s

Appendix FF

."',_
. Savale, Denise - Personal
A——————— — v
Fram: Savoie, Denise - Riding 11 a
‘Bent 15 décaenbra 2008 18:3
To: Savole, Daniss - Parsonal

Subject: - _ FW: NWPD 8200-06-8948 Victoria Intemational Marina Proposat

~«==-Qriginal Message-.--- ’ . - .
From; fmai 1o
Sent: M er 15, 3008 5:39 AM

To: osbalddete.ge.ca ] ‘

Ce: jim.naylor@te.gc.ca; Martin, Keith - Riding 1A; Saveie, Denise - Riding 18;
Workpointartseihlandnet.con L .
Subject: NWPD- 6200-06-3%4% Victeria Internaticnal Marina Proposal

" Decembar 18,. 2008

Mr. David. Osbaldeston,

Managax, - - . .. - .

Ravigable Wacers Protection Program,

Trangport Canada Marine Safety. (AMSQ). . el
Towe:r €, Place de Ville 330 Sparks St., 10th Floor Ottawa, ON KiA ONS
Feail: osbalddete.ge.ca . - :

Fax: -613-99025929

Dear Sir,

Re: public consultation process and access Lo information: NWeD

azon—oséfsqs Victoria International Marina Proposzl

The West Bay Residents Assocciation. (WBRA) is a rﬁgintéred-non-p:ofit'aociety and :
-organigation of residents in the West Ray area of Victoris Harbour in the vicinity of the.
mayina déyelapment proposed by Cormutity Marine Conceptd. WBRA has conceérns. about the
effect oM this project on marine navigaticn and traffic safety in .che harbour and this

”-!all'wenbeigééeeking information on the plana and on the public. copsultation process. West

Bay,ralﬁdiﬁﬁﬁ use non-powered vessels to navigable these waters for recreational purpones,
and WHRA his a committee dedicated to developing one or more kayak launch sites on the
harbour, therefore we have a vested interest in providing input into the review and
approval process. ' s T .

it ie¢ our understanding that aa part of the review and approval proceas, Transport Canada
is required to carry cut & public conaultation procesr regarding thie project. oOn
September 13, 2008, we wrote to Mr. Jim Schellenberg, the Navigable Waters Protection
Officer [NWPO) asking for information on the public consultation procese. At the game
time, we asked when the plans would he available for viewing, and requested to be advised

" of any opportunities for giving feedback on the plans to Transport Canada -“prior to

approval oF the project, Lastly we asked to be added to Trangaport Canada's public
consultation list. Mr. Schellenberg did not raply to this letter. We waited in good faith
for notification from him of any opportunity to be consulted. Hearing nothing, we wrote
Mr. Schellenberg a second time, and still received no re&sponse . .

.

¥We aubsequently learned that Mr. Schellenberg helped the developer btos organize a public
forum in Victoéoria on September 18tk, and that Mr. .

‘Schellenberg attended this forum and took noteg. Can Transport Canada explain why Mr.
Schellenberg would not have informed us this meeting?

We algo learned that this forum was poorly attended because of the short notice given to
thode who wers invited, lack of public notices in advance of the meeting, and hecause the
meeting was held mid day during the waek when most recreational users wers unakia o

attend.
We also heard from other user who did not receive an invitation to this meeting.

We were dismayed that we had been excluded from the public forum sven though My,
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Scheilenberg had been sent our expression of interest. In response to having been
sxcluded, WORA expreased these concerns in a letber to Mr. Jim Nayler, Actlag regional

" manager; NWPP; -on-CGctoher 29th. He did notr reéwpond to-our-query. 'We sent & second quéry on
the 5th of November, To date we have not heard {rom Mr. Waylor.

Recently a legal notice appeared in the Canada Gaze te, indicating thet the plans have
been deposited at the Lands Titles office, and that the pidject is moving towards the
finalization stage without a proper public consultation ‘process having been conducted at.
the preliiminary stage when the plans were being developed under the guidance of the NWPO,
The plans deposited are not clear. accurate or complete as required by the NWPE
guidelines. Since the NWP Act stipulates that public access to navigate these waters must
be protected for all vessels, inciudihg non-motorized vessels, it ie not clay on what
bawsis Transport Canada officials in Pacific. Region approved the developel to move forward

" to the next stage without complete, stcuracte plans available for review and a fair and .
spen public consultation process. o s

This process doe nét appear to bé consistent with the ‘Havigable Waters Provection At or
the Federal Accountability Act. If appreved, this proposed marina project -will
substantislly interfere with navigation of tligse watersa by hin-powerdd vesselis and create
unsafe traffic congestion {with respect to aircraft, power veamels and non-powered
‘veasels) in a very narrow area of water. We are requesting that Transport Canada lerd a
proper public consultation procesa prior to moving ahead with this review and approval
process. . : . B

We are alec requesting that prior teo this public consultation process, Transport Canada
require the developer to depdsit a revised set of plans and supporting documentatien that
are accurate, clear and complate for review by stakeholders.’ B i v

According to the Office of the Public Sector Integrity Commispioner, accountability' and
integrity aré core values of the public service that wiil inapire publid¢ trust in the . way
that government departments chrry out their mandate. We would like to eee this reflected
in Trangport Capada’'s handling of thisiappiicationl Gur contac rmation is WBRA gfo
victoria, B

. Fas! I-g!!!ent: o

Wegt jay: Residents Kesociation

€o: Jim Nayler, NWPP Pacific Region, Transport Canada
. br. Keith Martin, ¥P coarcikKladparl.ge.cas

penise Savole, ‘MP <savoidibdparl.gu.cas

Colin MaclLock <Workpointarts®islandnet.coms



