
MEMO TO TIMES & PROGRESS  

December 13, 2010 
Gentlemen, 
I have attached the documents received through Freedom of Information.  I have underlined in 
red the key lines in the Request for Referral; that is the damaging part in our view.  The line says 
“Unless you are informed by us to the contrary, the application will be adjudicated in a manner 
consistent with your response,” and the response is “APPROVAL RECOMMENDED SUBJECT 
TO CONDITIONS-ATTACHED.”  Perhaps it is time for the public to see these documents 
(Incidentally, the little marks on the Referral document seem to indicate that something has been 
whited out). 
 
First, we must insist that we are not “spread[ing] incorrect information in our community,” we are 
releasing factual evidence which we have collected with difficulty, i.e. through FOI. The fact is that 
the province’s decision is based on the City’s response as indicated above—which we argue 
amounts to a pre-approval (see Step 2 in the City’s release). 
 
Second, The Ministry of Energy & Mines (MEM) received an application from KPH/Western on 
December 1, 2009.  MEM issues gravel mining permits, but before it does so it has required KPH 
to obtain tenure on the Crown Land that the conveyor must cross to the two lots on Vedder 
Mountain Road.  It will not consider the gravel mining permit until KPH has tenure on the Crown 
Land.  ILMB has the power to grant tenure on Crown Lands. 
 
Second, Western Explosives/KPH needs “tenure” on the property between the quarry on top of 
Vedder Mountain and the two lots on Vedder Mountain Road. (ILMB File # 24105-57).  Referral 
processes have just begun. In the Memo from Glen White you will see the line that states “(firstly 
through Crown land which does not require the City’s input).”  Today (December 13) I received a 
memo from Gillian Villeneuve, Manager of Current Planning, indicating that the City may be 
receiving a referral and that “Upon receipt of a referral from ILMB, I anticipate that as part of the 
City’s response that any proposed works within either Crown Lands or private lands be subject to 
the City’s Bylaws and Regulations and that all applicable permits be obtained.”   
This is where we are in the process. 
 
Third, if tenure is granted by ILMB then the MEM will have to decide whether to grant a gravel 
mining license to Western/KPH.  There are two parts to that: an increase in mining at the current 
quarry, and the mining on the lots on Vedder Mountain Road.  At this point the following line 
becomes important: “Unless you are informed by us to the contrary, the application will be 
adjudicated in a manner consistent with your response.”  The City’s response was “APPROVAL 
RECOMMENDED SUBJECT TO CONDITIONS-ATTACHED.”  While we do not know what the 
MEM’s final response will be, its decision will surely be abetted by the City’s response. 
 
Fourth, what might be the ensuing scenario?  If tenure is granted and the gravel mining permit 
approved, then it comes back to the City of Chilliwack.  At that point the City’s procedures as 
outlined in Villeneuve’s memo kick in.  So with two strikes against the residents, the City is left 
with the ultimate decision to which it has already committed itself (i.e. APPROVAL 
RECOMMENDED).  What will the outcome be?  That’s why we have encouraged the City to 
reconsider its earlier response. 
 
We will have all documents on our website for the public to see (http://veddermpg.yarrowbc.com), 
or perhaps the City would like to publish the two documents. 
 
Cheers, Victor 

 


