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Tom Yates

Subject: FW: Delegation request

From: Kim Christensen [mailto:smeltbay@gmail.com]  
Sent: Sunday, October 01, 2017 10:50 PM 
To: Edith Watson <EWatson@strathconard.ca> 
Cc: Email ‐ administration@strathconard.ca <Administration@strathconard.ca> 
Subject: Delegation request 
 
Dear Edith: 
 
Per our previous discussion, I would like to request approval for a delegation presentation at the October 11, 2017 EASC 
meeting. 
 
Name of Delegation: Cortes Coalition for Responsible Government 
 
Purpose: to present  our concerns regarding proposed funding of the Cortes Community Halls through taxation and the 
proposed referendum on the issue 
 
 
Delegation members: 
 
Kim Christensen (250) 287‐0012 smeltbay@gmail.com 
 
Wendy Legare     (250) 935‐6704 psinfof4t@gmail.com 
 
Fred Reedel          (250) 935‐6497 
 
Maureen Bader     (250) 935‐0345 
Maureen@maureenbader.com 
 
 
 
Thank you, 
 
Kim Christensen 
 
 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 



Cortes Coalition for Responsible Governance 

Strathcona Regional District Delegation Presentation 

October 11, 2017 

 

Delegation members: Kim Christensen, Wendy Lagare, Rod Lee, 

Maureen Bader 

 

My name is Maureen Bader. I am a former BC director of the 

Canadian Taxpayers Federation and a new resident on Cortes 

Island. I want to thank you very much for this opportunity to voice 

our concerns. We know you are busy and to respect your and 

everyone else’s time, I will be brief. 

 

Introduction: Two hall service tax bylaws were defeated in 2010. 

Just because the process didn’t give proponents the answer they 

wanted doesn’t mean we need to be beaten with the same stick 

again. Revisiting the issue has once again divided the community.  

 

Conflict of Interest: We are here today as a result of the 

inappropriate involvement of Mary Lavelle, Area B Alternate 

Director, in the hall tax issue in which she has, according to Area 

B Director Noba Anderson, a conflict of interest.  

 

Mary Lavelle is the Hall Manager of the Southern Cortes 

Community Association, which manages Manson’s Hall. In an 

online letter to the community on September 4, 2017 entitled Hall 

Tax Petition and Next Steps, Director Anderson said, “Please note 

that due to my alternate director’s conflict of interest on this matter 

given her position at Manson’s Hall, I will be exclusively handling 

the hall tax file.”  

 

Yet, during the September meeting of this very committee, 

Alternate Director Lavelle did in fact participate in the discussion 

of the Hall Tax petition by seconding and voting for the motion, 

“that staff prepare a report, building on the last report on this 



matter from September 16th 2010, for the Committee’s 

consideration regarding options for dealing with the matter of tax 

support for the Cortes community halls.”  

 

By seconding this motion and voting, Alternate Director Lavelle 

acted in clear violation of section 101 of the Community Charter. 

Alternate Director Lavelle should have recused herself during any 

conversation on this matter and abstained from moving and voting 

because of her pecuniary interest in the Community Hall.   

 

This should stop right here.  

 

Misleading Pro-Petition: If that isn’t enough to stop this process, 

you should also know that the petition to support the hall tax 

appears to have created the illusion that a large group of Cortes 

residents supports a referendum on a hall tax. 

 

But, on the pro-tax and referendum petition, no addresses were 

collected, meaning that we don’t know if signatories are property 

owners or even residents on the island 

 

But even if they were residents, the wording of the pro-tax and 

referendum petition used to gather signatures is misleading.  

 

Halls means all halls (plural), implying the support of Whaletown 

Community Club and members, who are responsible for the Gorge 

Hall. However the Whaletown Community Club has taken no 

official position on this hall tax or referendum issue.  

 

And people know that.  

 

In addition, the Klahoose First Nations have a multipurpose hall in 

Squirrel Cove, and the wording of the petition implies its inclusion 

as well. Klahoose representative Kerry McKellar, the band 

administrator, told me that no one had asked them about being 



included and she said the band is not interested in a referendum or 

tax increase.  

 

There was no consultation with the Klahoose First Nations – there 

is a duty to consult.  

 

Why Oppose: Why does our group oppose a new tax-funded non-

essential service such as a community hall, and oppose the funding 

of a referendum? The counter petition was organized to oppose 

another resurgence of a hall tax and referendum push, one that has 

been defeated two times already.  

 

Cortes residents support the halls, but hall management must live 

within its means. 

 

Referendum: Why oppose a referendum? The referendum would 

be, as I understand it, on a parcel tax. On Cortes Island there are 

single families living on single parcels of land, and there are 

groups of families living on single parcels of land. The referendum 

sets up a perverse incentive where groups of people living on 

single parcels are enticed to vote in favor of the tax because they 

know they won’t have to cover the full freight, unlike single 

families living on single parcels. So in other words, this 

referendum sets up a perverse incentive to vote in favor of it 

because some people will be able to shift a portion of the tax 

burden off onto others.  

 

Property Tax: And why oppose a higher property tax? Although 

the reasons are many, in the interest of time I discuss two:  

  

A new tax-funded non-essential service is inappropriate on an 

island that has a small permanent population with average annual 

household income of $25,000. In comparison, average household 

income in BC is approximately $65,000 and in Campbell River, 



$56,000. Most Cortes residents, therefore, cannot afford to pay 

more tax and quite frankly, should not be forced to.  

 

This tax is regressive. 

 

Opposition to a new tax to fund non-essential services is especially 

timely when we have the possibility of a further tax increase for 

essential services such as fire protection.  

 

With an additional 2.6 percent property tax increase in 2017 due 

primarily to an increase in the cost of fire protection, hard-pressed 

property taxpayers on Cortes Island can little afford yet another tax 

increase for a project of questionable priority. 

 

Conclusion: As our petition says, we do not support funding of the 

Cortes Community Halls through taxation; nor do we support a 

referendum on this issue.  

 

We urge you to stop this process now.  

 

 


