. Large
capital grant programs from senior levels of
government are periodically made available, often

as part of broader infrastructure initiatives aimed at
fostering economic activity. Examples over the past
decade include the “Investing in Canada - Community,
Culture and Recreation Infrastructure Program”,
“Canada 150 Community Infrastructure Program”, and
“Canada Community Building Fund”. Other smaller
grant programs also exist to support energy efficiency
and climate related initiatives and physical accessibility
upgrades. However, predicting when grant programs
will become available and the probability of a
successful application is challenging as competition
for these funding resources is high. As such, the
responsibility for developing, upgrading, and renewing
recreation infrastructure continues to fall primarily on
local and regional levels of government.

When discussing the context under which recreation
services are provided in a community, it is important to
note that there is not a standardized approach in British
Columbia for defining funding areas, service levels,

or defining what “recreation services” does or doesn’t
encompass. As such, regional governments work with
their local partners to establish service delivery models
and funding responsibilities — resulting in a variety of
approaches used across the province.

Within this context, Strathcona Gardens functions as
the region’s primary major indoor recreation hub. This
Review therefore evaluates whether the current funding
structure appropriately reflects the distribution of
benefits accrued by communities with functional and
routine access to the facility.




1.2. Key Findings from Previous
Recreation Studies

In 2024 the SRD finalized a Regional Recreation Services Feasibility Study that explored the current state of recreation
in the region and provided initial guidance on potential models and considerations for future regional collaboration.

The study emphasizes that, given the geographically vast and unique context of the SRD, there are no fully regional
recreation facilities that should be considered across the entire region. Instead, sub-regional funding models should be
limited to jurisdictions that demonstrate practical access and benefit from major hub facilities. The study was clear that these
benefits are beyond direct use by residents and should be considered to include non-direct user benefits accrued from the
existence of the services.

Additional findings, conclusions and considerations from the study are summarized below:

- Precedents exist for electoral areas adjacent to larger
centres funding those recreation services (similar

- The Strathcona Gardens Recreation Complex is the
primary hub facility in the region and provides a sub-

regional benefit that likely extends beyond its current
service area.

- Expanding the service area for the Gardens to include
areas of Electoral Area C with reasonable access

to Campbell River and areas of the Sayward Valley
(Electoral Area A) that can reasonably access the
Kelsey Centre was identified as warranting further
consideration.

- The SRD is an outlier on Vancouver Island with

regards to the limited use of regional and sub-
regional funding models for recreation and related
services (e.g. parks). Other longer tenured mid
Island regional districts (including the Comox Valley
Regional District, Regional District of Nanaimo, and
Cowichan Valley Regional District) have established
recreation and parks services that draw on funding
from multiple municipalities and electoral areas.

to the current situation in which Electoral Area D is
part of the Strathcona Gardens Recreation Complex
funding).

- A wide array of funding approaches are used in

jurisdictions that have comprehensive regional
funding models for recreation services. Some models
heavily integrate use while others are based on
broader benefits rationale.

Importantly, the study also reinforced that remote communities with limited functional access — including Cortes
Island, the Outer Discovery Islands, mainland inlets, and portions of Area A — should not automatically be presumed to
benefit at the same level as communities with routine and practical access to a hub facility.



Engagement Insights on the Value and Importance of Recreation Services

The SRD’s 2024 Regional Recreation Services Feasibility Study and the City of Campbell River’s Parks,
Recreation and Culture Master Plan (ongoing) provide valuable insights into the value residents place on
these services and future demands.

®
Q

91% of respondents to the Resident
Survey fielded for the SRD’s Regional
Recreation Services Feasibility Study
believe it's important to sustain existing
facilities, with 79% also indicating that it's
important develop new types of facilities
to meet emerging needs and trends.

Approximately half of respondents to the
Resident Survey fielded for the SRD’s
Regional Recreation Services Feasibility
Study indicated that the majority of

their recreational activities take place in
Campbell River.

P

Regional residents participate in recreation
for a variety of reasons. The top five
motivators amongst respondents to the
Resident Survey fielded for the SRD’s
Regional Recreation Services Feasibility
Study were physical health and exercise,
to be with friends and family, pleasure/
entertainment, mental health and
wellness, and to enjoy nature.

88% of respondents to the Resident Survey
fielded for the City’s Parks, Recreation and
Culture Master Plan agreed that residents
can benefit (from parks, recreation and
culture facilities and programs) even if they
do not directly use them.




1.3. Purpose of this Review

As previously noted, the 2024 Regional Recreation
Services Feasibility Study identified the need to
further study expanding the service area for the
Strathcona Gardens. This document, the Strathcona
Gardens Recreation Complex Regional Funding Models
Review, builds on the previous study to advance Board
resolutions SRD 572/23 (June 28, 2023) and SRD
1000/24 (November 27, 2024).

The Review fundamentally looks to explore two key
questions:

1. Isthere sufficient rationale to consider a more
equitable funding model for Strathcona Gardens?

2. If yes, what should that funding model be?

Answering the two above questions requires an
evaluation of whether the existing funding model
appropriately aligns contributions with the distribution of
benefits associated with recreation services.

The 2024 study included initial, high-level catchment
area analysis for several recreation infrastructure sites
within the SRD, including a drive-time assessment

which shows that many Electoral Area C residents are
located within approximately 45 minutes of the Gardens.
However, travel time alone does not fully capture real-
world access, particularly in a geographically complex
area that includes ferry-dependent communities. As a
result, further analysis was required to better understand
practical and routine access patterns.

Electoral Area C encompasses communities with distinct
patterns of access and connectivity, where frequency

of travel, ferry connectivity, cost, and dependency

on Campbell River are more meaningful indicators

than simple travel time. For example, Quadra Island
demonstrates not only proximity within a 45-minute
travel radius, but also regular and routine connectivity
to Campbell River through frequent ferry service, which
was expanded in 2023, further improving reliability and
access. Many Quadra residents travel to Campbell River
on a regular basis for employment, shopping, medical
appointments, education, and other essential services,
and there is notable two-way commuting between
Quadra Island and Campbell River. This pattern of
routine inter-community movement is a key component of
assessing practical access and regional integration.

Quadra Island is home to the Quadra Istand Community
Centre, which provides important local programming,
gathering space, and recreation opportunities. However,
it does not provide the full range of major indoor
amenities available at Strathcona Gardens (e.g., arenas,
aquatics and related services such rehabilitation).

While the Quadra Island Community Centre plays an
important local role, similar local-serving facilities,
including the Campbell River Community Centre,

exist within Campbell River. These facilities provide
neighbourhood-based programming and gathering space
but do not function as destination amenities, clinical
rehabilitation facilities, or regional recreation hubs. As a
result, Quadra residents rely on Campbell River-based
major indoor amenities to meet broader recreation and
active living needs. This established service relationship
is a key consideration in evaluating equitable approaches
to sub-regional recreation funding and service delivery.
These community centres are not comparable in scale or
function to Strathcona Gardens and are not considered
appropriate candidates for inclusion within a regional
recreation hub funding model.



It is important to recognize that functional access to
Campbell River-based hub facilities is not consistent
across the SRD. Quadra Island has regular ferry
connectivity that enables routine travel for recreation

and essential services, while more geographically distant
communities — including the Outer Discovery Islands
and mainland inlets within Electoral Area C, Cortes
Island (Electoral Area B), and much of Electoral Area

A —face substantially greater travel time, cost, access
limitations, including reliance on other local facilities such
as the Kelsey Centre, and logistical barriers. Accordingly,
any expanded funding model should be scoped to
communities with practical and routine access to the City
of Campbell River and Strathcona Gardens, rather than
applied broadly across all electoral areas. Given these
differences, any expanded funding model may need to
consider the degree of practical and routine access to the
City of Campbell River and Strathcona Gardens when

determining how participation in the service is structured.

Communities with more limited functional access may
require different considerations or approaches to ensure
the model reflects the varied geographic realities across
the SRD.

Itis also important to note that the SRD Board is
separately considering sub-regional service options

in other parts of the region where functional access
patterns differ. For example, a portion of Electoral
Area A (the Sayward Valley) should be evaluated

for participation in a sub-regional recreation service
arrangement associated with the Kelsey Centre, which
is owned and operated by the Village of Sayward.
This further reinforces the principle that sub-regional
recreation funding models should be tailored to the
specific facility, geography, and benefiting population,
rather than applied uniformly across the SRD.




2. The Benefits of
Recreation Services

2.1. The Benefits Context

Public providers of recreation services, including the SRD and its

partners, must continually attempt to define and delineate “need” The Benefits of Parks and

from “demand”. While there is not one, universal way to do this, a Recreational Catalogue (1992)

commonly used approach is to focus in on the degree of community is a foundational source for the

benefits provided by services. This concept attempts to create a recreation sector which has helped

distinction between: shape conversation around the

societal benefit of recreation. The

Direct Benefits: Accrued primarily by the program participant / Catalogue coalesced available
facility user. research to support eight

overarching and wide-ranging
benefits provided by public parks
and recreation services:

Indirect Benefits: Accrued by all residents in a community
regardless of whether they are direct participants.

While participation in recreation provides numerous direct benefits - Recreation is essential to
(e.g. improved health and wellbeing of the participant), the indirect personal health;

benefits of recreation services provide the most significant return on . Recreation is key to balanced
investment and broadly significant outcomes, including: human development;

- Recreation is essential to quality
of life;

Recreation reduces self-
destructive and anti-social
behaviour;

- Community connectedness and pride
Improved quality of life

Enhanced ability to attract and retain residents (including key skill
sets such as health care, commerce and education)

Potential for savings (or stabilization) in health care and other

. . o o Recreation builds strong families
forms of social spending (e.g. justice system, policing, etc.)

and healthy communities;

Improved safety Recreation reduces health care,

- Avibrant volunteer sector social service, and police / justice

Economic generation (through non-local visitation and associated costs;

spending) - Recreation and parks are
significant economic generators

Increased property values and home equity. ; .
in the community; and

The following two sub-sections expand on the key insights - Parks, open space and natural
summarized above with data from several available research sources. areas are essential to ecological
survival.

e, 1



2.2. Insights from Research and

National Policy

The benefits of recreation beyond individual wellbeing
are highly recognized, with 98% of Canadians agreeing
that parks and recreation benefit community and are

an essential service.! The connection between quality
recreation provision and social wellbeing, mental and
physical health, societal productivity, and community
vibrancy are becoming better understood and supported
by research. The price of physical inactivity in Canada

is estimated at $3.9 billion (2022) with the total cost of
providing health care in Canada accounting for 12.2%

of the total GDP.%2 Even incremental improvements in
societal well-being provide an opportunity to reduce
burden on the health system. A recent study concluded
that a 15% relative increase in physical activity amongst
adults in Canada could reduce the economic burdens

of treating and managing non-communicable diseases,
depression and absenteeism; accruing a cost savings of
almost S1 billion.?

While the benefits of recreation are well established,
many Canadians are not active enough the accrue these
benefits. Half of Canadian adults (51%) and a staggering
72% of children not being active enough to meet
recommended physical activity guidelines.

Another excellent source to gauge national health and
wellness insights on an ongoing basis is the annual
ParticipACTION Report Cards on Physical Activity. The
Report Cards source data from several government

and academic sources to assess activity levels and
provide recommendations on how to improve the current
situation. Provided below are key highlights from the
most recent children and youth (2024) and adult (2025)
report cards.

1 Harper, 2009, as cited in A Framework for Recreation in Canada 2015: Pathways to Wellbeing.
2 The Price of Inactivity: Measuring Impact (2022). Retrieved from: https://measuring-impact.ca/wp-content/uploads/2023/11/

CFLRI-CPRA_Price-Inactivity-Full-Report-EN-FINAL.pdf

3 2024 Physical Activity and Sport Survey, CFLRI. Custom analysis.

L



ParticipACTION Report Card on
Physical Activity — Children and
Youth (2024)

ParticipACTION Report Card on
Physical Activity — Adult (2025)

46% of adults met the recommendation of doing at
least 150 minutes of moderate to vigorous physical

39% of children and youth (five to 17 years of age)
in Canada met the recommendation of 60 minutes of
moderate- to vigorous-intensity physical activity per
day.*

activity per week, with 32% taking 7,500 steps per
day (minimal physical activity lifestyle category).®

- Age and gender remain significant factors that

influence participation. In general, women across
most age cohorts have lower activity levels than men
with activity also decreasing as individuals age.

22% of children and youth five to 17 years of age
accumulated more than two hours per day of total

time engaged in indoor and outdoor unstructured
play.® « 27% of adults reported that they participated in sport

L 5
68% of children and youth five to 17 years of age withi SR S IR s.

participated in organized sport in the past year.
However, reiterating the importance of affordable
activity provision, significant discrepancies exist
based on socio-economics. Children from high-
income households were 31% more likely to
participate in organized sport compared to children
from low-income households.®

- Just over half (55%) of parents reported facilitating
physical activity and sport opportunities for their
children and youth often or very often. As with other
findings, socio-economics were a significant indicator
of parent facilitated activity.’

4 Data sources:
- 2021 Canadian Community Health Survey, Statistics Canada. Custom Analysis.

- Colley RC, Saunders TJ. The ongoing impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on physical activity and screen time among Canadian
youth. Health Reports. 2023 Oct 18;34(10):3-12.

- 2018-19 Canadian Health Measures Survey Cycle 6, Statistics Canada. Custom Analysis.

- 2022-2023 Cohort Study for Obesity, Marijuana Use, Physical Activity, Alcohol Use, Smoking and Sedentary Behaviour
[COMPASS], University of Waterloo. Custom Analysis.

- 2021 ParticipACTION COVID-19 Survey [Wave 3]. Custom Analysis.
5 2022 Parent Survey on Physical Activity and Sport (PSPAS), Canadian Fitness and Lifestyle Research Institute (CFLRI). Custom

Analysis.

6 2022 Parent Survey on Physical Activity and Sport (PSPAS), Canadian Fitness and Lifestyle Research Institute (CFLRI). Custom
Analysis.

7 2022 Parent Survey on Physical Activity and Sport (PSPAS), Canadian Fitness and Lifestyle Research Institute (CFLRI). Custom
Analysis.

8 2022-24 Canadian Health Measures Survey Cycle 7, Statistics Canada Custom analysis.
9 2024 Physical Activity and Sport Survey, CFLRI. Custom analysis.

i, 5


https://www.participaction.com/the-science/children-and-youth-report-card/
https://www.participaction.com/the-science/children-and-youth-report-card/
https://www.participaction.com/the-science/adult-report-card/

2.3. Social Impacts of Recreation and

Active Living

UK Research Into the Annual Societal
Value of Sport and Physical Activity

International research provides useful context on

the broader societal value of recreation and physical
activity infrastructure. Summarized as follows is recent
research undertaken in the United Kingdom by State

of Life, Sheffield Hallam University, and Manchester
Metropolitan University and Sport England around the
societal return on investment accrued through sport. Key
findings included:

- The total annual value of sport and physical activity
in England was £107.2 billion in 2022/23 (equivalent
to ~$196 billion CAD).

- The social cost of inequity in adult physical activity
levels is £15.6 billion (equivalent to ~$28.5 billion
CAD).

A related study in the UK also found that for every dollar
invested in sport and physical activity, the Social Return
on Investment was as a high as 3.5 times the return for
every unit of currency investment.*°

Social Determinants of Health Fact
Sheet — Quadra Island

The Strathcona Community Health Network periodically
publishes reports on social indicators and determinants of
community health for geographic areas within the region.
Summarized below are key indicators from the Social
Determinants of Health Fact Sheet for Quadra Island.

« 77.6% of residents report a somewhat strong or
strong sense of community belonging, compared to
71.6% of BC residents.

- In School District 72, which includes Area C, 28%
of Kindergarten children are deemed vulnerable,
meaning that without additional support, these
children may experience future challenges in school
and society. This figure is slightly lower than the
provincial average of 32%.

Recreation and Social Isolation

Recreation additionally provides a mechanism to reduce
social isolation and its associated negative impacts.
The 2017 Annual Report of the Chief Medical Officer

of Health of Ontario*! reported that individuals who
experience social isolation have nearly a 50% risk of
dying early. The Report also identified several key
population cohorts as being particularly at-risk of
experiencing social isolation, including:

- Older adults, especially those living alone;
- Youth (increasingly as a result of screen time); and

- Immigrants and refugees (often as a result of
language and cultural barriers).

10 Davies, L. E., Taylor, P., Ramchandani, G., & Christy, E. (2020). Measuring the Social Return on Investment of community sport and
leisure facilities. Managing Sport and Leisure, 26(1-2), 93-115. https://doi.org/10.1080/23750472.2020.1794938

11 2017 Annual Report of the Chief Medical Officer of Health of Ontario. (2017). Ontario Ministry of Health. Retrieved from: https://
www.ontario.ca/page/2017-annual-report-chief-medical-officer-health-ontario
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SPAR Measuring Impact Calculator

The Canadian Fitness and Lifestyle Research Institute (CFLRI) and the Canadian Parks and Recreation Association (CPRA)
have collaborated to create a tool that can help measure the economic and health impacts on population that are accrued
from new infrastructure projects. Using this tool and a series of baseline assumptions'? for the REC-REATE project, the
following annual incremental impacts are estimated for the amenity projects being undertaken at Strathcona Gardens:

Positive Annual Health Impacts

- Approximate $13.2 M economic burden alleviated due to a reduction in non-communicable diseases.

. Approximate $1 M economic burden alleviated due to a reduction in depression.

Economic Impacts

. Approximate one-time GDP impact of $91 M during construction.

- 837 short term jobs created during construction.

- Annual Gross Domestic Product (GDP) impact of approximately $1.315 M as a result of ongoing operations.
23 annual jobs created as a result on ongoing operations.

- Annual value of tourism generated by the facility of approximately $1.4 M.

It is important to note that the above estimates only reflect the newly developed major amenities that are part of REC-
REATE Phases 1 and 2 and do not capture existing spaces.

12 Based on a total construction cost of $130 M (Phases 1 and 2); $1.5 M annual operating cost; 50,000 unique facility visitors;
5,000 volunteer hours; and 12 provincial / national level events with 500 participants each.

Y.


https://cflri.ca/tools-training/spar-impact-calculator-project/

3. Regional Funding
Precedents &
Approaches

3.1. Comparing Recreation
Infrastructure Provision

This section of the report looks at how other major recreation hubs (and services in general) are funded across
Vancouver Island. As previously noted in the report, there is not a standard or legislated approach for funding
recreation services. Rather, most regional funding models are formed out of a combination of necessity (e.g. major
facilities would not be viable without a broader funding area) as well as a recognition of the benefits provided by
recreation services.

As reflected by Table 1 on the following page, the current funding area for the Strathcona Gardens Recreation Complex
is relatively limited in terms of population when compared to other similar levels of recreation infrastructure provision.
While other factors come into play (e.g. proportion of residential vs industrial tax base, how funding responsibility is
assigned, etc.), the table clearly reflects that the SRD is currently supporting a level of recreation infrastructure funded
by a population that is much less than other Vancouver Island comparators.




Table 1. Examples of Funding Areas by Population for Major Indoor Facility Hubs

Indoor Facilities within the
Service

Major Indoor Amenities

Funding Jurisdictions

Total Population
Included in the
Funding Area

Comox Valley Aquatics Centre
(operated by the Comox Valley
Regional District)

. 2 arenas
1.5 fitness centres

- Program rooms

- Town of Comox
- Village of Cumberland

- Electoral Areas B and
C (a defined portion of
EA A contributes to the

Oceanside Place / Ravensong - 2 arenas - City of Parksville 50,326
Aquatics antre (c.)pe.rated - Indoor pool - Town of Qualicum Beach

by the Regional District of

Nanaimo) - Program rooms - Electoral Areas E,F, Gand H

Comox Valley Sports Centre / - 2 indoor pools - City of Courtenay 72,445

*Includes EA A

(operated by the SRD)

+ Indoor pool

« Program spaces

- Electoral Area D

complexes)
Juan de Fuca Recreation - 2 arenas (including a - City of Langford 84,669
Centre/ Q Centre performance arena with . City of Colwood
(operated by Westshore Parks 2,300 seats) St e
g - District of Highlands
and Recreation) - Indoor pog 9
. - District of Metchosin
- Fitness ]
- Town of View Royal
- Indoor turf (converted
curling rink)
- Program rooms
Panorama Recreation Centre . 2 arenas - Town of Sidney 42,789
(opgrated k?y the Capital + Indoor pool - District of North
Regional District)
- Fitness centre - District of Central Saanich
- Program spaces
All facilities classified as - 4 arenas - All municipalities and 89,013
‘regi(_)nally signiﬁcantt in the . 2 aquatics facilities eLectc_)raL_areas are
Cowichan Valley Regional ) contributing based on use
District (9 total) - 1 performing arts centre
- Variety of program spaces
Strathcona Gardens . 2 arenas - City of Campbell River 42,261




3.2. Funding Approaches

A variety of funding approaches are used to support the capital and operating requirements of major recreation
infrastructure on Vancouver Island. Table 2 provides an overview of the models used across the comparator facilities
reflected in Table 1.

Table 2. Examples of Regional Funding Approaches

Service Area Funding Model

District 69 Recreation Services | - Facility operations of Oceanside Place and Ravensong Aquatics Centre are
funded by taxpayers from the City of Parksville, Town of Qualicum Beach, and
Regional District of Nanaimo Electoral Areas E, F, G and H.

- Oceanside Place and the Ravensong Aquatics Centre are funded based on actual
utilization by residents in each jurisdiction.

Westshore Parks and - Westshore Parks and Recreation (Juan de Fuca Recreation Centre, the Q Centre,
Recreation and outdoor amenities) are funded by the City of Langford, City of Colwood,
District of Highlands, and District of Metchosin.

- Each jurisdiction is a co-owner of the entity and has financial responsibilities for
capital based on a complex formula that integrates ownership share, location,
and other factors.

- Assessment (unit cost and converted assessed value) is generally used to
apportion operational costs.

Comox Valley Recreation - The Comox Valley Sports Centre and Comox Valley Aquatics Centre are funded
Complexes by taxpayers in City of Courtenay, Town of Comox, Village of Cumberland
and Electoral Areas B and C (a defined portion of EA A contributes to the
complexes).

- Assessment is the primary method used to calculate funding contributions for
each jurisdiction.

Peninsula Recreation - The Panorama Recreation Centre and Greenglade Community Centre are funded
(Panorama Recreation) by the Town of Sidney, District of North, and District of Central Saanich.
- Funding of services is based on 50% population and 50% net taxable value
(assessment).
Cowichan Valley Regional - The 9 facilities classified as “regionally significant” are funded based on use
District — Regionally by residents in each jurisdiction (municipality and electoral area). This funding
Significant Recreation Facilities approach was changed in 2023 - the previous formula was based on 1/3 use and

2/3 historical funding approaches.




3.3. Islands and Remote Communities

Context

Table 3 provides an overview of recreation funding approaches in Island communities along the south coast. Of the
three examples provided, only residents in RDN Electoral Area B fund some off-island recreation amenities.

Within the SRD context, Electoral Area C includes communities with markedly different degrees of functional
accessibility. Quadra Island residents have comparatively viable and frequent access to Campbell River, whereas
Cortes Island and more remote island and inlet communities do not have the same practical ability to access Strathcona
Gardens on a routine basis. This distinction is important when evaluating precedents and determining whether sub-
regional recreation funding models are appropriate or equitable across different parts of Area C.

Table 3. Examples of Recreation Service Funding Approaches on Gulf Islands and Other Remote Communities

Community / Jurisdiction

Regional District of Nanaimo
Electoral Area B (Gabriola,
Mudge and DeCourcy Islands)

Population

4,500

- Gabriola Island residents fund Gabriola Recreation Services to

- Electoral Area B is included within the RDN’s Southern

Funding Approach

provide on-island programming.

Community Recreation Services Area that encompasses the
City of Nanaimo, the District of Lantzville and Regional District
of Nanaimo (RDN) Electoral Areas A, B and C. Sports fields,
arenas, and pools are included within the Southern Community
Recreation Services Areas.

Salt Spring Island (Capital
Regional District)

11,635

- Residents fund their own service (Salt Spring Island Parks, Arts,

- Do not fund recreation services in other jurisdictions but are part

Recreation & Culture) that includes a community centre and
pool. Operations of the service managed by the Capital Regional
District through a services agreement.

of a broader CRD regional parks system.

Pender Island

2,467

- Residents fund limited recreation services and grants through

- Do not fund any recreation services in other jurisdictions but are

the Parks and Recreation Commission (overseen by the Capital
Regional District).

part of a broader CRD regional parks system.




4. Utilization and
Visitation Analysis

4.1. Current Facility Utilization Indicators

Strathcona Gardens receives high levels of use by both residents within the current service area (Campbell River and EA
D) and outside of the funding area. Table 4 summarizes use for several major amenity and activity types within the facility.

Table 4. Summary of Amenity Use by Residents With and External to the Current Funding Area *Based on available data.

Amenity Type

‘ % of Use by Campbell River and % of Individuals Residing Outside of

Electoral Area D Residents Campbell River and Electoral Area D
Arenas 64% 36%
Pool (Overall) 71% 29%
Pool (Swim Lessons) 54% 46%
Fitness (Overall) 79% 21%
Fitness (Registered Programming) 60% 40%
Fitness (Drop-in) 75% 25%

In addition to recorded facility utilization, Strathcona Gardens supports regional
access through a range of programming and service delivery approaches that
extend beyond the current funding area. This includes participation by organized
ice sport teams based outside the current funding area, transportation-enabled
access for youth programming, and outreach-based delivery of aquatic safety
instruction in surrounding communities.

The facility also provides access to aquatics and fitness environments that
support rehabilitation and recovery needs for residents in areas where
comparable services are limited or unavailable. The REC-REATE project will
further expand rehabilitation opportunities by providing a wider range of
aquatics setting for use by residents (e.g. greater mix of shallow and deeper
water, warm and colder tanks, deck space, improved accessibility / entry / exist
to the pool, etc.).
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Examples of Quadra Island
Opportunities Supported
by SRD Operated
Recreation Services

+ Quadra Old Growth
Hockey Team use of
the Gardens

- Camp program
that provides
transportation to
youth living on Quadra
Island to the Gardens

- Gardens supported
water safety event on
Quadra Island




Additional analysis of recreation account holders by SRD residents outside of the Strathcona Gardens current funding
reflects the following key indicators for unique user accounts created between 2018 and 2025:%3

- SRD Electoral Area A residents comprise 15.6% of accounts held by non-contributing SRD residents.
- SRD Electoral Area B residents comprise 7.4% of accounts held by non-contributing SRD residents.
- SRD Electoral Area C residents comprise 66% of accounts held by non-contributing SRD residents.

Analysis of outside of area accounts, per family, created between 2018 and 2025 show limited use by individuals in
Area B. Postal Codes in Area A and Area C align with the communities nearest Campbell River including Quathiaski
Cove, Heriot Bay, Sayward and Race Point (in order of usage statistics)

Table 5. Gardens’ Client Summary by Non-Contributing Electoral Area

Count of Client Area
Electoral Area Families Organizations Grand Total
Area A Kyuqgot/Nootka-Sayward 221 2 223
Area B Cortes Island 103 3 106
Area C Discovery Islands - Mainland Inlets 935 9 944
Grand Total 1,509 14 1,523

13 2026 update conducted by SRD staff

.



4.2. Movement Data Sampling

Movement data was procured from a third party provider,
Propulso, to help provide additional insights into
utilization and visitation patterns for Strathcona Gardens.
This data helps further capture the regional significance
of the facility as a ‘hub’ location for recreational and
related activity.

Summarized as follows are key findings from the
movement data analysis.

Overall Visitation Metrics &
Characteristics

- In 2024 there were 13,726 unique adult (19 and over)
visitors to the Gardens. On average, these unique
adult individuals visited the facility 4.48 times for an
estimated 62,613 total adult visitations.

12.1% of unique adult visitors could be considered
high intensity users (10 or more annual visits).

- Visitation to the Gardens is relatively consistent
throughout the year ranging from 4,416 to 6,137
adult visitations per month. Friday is the busiest
day for adult visitations at the Gardens (20% of the
weekly average) with Sunday and Monday being the
least busy days (10-11% of the weekly average).

- The average duration of an adult visit to the Gardens
is 47 minutes, however notably 25% of adult
visitations last between 60 — 119 minutes.

Movement Data Methodology
Overview and Limitations

- Propulso estimates the actual number

of visits based on a sample of detected
mobile devices associated with adults ages
19 and over and then extrapolates to the
population.

- Mobility devices associated with individuals

<19 years of age are not included in the
figures show.

- Polygons (boundaries) are created for each

site.

- The analysis used data for 2024 - the last

complete year for which data was available
at the time of analysis.

Visitation by Residency Metrics and
Characteristics

- The average distance from place of residence to the

Gardens for adults visitors is 34.93 km. Breaking

this down further, 60.9% come from less than 5 km,
15.2% come from 5 - 19 km, 2.5% come from 20 —
39 km, 4.2% come from 40 — 59 km, 1.1% come from
60-99 km, and 16.1% come from over 100 km away.

« 74% of adult visitors and 80% of adult visits are

derived from the Strathcona region. Approximately
13% of visits and 12% of visitors come from the
Comox Valley / Nanaimo region.




4.3. Other Data Points on Resident
Mobility, Movement and Migration

for Services

Beyond simply use and visitation to Strathcona Gardens
Recreation Complex, another key consideration is broader

regional resident movement throughout the area. As
previously discussed in Section 2, recreation services

and opportunities support strong communities in several

ways which include:

- Attracting and retaining key skill sets and service
providers.

- Generating primary and secondary employments
opportunities.

- Economic generation through regional and visitor
spending.

Several data points support a high degree of mobility
within the broader Campbell River area by regional
residents.

- The Campbell River — Quadra Island (Quathiaski

Cove) ferry made 6,948 round trips in 2023, the

last available year of data. Through the first 9
months of 2024 (Q1-Q3) the route accommodated
748,675 passengers and 411,609 vehicles.** Of

the 22 “Minors” sailing routes operated by BC
Ferries, only one route (Horseshoe Bay — Snug Cove)
serviced more travellers. Notably, the Campbell
River — Quadra Island (Quathiaski Cove) served
approximately 50,000 more passengers during Q1-
Q3 of 2024 than the Nanaimo Harbour to Gabriola
Island route despite Nanaimo having a larger
population than Campbell River and Gabriola Island
having a lager population compared to Quadra Island.

. 62.8% of Electoral Area C residents drive to their

place of work.*®

- The 2024 State of Campbell River Report identifies

the continued shift towards a service based
economy (primarily healthcare, education and public
administration sectors) with a gradual decline in
resource extraction. The Report further notes that
the healthcare sector in Campbell River is expected
to continue to grow along with overall population
levels and will play an important role in attracting
and retaining a skilled workforce.

14 BC Ferries Sailing Statistics and Operational Reports

15 Statistics Canada, Census 2016 — Strathcona C, Regional District Electoral Area (Census Subdivision)
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5. Conclusions

5.1. Summary of Key Findings

- The direct and indirect benefits of recreation services

to a community and region are well documented
and indisputable. These benefits include healthier
and more vibrant communities, increased home
equity, and meaningful economic generation. High-
quality recreation amenities also play a critical role
in attracting and retaining residents, including key
professionals in health care, engineering, education,
and other essential sectors, who increasingly

seek communities that support work-life balance,
wellness, and a high quality of life.

- Community facilities provide broad public benefit

through their availability and readiness to serve,
even when individual residents may not directly or
frequently use them. As such, intensity of direct
facility utilization is not a singularly representative
indicator of the benefits accrued through the
provision of recreation services and a broader
regional benefits lens is appropriate to apply.

Building on the previous two findings, Quadra Island
has functional proximity and transportation access
(via BC Ferries) to Campbell River which appear to
support the conclusion that it benefits from quality-
of-life services provided in Campbell River (including
recreation).

Summarized as follows are key findings and highlights arising from research, analysis, and data contained in this report.

- While ensuring locally based and accessible

recreational opportunities is important, providing
major recreation infrastructure through a hub facility
model enhances efficiency, allowing one facility to
provide benefits across multiple communities and
optimize resource use, effectively reducing costs for
all participants.

- Collectively, the utilization analysis, movement data,

and comparator analysis indicates that Strathcona
Gardens functions as a regional-serving recreation
facility, despite being funded by a limited portion of
the population it serves.

- The funding population for Strathcona Gardens

is smaller when compared to similar major indoor
recreation facility complexes on Vancouver Island.
The Gardens is currently funded by approximately
42,000 residents, whereas comparator facilities are
typically supported by populations ranging from
approximately 50,000 to 90,000 residents.

Minimal precedent examples of an Island community
supporting recreation services in an adjacent

centre exist along the south coast of BC. However,
numerous examples exist across Vancouver Island
of remote and rural electoral areas participating

in various services, including recreation and parks,
through a variety of regional and sub-regional
funding models.




5.2. Recommendations

The Strathcona Gardens Recreation Complex provides
destination amenities (pool and arena) that are regionally
significant with data to support that it provides a wide
array of benefits beyond its current funding area.
Sustaining and aligning the facility with trends and
best practices in the provision of major recreation
‘hubs’ is likely to require an expanded service area. This
recommendation is informed by the utilization analysis,
mobility data, comparator review, and community context
described in Sections 2 through 4 of this report.

As an overarching recommendation, it is suggested that
utilization not be the sole or primary reference point

for determining which jurisdictions should be included

in financial contributing to the facility. As discussed
throughout this report, the benefits of recreation services
(and more specifically a major hub facility) are much broader
and benefit residents even if they are not directly using

the service. Functional proximity, access to essential
services (e.g. health, education, etc.), and employment
opportunities provided in a regional centre should be

key considerations when establishing a funding area

for recreation and related quality of life services. This
recommendation is based on the fundamental rationale that
major recreation facilities and the programming provided in
them underpin the ability of a region to attract in-demand
or specialized skill sets, businesses, and residents across a
wide array of demographics.

Electoral Area C encompasses several geographically
distinct communities with significantly different levels
of access, travel time, and functional connection to
Campbell River. Based on the analysis contained in
this Review, Quadra Island should be considered for
inclusion within an expanded sub-regional funding
area for the Strathcona Gardens Recreation Complex.
Quadra residents have reasonable and routine functional
access to Campbell River and accrue clear regional
benefits from Strathcona Gardens through recreation
opportunities, employment connections, and access to
broader community services.

In contrast, other portions of Electoral Area C, the

Outer Discovery Islands, and mainland inlets, and

Area B (Cortes Island) do not have the same practical

or functional accessibility to Campbell River-based
recreation infrastructure even though they do receive

the benefits that sustain a healthy and vibrant Campbell
River. These communities should not be included within
an expanded Strathcona Gardens funding area, as
residents do not accrue comparable levels of benefit
due to the limitations of routine travel and access.

Should the SRD pursue this course of action, the following
additional considerations and parameters are recommended:

- The expanded funding area should be limited to
communities with reasonable functional proximity to
Campbell River, including travel time, frequency of
access, and overall viability. In this context, the Quadra
Island Community Hall service area provides an
appropriate and administratively established boundary
for inclusion, encompassing Quadra Island only.

Residents living in less functionally accessible portions
of the SRD, — including the Outer Discovery Islands
and mainland inlets within Electoral Area C, Cortes
Island (Electoral Area B), and much of Electoral Area A
— should not be included in an expanded Strathcona
Gardens funding area, as these communities do

not accrue comparable levels of benefit due to the
practical limitations of routine access.

If Quadra Island is included as a participating
jurisdiction to Strathcona Gardens, the SRD should
not include either the Quadra Island Community
Centre or the Campbell River Community Centre
within the sub-regional recreation service framework.
While Quadra’s facility plays an important local role,
many comparable indoor recreation opportunities
are available in Campbell River, and the Community
Centre does not serve the same destination or
regional hub function as Strathcona Gardens.

Both community centres provide local-serving,
neighbourhood-scale programming space. Neither
facility functions as a destination recreation hub
generating regional draw. Accordingly, they are

not appropriate candidates for inclusion within an
expanded Strathcona Gardens sub-regional service.
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5.3. Implementation Considerations
and Impacts

The following tables reflect preliminary modelling undertaken by the SRD to reflect the potential impacts of expanding
the Garden’s funding area. This modelling is based around the requirement to generate a $12,216,135 requisition
amount for 2026 to support operations of the Gardens. It is important to note that this modelling uses the current
assessment approach (Gross Assessment Value) to prorate the costs between areas. Should the funding model for the
Gardens be expanded, the new bylaw may be prudent to explore methods that can create more consistent mill rates
across the contributing jurisdictions.

Table 6. Current Funding Area (Campbell River and EA D)

Average Contribution

Jurisdiction Requisition Residential Ratio # Homes Per Home
EAD $1,604,107 74.0% 1,930 $614.75
City of Campbell River $10,612,028 77.6% 14,366 $579.22
Total $12,216,135 $596.99

Table 7. Potential Funding Area (Campbell River, EA D, and defined area of EA C)

Average Contribution

Jurisdiction ‘ Requisition Residential Ratio Per Home
EAC $943,114 90.8% 1,535 $557.86
EAD $1,533,047 74.0% 1,930 $587.52
City of Campbell River $9,739,974 77.6% 14,366 $525.87
Total $12,216,135 $557.08
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Subject: Identifying concerns & request to meet

Date: Friday, April 17, 2026 at 2:02:49 PM Pacific Daylight Time
From: Robyn Mawhinney
To: HOUS.minister@gov.bc.ca, Christine.Boyle.MLA@leg.bc.ca, Tara.Faganello@gov.bc.ca

Attachments: letter to minister boyle.pdf, image.png

To the Honourable Christine Boyle, Minister of Housing and Municipal Affairs

& Tara Faganello, Assistant Deputy Minister, Local Government Division

Hello and warm greetings from Quadra Island,

| am writing as the Director for Area C, Discovery Islands and Mainland Inlets, to share my
significant concerns about an ongoing process at the Strathcona Regional District Board
causing consternation and distress for residents of the Area I’m elected to represent. The
intention of this letter is to identify the concerns in advance of a service amendment bylaw
crossing your desk, a prospect seeming increasingly likely, and to request a meeting to
discuss this issue.

Currently

Following a close (7-6) vote at the Board table March 25, SRD staff were directed to bring
back a bylaw amendment which would add Quadra Island, a defined part of Electoral Area
C, to the Strathcona Gardens Recreation Service.

Since the concept of the Service expansion was first broached at the Board table there has
been substantial and ongoing communication from Area C residents to the Board
requesting an Area C exclusive referendum. A petition of 1,226 signatures was received by
the Board; as well an e-petition from remote residents with 484 signatures was received;
and, close to 300 letters have also been received by the Board on this topic.

The message of the petitions and correspondence has been a firm ‘no thank you’ to being
added to the Service, along with a request for an exclusive binding referendum rather than
an assent process which simultaneously polls the 40,000+ residents of the areas already
within the Service, as this would entirely drown the voices of the Area being considered for
inclusion.

The glaring need for an assent process specifically for Quadra Island residents can be
understood by examining the $122 million dollars in loans which the Strathcona Gardens
Recreation Service has acquired in the last 2.5 years. Assent through Alternative Approval
Process was gained from current participants in the Service, Campbell River and adjacent
Area D.

Area C residents rightly had no voice in the debt acquisition and are rightly irate that a
process to tax the average property $600 annually would now be undertaken. If ‘timing is
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https://agenda.strathconard.ca/SRDAttachments/SRDBoard/Open/BRD/21-May-25/SG-Service-Area-Expansion-COMBINED_1.pdf

everything’, this timing is being labeled ‘predatory’ by constituents in emails to myself and
to the Board.

To date there has been no clarity provided on the assent mechanism: specifically, if the
assent sought would be one single assent process for the areas currently within the Service
along with the proposed area, or if Quadra Island residents will be meaningfully consulted
through an electoral assent process for them specifically.

Technically/Legally

It’s my understanding that being added to a Service should be voluntary and therefore
seeking individual assent of each Area is necessary. The maximum requisition for the
Strathcona Gardens Service is $1.588/$1000: from my reading of the LGA an Alternative
Approval Process would not be in order, and as the SRD’s Corporate Officer said to me, an
AAP would likely fail, necessitating an assent process regardless.

Section 349 (5) of the Local Government Act permits the Minister to order that before a
bylaw is amended it must receive approval of the electors in specified parts of one or more
area. This is exactly what residents of Quadra Island have been petitioning for, and it is
within your authority to ensure it will happen. This is why | am writing, and what | would like
to discuss with you.

Additional context

Quadra Island is a rural community with few services, and currently Quadra residents
support on-island recreation through a dedicated service. The focus of future service needs
for Quadra Island are solid waste, and wood-chipping & climate resilience (a wood-
chipping service is scheduled for consideration as an assent vote during the October
election).

According to recreation reports the SRD Board has received there are no other coastal
island communities which financially support off-island indoor recreation complexes,
though in my own research | uncovered that residents of Denman & Hornby Islands support
indoor recreation at 10% of the rate requisitioned from more accessible areas.

There is strong community resistance to financially supporting a recreation service which
requires a costly ferry to access, and which recently acquired $122 million dollars of debt
which this community had no vote on. Some residents are aware the Minister of Housing
and Municipal Affairs and Inspector of Municipalities have a role in the bylaw amendment
process, and you may receive correspondence regarding this issue.

In conclusion

Thank you for your consideration of this substantial concern which | look forward to
discussing with you in person at your earliest availability. | will be in Victoria for AVICC and
will happily meet with you Thursday April 23 or Monday April 27 if these happen to work for
you, or please suggest alternative dates.

Warmly and with gratitude,

Robyn Mawhinney

Director for Discovery Islands and Mainland Inlets (Area C), Strathcona Regional District
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Discovery Islands-Mainland Inlets, Electoral Area C, is located within the traditional unceded territories of the We Wai Kai, Wei Wai
Kum, Klahoose, Homalco, Kwiakah, Tlowitsis, & K’'omoks First Nations. I'm grateful to be living and working on these lands.
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