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Project: Think Active Transportation in French Creek OCP Amendment  
 
Date: May 4, 2022 
 
Guiding Principles: 

• All feedback provided through the consultation should be included within the consultation evaluation report; 

• All consultation evaluation reports must be provided to the appropriate board/committee for discussion; and 

• If engagement occurs online, the evaluation report must be publicly available through the project page to 

ensure that the RDN closes the loop with residents. 

 

Process and Objective for Engagement 

The Regional District of Nanaimo initiated an active transportation study within the French Creek area of Electoral 

Area G to review existing conditions and identify upgrades to infrastructure to support active transportation in the 

community. The completed project will be incorporated as an amendment to the Electoral Area G Official 

Community Plan Bylaw No. 1540, 2008 (OCP).  

 

The objective for the public engagement for the project is to conduct a program that raises awareness and provides 

opportunities to gather stakeholder and public input. This includes facilitating meaningful engagement using 

targeted methods and communications materials. Objectives also include confirming any active transportation 

planning recommendations with insight from the community during multiple phases of consultation.  

 

Outline the Process 

The project included two phases on consultation to achieve the guiding objectives. Phase 1 sought feedback from 

residents of French Creek and surrounding areas on how they get around the community and key destinations, 

issues they face in travelling actively, and their ideas that would enable them to travel actively. Phase 1 collected 

feedback through an online survey and the Get Involved website (https://www.getinvolved.rdn.ca/think-active-

transportation). The website included an interactive map of French Creek for participants to make comments on 

active transportation routes and barriers to travelling actively.  

 

The results from the Phase 1 consultation and review of roadside conditions in the community were incorporated 

into draft active transportation options that were presented to the community during Phase 2. During Phase 2 the 

community was presented with the draft options to confirm the recommendations for the active transportation 

network. Phase 2 feedback was collected through an online survey and the Get Involved website. The public was 

also able to participate in a virtual open house that included a short presentation highlighting key recommendations 

https://www.getinvolved.rdn.ca/think-active-transportation
https://www.getinvolved.rdn.ca/think-active-transportation


 

 

What We Heard  
Engagement Summary Report 

in the plan and live question & answer session. The following document Think Active Transportation in French Creek 

Phase 2 Public Engagement What We Heard provides a summary of the results of engagement.  

 
Next Steps 

A final report has been prepared based on the Phase 2 engagement and is available on the Get Involved website. 

The recommendations from the final report will be prepared for an amendment to the Electoral Area G Official 

Community Plan Bylaw No. 1540, 2008 in the summer of 2022. The bylaw adoption process will include more 

opportunities for stakeholders and the community to comment on a draft bylaw. The bylaw adoption process will 

require a public hearing.  





78
Responses

93.6%
Support for the vision and goals

83.3%
Support for the proposed network

89.7%
Support for the use of multi-use pathways

89.7%
Support for the plan priorities

82.0%
Would make fewer trips by car

74.7%
Support implementation sooner with additional RDN funding.

Phase 2 Engagement Highlights
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The Regional District of Nanaimo (RDN) 
are using this active transportation study 
to identify upgrades to infrastructure for 
active transportation within the French 
Creek Growth Containment Boundary 
area of Electoral Area G. The completed 
project will be incorporated as an 
amendment to the Electoral Area G Official 
Community Plan Bylaw 1540, 2008 (OCP).
Previously, the project team had reviewed 
the existing active transportation 
conditions, engaged the community and 
stakeholders during Phase 1 engagement 
to understand how you get around, how 
you get to key destinations, what issues 
you face travelling actively, and what could 
be done to enable you to travel actively 
more. The What we Heard report for Phase 
1 was provided separately to this report. 
The team have now drafted 
recommendations that are the subject 
to Phase 2. The phase two engagement 
survey was the primary option to provide 
feedback in relation to the draft of the 
French Creek OCP Active Transportation 
Planning Amendment. The public were 

able to participate in a virtual open house 
including a short presentation highlighting 
key recommendations in the plan and 
a live question & answer session. The 
public also provided feedback via email 
and discussions were held with several 
stakeholder organizations such as the BC 
Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure, 
BC Transit, other RDN departments.
Notifications of the project and 
opportunities for input were provided via 
traditional and social media, and posters 
were displayed at key locations in the study 
area. Facebook proved to be the most 
popular followed by traditional newspaper 
notices and the get involved website.
The survey took place at a time when 
individual's lives were still disrupted by the 
COVID-19 pandemic, albeit restrictions 
were slowly being relxaed. This may 
have resulted in more people working 
from home, more people getting out of 
their house for exercise and physically 
distanced company, and others potentially 
facing reduced income opportunities 
relative to pre-pandemic conditions.

Phase 2 Engagement Summary

Overview
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Location
The majority of survey respondents 
(78.2%) reside within RDN Area G French 
Creek, an increase from 59.4% during 
Phase 1, while most other respondents 
reside within the neighbouring 
communities of Qualicum Beach and 
Parksville as shown in Figure 1. There 
were however fewer responses with 78 
in Phase 2 compared with 106 in Phase 
1. The responses from French Creek 
residents stayed broadly similar in Phase 
1 (blue bars) and Phase 2 (orange bars), 
while the responses from outside of the 
study area dropped highlighted by the 
difference between the blue and orange 
bars.

Age
The age distribution of respondents skews 
toward older community members similarly 
to Phase 1. In Phase 1, a significant 
percentage (48.6%) were 60 years of 
age or older, this increased to 52.6% in 
Phase 2 despite the number of responses 
dropping from those over 60. Data from 
the 2016 Census indicates that 47.3% of 
the population residing in RDN Area G is 
60 years of age or older and, therefore, the 
results from this survey may be more or 
less representative of the wider community 
in terms of age profile as shown in Figure 
2.

Household Composition
With respect to household composition, in 
Phase 1, 81% of households had two adults, 
which reduced to 71.1% in Phase 2. 9% 
had one adult in Phase 1 which increased 
to 14.5% in Phase 2, 8% had three adults 
in Phase 1 which increased to 10.5% in 
Phase, and 3% had four adults in Phase 1 

and Phase 2. 55% of households had no 
children in Phase 1 compared with 76% 
in Phase 2, 20% had one child in Phase 1 
compared with 10.7% in Phase 2, 16% had 
two children in Phase 1 and 10.7% in Phase 
2, and 9% had three children in Phase 1 
compared with 2.7% in Phase 2. As stated 
previously, one objective of the active 
transportation plan will be to improve cycling 
for all ages and abilities. In interpreting the 
results, it should be noted that responses 
may skew more towards the older residents 
rather than those with young children.  

Gender
65.4% of survey respondents in Phase 2 
identified as female compared with 61% in 
Phase 1, with males representing 30.8% in 
Phase 2 compared with 37% in Phase 1. 
3.8% of respondents preferred not to say. 
When interpreting the results females tend 
to prefer safer infrastructure than males 
do, thus the responses may tend more 
towards safer infrastructure, but this is of 
course conducive to accommodating all 
ages and abilities.

Disabilities
With respect to disabilities that create 
challenges traveling by active transportation, 
6.5% noted a mobility impairment in Phase 
2 compared with 11% in Phase 1, while a 
3.9% of respondents also noted vision, 
hearing and cognitive impairments in 
Phase 2, compared with 5% in Phase 1.

Demographics
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Figure 1: Location of Respondents

Figure 2: Age Range of Respondents
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Travel Patterns

In Phase 1, all respondents indicated that 
their household has access to a motor 
vehicle while in Phase 2, one person 
noted they did not have access to a motor 
vehicle. In Phase 2, 28.6% of households 
had just one motor vehicle compared with 
20% in Phase 1, 54.5% of households 
have access to two motor vehicles in 
Phase 2 compared with 63% in Phase 
1, 10.4% have access to three motor 
vehicles in Phase 2 compared with 13% in 
Phase 1, and 5.2% have more than three 
motor vehicles in Phase 2 compared with 
4% in Phase 1. 
In Phase 1, 8% of respondents didn't have 
any bicycles in their household which 
increased to 14.3% in Phase 2. In both 
Phase 1 and 2, others had between one 

and seven bicycles, with most having 
two bicycles in both surveys as shown in 
Figure 3. 
Active transportation includes other ways 
of rolling in addition to the bicycle. Access 
to several other micro-mobility devices 
were reported with scooters being most 
common in both Phase 1 and Phase 2. 
Figure 4 provides a breakdown of the 
number of people with access to other 
micro-mobility modes. 
With respect to access to transit, this can 
be subjective. 70.1% of respondents felt 
they had reasonable access to transit 
within walking distance of their home in 
Phase 2 compared with 77% in Phase 1.

Access to Modes
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Figure 3: Bicycles in Household

Figure 4: Other Micro-Mobility Modes in Household
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The vision for active transportation in 
French Creek is "The Regional District 
of Nanaimo Area G French Creek will 
provide a safe all ages and abilities active 
transportation spine through the study area 
along the Parksville-Qualicum Beach (PQB) 
Links alignment, and improve access to it 
via all ages and abilities feeder routes from 
each neighbourhood enabling everybody in 
the community to travel actively within the 
community, and outside of the community 
for regional active transportation 
trips to the adjacent communities."
Respondents were asked how strongly 
they supported or opposed the vision as 
written. Of the 78 responses, 59 people 
strongly supported the vision while 
14 somewhat supported it, 3 neither 
support or oppose it, while 1 person 
somewhat opposed the vision and one 
other strongly opposed it. In summary 
93.6%, somewhat or strongly support the 
vision as proposed as shown in Figure 5.
There are several supporting goals to 
achieve the vision, and people were asked 

to rate their level of support for each. Most 
either somewhat or strongly supported each 
of the goals. Figure 6 provides an overview 
of the level of support. Importantly those that 
opposed the goals were limited to between 
one and three respondents for each.
Respondents were provided the opportunity 
to provide additional comments with respect 
to the vision and goals. 25 text responses 
were provided with key themes across these 
comments including RCMP enforcement of 
drivers, safety being paramount, especially 
for children, lack of current infrastructure, 
limiting development adjacent to the 
estuary, enhancing tourism, catching 
up with other communities, extending 
routes further afield, i.e., to Nanaimo, the 
need for maintenance, directness, the 
need for improved lighting, and access 
to transit, parking at school drop-off and 
pick-up blocking the shoulder, use of the 
E&N trail as a transportation corridor.

Vision and Goals
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Figure 5: Level of Support for Vision Statement (Number of Responses)

Figure 6: Level of Support for Goals (Number of Responses)
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The proposed active transportation network 
is planned to provide all neighbourhoods 
with a safe connection along major 
roadways. Over time, it will upgrade the 
Parksville Qualicum Beach Links, upgrade 
routes to Oceanside Elementary and provide 
connections from north of the highway 
to the Parksville Qualicum Beach Links.
Respondents were asked how strongly 
they supported or opposed the proposed 
network. Of the 78 responses, 44 people 
strongly supported the proposed network 
while 21 somewhat supported it, 6 neither 
support or oppose it, while 3 somewhat 
opposed it and 4 strongly opposed 
it. In summary, 83.3% somewhat or 
strongly support the proposed network.
Respondents were provided the 
opportunity to provide additional comments 
with respect to the proposed network. 31 
text responses were provided with key 
themes across these comments including:

• Improved connection between Columbia 
and Lee

• The segment from Barclay to Lee is a 
steep climb

• Path from the Parksville community park 
to Rathtrevor

• Use the E&N Railway corridor
• Accessible crossings of the highway
• Traffic calming on Columbia Drive
• Doesn’t address safety on the highway
• Need for continuing connections into 

Parksville and Qualicum Beach
• Good signage and wayfinding

Questions that arose from this section 
included:

• What is etiquette signage: This is 
signage to encourage pathway users to 
keep to one side to allow space for those 
travelling faster to pass. It also instructs 
those travelling faster to pass with care. 
It is intended to reduce conflicts on the 
shared use pathway.

• Queries with respect to the width 
of the proposed pathways: The 
proposed facilities reflect the expected 
lower volumes and reduced conflicts 
anticipated in French Creek, they meet 
standards and will include separation 
from motor vehicles either through 
concrete or asphalt curbs or the drainage 
ditch. Given the lack of infrastructure, 
the proposals are also cognisant of the 
limited available funding and the need to 
provide lower cost solutions. The Metral 
Drive example is representative of an 
urban condition with more substantial 
budgets. 

Proposed Network
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Figure 7: Level of Support for the Proposed Network (Number of Responses)
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Active transportation facilities can be 
constructed in many different ways. 
While separate pedestrian and cycling 
facilities are often preferred, they require 
more space, construction and materials, 
increasing the cost significantly. To provide 
an active transportation facility separate 
from traffic and safe for all ages and 
abilities, the proposed network is planned 
using multi-use pathways. This provides the 
most cost-effective way to accommodate 
all active modes (i.e., pedestrians, mobility 
devices, cyclists, scooters, skateboards, 
etc) and can be utilized by young 
and old, confident and less confident. 
Respondents were asked how strongly 
they supported or opposed the use of multi-
use pathways as the primary facility type. 
Of the 78 responses, 61 people strongly 
supported the use of multi-use pathways 
while 9 somewhat supported it, 3 neither 
support or oppose it, while 1 somewhat 
opposed it and 4 strongly opposed it. In 
summary, 89.7% somewhat or strongly 
support the use of multi-use pathways.
Respondents were provided the opportunity 
to provide additional comments with 
respect to the use of multi-use pathways. 
13 text responses were provided with key 
themes across these comments including:

• Educate drivers to share the road
• Use flashing crosswalk signage
• Educate people with respect to pathway 

etiquette
• Consider adjacent bark/mulch walkways 

along the side of the pathway

Questions that arose from this section 
included:

• Why didn’t we recommend separate 
bike lanes and sidewalks: With no 
funding currently allocated for any 
improvements, the priority was providing 
a facility for all modes separate from 
traffic that provided value for money, 
furthermore, with lower volumes 
compared to an urban facility, conflicting 
volumes were considered sufficiently low 
to reduce the risk of significant conflicts. 
Separate walking and cycling facilities 
would require approximately double the 
amount of construction and similarly cost. 

• Don’t narrow the roads, elderly 
drivers need space: Road widths 
would be kept to appropriate standards. 
Reference to Metral Drive in Nanaimo 
which provides 3.3m lanes (plus 0.3m 
gutter) are sufficient for buses and trucks.

• Ebikes should not be on the same 
pathway: With increasing electrification 
of bikes and scooters, speed differentials 
are an issue. This is intended to be 
addressed through etiquette messaging, 
and wider facilities where speeds are 
likely to be higher (i.e. steep slopes) 
or the pathway busier (i.e. adjacent to 
a commercial business). Furthermore, 
Ebikes are enabling more people to ride 
a bicycle for transportation or recreation 
which provides many positive benefits, 
however, they are not the same as motor 
vehicles and require safe space separate 
from traffic also.

• Lee Road is not wide enough: The 
most constrained section at Lee Road 
over the creek would require some form 
of single lane alternating traffic operation 
if we are to add a separate active 
transportation facility.

Multi-Use Pathways
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Figure 8: Level of support for the use of Multi-Use Pathways (Number of Responses)
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The draft plan identified high, medium 
and low priorities, prioritizing the locations 
closest to the elementary school and 
therefore likely having higher activity levels 
of vulnerable road users. The plan then 
prioritizes those sections with highest 
traffic volumes.
Respondents were asked how strongly 
they supported or opposed the priorities. 
Of the 78 responses, 44 people strongly 
supported them while 26 somewhat 
supported it, 6 neither support or oppose 
it, while 1 somewhat opposed it and 1 
strongly opposed it. In summary, 89.7% 
somewhat or strongly support the priorities 
as proposed.

Respondents were provided the 
opportunity to provide additional 
comments with respect to the priorities. 
20 text responses were provided with key 
themes across these comments including:

• Complaints of speeding traffic on 
Johnstone Road have not resulted in any 
changes and disappointment that it is low 
priority.

• Maintenance of Wembley Road 
shoulders should eb a priority while that 
facility still exists.

• More work required on Lowry’s Road to 
slow traffic

• Lots of foot and bike traffic on Lee and 
Barclay, should be higher priority

• Transit routes should be prioritized
• More direct route from Columbia to 

oceanside Elementary
• Direct link between Columbia and Lee
• Include the E&N Trail

Priorities
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Figure 9: Level of support for Priorities (Number of Responses)
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The purpose of the planned network is 
to enable more trips in the community 
to be made by active modes. For 
example, it might let someone leave the 
car at home and walk or cycle more, 
or make it safer to walk to the bus. 
Respondents were asked, if the network 
were built out as planned, how many trips 
per week they think they would change to 
active modes. With respect to changing 
trips from car to active modes 4 people 
noted they would make 7 more trips per 
week by active modes, 9 people stated 
they would make 5-6 more trips per week 
by active modes, 26 people stated they 
would make 3-4 more trips per week 
by active modes, and 25 people stated 
they would make 1-2 more trips per 
week by active modes. Only 14 of the 78 
respondents stated the network as planned 
would not change their travel habits.
Fewer people would change from bus to 
active modes or from car to bus. 8 people 
stated they would move between 1 and 4 
trips per week from bus to active modes, 
while 20 people noted they would make 
between 1 and 7 trips per week by bus 
rather than car if it were more accessible.
While these estimates could be overly 
optimistic, it demonstrates considerable 
interest and desire to shift trips from 
the car to active modes or even bus.
People were asked what micro-mobility 
mode they would use if the network 

was built as planned. Walking was most 
common with 67 responses, cycling a 
regular bike next with 55 responses, 
running third with 20 responses, using 
an electric bike fourth with 19 responses 
and scooter or skateboard fifth with 10 
responses. Of the other options available 
e-scooter/skateboard, roller skates/inline 
skates, mobility device, and wheelchair 
all received 2 or 3 responses. It should 
be noted that many people selected 
multiple options, i.e., walking and biking. 
One other included horseback riding.
People were also asked for what purposes 
they would use the active transportation 
network as planned. The primary reasons 
were for exercise, fun/recreation, and 
shopping which received 70, 59, and 
55 responses respectively. Socializing 
was fourth with 34 responses, while 
commuting to work and school received 
14 and 13 responses respectively. Other 
uses noted included attending meetings 
and events, sightseeing, and dog walking.
People were asked, if they had children 
attending school, would they be more 
comfortable with them walking or rolling 
to school using the proposed active 
transportation network. Responses were 
lower for this question at just 33 responses. 
24 (72.7%) stated they would be more 
comfortable, 4 (12.1%) stated somewhat 
comfortable, while 5 (15.2%) stated it 
wouldn’t make them any more comfortable.

Changing Travel Choices
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Figure 10: Number of trips per week that could be transferred to active modes (Number of Response)
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Funding would be pursued through 
grant funding, developer contributions 
and RDN budgets for existing services 
where possible. However, the plan could 
be implemented sooner if RDN budgets 
were to prioritize active transportation. 
People were asked if they preferred that 
the plan be implemented slower relying on 
existing funding sources or implemented 
sooner with additional RDN funding. 
Figure 11 illustrates that of the 75 people 
that responded to this question, 56 people 
(74.7%) stated they would like the plan to 
be implemented sooner by supplementing 

developer contributions and grant funding 
with additional RDN funding. 19 people 
(25.3%) stated they would prefer the plan 
to be implemented slower relying only on 
developer contributions and grant funding 
with existing RDN budgets for services.
Comments were very mixed with for 
example some wishing to push costs on 
developers while others would doubt the 
extent of development would contribute 
much. Likewise, some would be happy to pay 
more in taxes for good active transportation 
infrastructure while some would not. Most 
are in support of grant funding being used.

Funding

Figure 11: Pace of Implementation Preferences (Number of Response)
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While the feedback identified a high level 
of support for the plan recommendations, 
several valuable contributions were 
provided and have been included in the 
updated recommendations:

• While the E&N Trail is not currently a 
feasible option, language has been 
included to support the conversion of that 
corridor to an active modes facility. While 
the corridor would undoubtedly provide 
an excellent traffic free facility, the 
recommendation comes with the caveat 
that a rural and potentially unpaved trail 
is not considered accessible for all ages 
and abilities. It presents potential usability 
issues if unpaved and unmaintained 
during bad weather, becoming less 
accessibly if there is pooling water or 
ruts forming, or even simply due to the 
surface material. Furthermore, a remote 
and rural facility presents increased 

risk from crime and potentially wildlife 
encounters that some people may not be 
comfortable with.

• Several people requested the old Island 
Highway is upgraded to provide safe 
cycling facilities. This is also supported 
in principle, but would require a larger 
regional initiative to provide meaningful 
connections beyond the study area. 
Language has been included to support 
a regional initiative. In the meantime the 
focus of the proposed network within the 
study area will provide local connections 
for the community.

• The plan focuses on the build out of long 
term active transportation network, but 
several commented on traffic calming 
and intersection control issues. These 
have been included in supporting policies 
that could speak to the need for traffic 
calming. 

How the Feedback was Used
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Jennifer LeBrun

21 March 2022

Regional District of Nanaimo (RDN)
Stephen Boogaards
Active Transport Committee, Review Board and distinguished representatives
6300 Hammond Bay Road
Nanaimo, BC V9T6N2

Dear Mr. Boogards,

RE: Active Transport Committee plan considerations

As an owner/resident at the above noted address in area G of the Regional District of Nanaimo, it
is wonderful to learn of the considerations being taken to reflect on active methods of
transportation and how these networks connect within our vast region.

Having moved here in 2016, we have happily seen a consistently keen uptick in bicycle and
walker activity around our property. Some seem to frequent this route for commuter purposes,
while others seem to be enjoying the close proximity to path networks throughout our area. These
enthusiasts are of all ages, demographics, skill sets and vary in abilities. Most seem to be area
residents yet we have provided some guidance to visitors seeking route clarity and tips on local
areas of interest. These users can be on foot and are often seen with pets, others with children.
There are individual cyclists, family bike outings and arranged biking groups too. School running
clubs and individual runners, and we have even seen those who require extra mobility
considerations all taking part in human powered methods of transport while enjoying our region's
beautiful surroundings. These groups may be diverse yet their shared interest to commute and
exercise without the need of a vehicle is evident.

With this increased activity, we have also witnessed unfortunate encounters and serious injury.
Our particular property is located at the drastic shift between urban hub and rural living - unique
and concerning. At this junction a pathway &/or sidewalk comes to an abrupt stop with no signage
advising all commuters of routes or road right of ways. This requires cycles to think fast while
pedaling alongside drivers who are beginning to increase their speeds to the open road. A very
vulnerable and unsafe condition for cycles to stop and turn to consider routes and moreover, this
leaves drivers little time nor space to react to active commuters intentions while on the roadway.



Considering our region's population expansion and services that include various schools levels,
diverse recreational activities and community businesses close by, I feel active transportation will
continue to rise. This is an excellent method to increase health and well being, decrease vehicle
dependability and allows for inclusive vibrant community living. Yet, I would urge the committee
and its esteemed colleagues to consider the safety and well being of all stakeholders in this
endeavor. Proper signage, space allocation and speed allowance to name a few.

This is a great opportunity to include active transport as a priority in our regions plans and feel it
will elevate the liveability and desirability to residents, guests and wildlife alike.

Thank you for taking the time to consider my insight and please feel free to reach out should I
ever be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Jennifer LeBrun



Why the Old Railway Should be Converted into a Multi-Purpose Trail 

The Area G French Creek active transportation is a good step toward securing alternatives to the private 

automobile for citizens’ mobility.  The plan (Phase 1 and Phase 2) does focus on shorter, local routes 

which are important.  In the Phase 1 survey, multi-use pathways showed the most similarity between 

those answering “very comfortable” and “somewhat comfortable”, with the total similar to unpaved 

paths.   These options compare very favourably to those who feel safe on local roads and unsignalized 

crosswalks. 

The obvious contender for a multi-use trail, the E&N corridor, is not present in even long-term 

considerations.  A rail-to-trail conversion would provide a minimal grade safe means for direct travel 

between Qualicum Beach and southern Parksville and French Creek.  Without mentioning or referring to 

the E&N corridor, a big gap exists in the study.  The Area H Active Transportation Study which refers 

many times to the E&N corridor options of trails beside the rail and conversion to a far less costly trail in 

place of the rail if abandonment occurs.  While the E&N abuts but does not intersect French Creek Area 

G, its trestle crossing of French Creek would surely provide value to active transportation users in French 

Creek, far preferable to medium priority east-west crossing of French Creek by steep local streets such 

as Lee Road and Barclay Crecsent. 

One of the criteria for the study, travel between Parksville and Qualicum and to southern French Creek, 

are not addressed well by missing the potential of the E&N corridor. 

  A continuous multi-purpose trail in place of rail in the Island Corridor would provide the safest and 

most attractive means for active transportation users of all abilities.  The old rail corridor between 

southern Parksville and Qualicum converted to a trail serves as the most direct and level route.  

Compared to the Island Highway, hazardous interactions are largely eliminated between motorists and 

trail users.  This continuous trail would provide ready access for users on short jaunts or long-distance 

trekking.  Unlike passenger rail, where access would be limited to a few stations, access to the trail 

would be available from many locations along the railway. 

The active railway currently precludes use of the existing rail trestles and bridges, but this may change in 

the near future.  A federal court ruling to return rail right-of-way bisecting the Snaw-naw-as reservation 

if senior governments opt to not subsidize reactivation of the railway.  The use of the French Creek 

trestle as a multi-use trail would be a local and regional tourist and recreation draw.  It would avoid the 

circuitous and steeply graded detours to southern alternate river and ravine crossings mentioned in the 

report as active transportation medium and long term priorities. 

   

Graeme Lamson, Rails-to-Trails Vancouver Island 



From:
To:
Cc: ; 
Subject: French Creek Active Transportation Plan
Date: Monday, May 30, 2022 3:28:41 PM

 EXTERNAL Verify links before clicking.

Hi Stephen:
I thought the plan was very well done and headed in the right direction, however, the costs are 
daunting given the small tax base.
Some cost-saving items might be:
1) Wembley Road
What do we want Wembley to be? Instead of trying to make a rat-running route safer, why not 
instead have Wembley open from 19A to Wright Road, close Wembley after Wright (forcing 
through-traffic down to 19A), and have Wembley to Church open only to serve local traffic? 
It’s possible a pedestrian/cycling lane could be continuous along Wembley from 19A to 
Church. Non-local drivers could access Church using Pym/Humphrey or that weird little road 
through Wembley Mall.
2) Columbia Drive
I’m not sure lights at Columbia and 19A will make the intersection any safer, given the curve 
in the highway. Why not instead forbid left-hand turns from Columbia onto 19A and from 
19A onto Columbia, forcing drivers who wish to make these turns to use the existing lighted 
intersection at Johnstone Road and 19A? It’s really not very far away.
3) Signs
The plans proposes way too may signs. They become visual pollution.
Cheers,
Brian Wilford
Enthusiastic But Wary Cyclist
French Creek



From:
To:
Cc:
Subject: Response to Think Active Transportation Survey
Date: Thursday, March 31, 2022 12:08:19 PM

 EXTERNAL Verify links before clicking.

Mr. Boogaards:
Thanks for helping me to navigate the mechanisms for accessing the material for the review of
proposals for Active Transportation in French Creek, Area G and providing extra time in
which to prepare this material.

I will do my best to follow the items in what looks to be an online workbook.   I tried to work
through the questions and concepts in a spontaneous manner, off the top if you will, without a
lot of researching history of the community.

Vision Statement
It is too all encompassing for a little community like French Creek.  When looking at the
proposal it illustrates what has maybe been missing in the original design of the community. 
Transit and street car systems existed in Canadian communities for something like 60 years
before the French Creek community even got started.   There were good models to either copy
or modify to create the concept for French Creek - models that could have at least anticipated
a good public transit system.

More real life planning has to go into "creating community", particularly for what will become
an urban community.  It can't be left up to electoral area planners (essentially responsible for
rural electoral areas), MOTI and Provincial Approving Officers.   Land assembly before
development may be required to someday produce communities based on best practices and
possibly should be imposed in order to obtain a development permit and thus "force" the
creation of "complete" communities with all the characteristics and services that are normally
expected.

All streets should be "wide" and include provision for concrete sidewalks on one side (both
sides preferred), adequate paved road surface for at least two "comfortable" lanes of vehicle
traffic and room enough for the comfort of cyclists on both sides of the road.   Lodgepole
Drive in Parksville is a good example.

In the meantime, roads without sidewalks should provide at a minimum a flat, graded shoulder
of at least 1 meter width with no hazardous ground cover i.e. vegetation or large
gravel/boulders on both sides of the road in urban settings.  This is to provide refuge for
walkers and maybe even cyclists.  See attached photo of unsatisfactory conditions - IMG
2772.   Many more photos of bad examples could be provided.

Multi-use pathway systems are great but require real high quality planning when communities
are first conceived.  Truly appropriate multi-use pathways in the built environment require
huge alterations of the infrastructure and somehow never seem to work well.  The "trail" from
Qualicum Beach to Parksville through French Creek community does not serve this purpose -
at least as currently constructed.



Vehicle and pedestrian traffic around schools should be thoroughly analyzed in planning land
acquisition for new schools.   Maybe all existing schools should be thoroughly reviewed.   We
see the speed zone area around Ballenas Secondary has recently been reduced.   Was that
thoroughly presented to the wider community and were signs posted to advise of the change?

All streets near schools should have sidewalks on both sides within let's say 400 metres of the
school grounds or at least to the first major intersection.   Ideally sidewalks should be on all
urban or urban-like streets.

My wife and I use the road system in Area G every day for walking and at least five times per
week for auto trips (between the both of us).  Encountering traffic as a pedestrian is always a
concern.   In fact, we find cyclists to be the most inconsiderate road users - and they don't pay
fuel taxes as a contribution to construction and maintenance of the road system (mind you I
guess pedestrians don't either).

Bus stops need to be upgraded so no user has to stand on the road while waiting - especially
when the boulevard is turf and sloped. 

 The Active Transportation Network as proposed will be extremely expensive and I am not
sure it will have a significant payback in usage - at least not until gasoline goes to "$5.00" per
litre.   It would still only be for recreational usage and not for running errands.  We do have
inhospitable weather for at least five months of the year.

Funding is a real problem.   The community is aging at a rapid rate.   Are aged ratepayers
willing to support the costs of building a network of paths and road alterations?   Is it fair to
expect them?   A property tax increase of as much at 14 % has been spoken of.   Sandpiper
now has by far the most expensive water system on the east coast of the Island.

Development cost charges could be increased - but recognize they can't carry all the burden of
such a proposed network.  The existing ratepayers would still have to pay something even if
the network were done on the cheap - as it currently stands.   How about proposing to the
provincial government that the proceeds of the Property Transfer Tax be applied to building
the Active Transportation Network i.e. help to pay for features that should have been included
in urban-style communities from the beginning.

Because I am late in getting this to you because of difficulties in understanding and using the
Get Involved web-based system, I am copying our area director, Lehann Wallace.
Thanks for the opportunity to present my ideas and concerns.

Sincerely,

Michael Jessen, P.Eng.

On 3/28/2022 8:51 AM, Boogaards, Stephen wrote:

Hi Michael,



Thanks for checking in with me. I have attached a pdf of the survey.
Would it work to complete the pdf (either printing off and scanning)? I
could manually enter it in.  I could also see about sending you a word
version.

You do not need to send it back by 9am, though it would be good in
the next couple of days.

Thanks,

Stephen

Stephen Boogaards

Planner, Strategic & Community Development
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