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Residents file Lawsuit to remove City Councillors from office due to 

alleged Conflict of Interest 
 

(Vancouver, June 17, 2014) On Friday, eleven resident electors of Vancouver filed suit against 

Councillors Geoff Meggs and Kerry Jang under the Vancouver Charter for failure to recuse themselves 

from a public hearing where they participated in the alleged conflict of interest. If found guilty, they are 

disqualified from office. 

 

A rezoning application in April for the public housing at Heather Place was brought forward by the 

Metro Vancouver Housing Corporation (MVHC). Councillors Meggs and Jang sit on the board of and 

thus have a clear fiduciary duty to the MVHC. They also receive payment for sitting on the Metro 

Vancouver Housing Committee that doubles as the MVHC Board. 

 

At the public hearing in City Council and in contravention of the Vancouver Charter’s “Restrictions on 

participation in conflict” (S. 145.3), neither Councillor recused himself from participation in the 

rezoning of Heather Place. 

(2) The Council member must not 

(a) remain or attend at any part of a meeting referred to in section 145.2 (1) [disclosure 

of conflict] during which the matter is under consideration, 

(b) participate in any discussion of the matter at such a meeting, 

(c) vote on a question in respect of the matter at such a meeting …  

 

Eleven residents of the city allege that Councillors Meggs and Jang stand in violation of Vancouver 

Charter Section 141 due to their conflicting fiduciary duties to the rezoning applicant and to the 

residents of Vancouver.  

 

Erik Whiteway, one of the eleven petitioners and president of the neighbourhood association where 

Heather Place is located, commented, ”Many Vancouver residents feel they are not being represented 

properly by city hall, that back room interests and influences are behind rezoning hearings. In this case, 

the conflict of interest is clear, and it is the citizens’ duty under the Vancouver Charter to call attention 

to the breach." 

 

In the words of BC Court of Appeal Justice Donald in his ruling to disqualify from public office two Salt 

Spring Island Trustees for participating in a similar board conflict: 

The public is disadvantaged by the conflict, whether the respondents derived any personal gain 

or not, because the public did not have the undivided loyalty of their elected officials.  

(Schlenker v. Torgrimson, 2013 BCCA 9) 


