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Overview 

1. A resident of the City of New Westminster (the “City”) (the “Complainant”) submitted a 
complaint (the “Complaint”) against Councillors Daniel Fontaine and Paul Minhas (the 
“Respondents”) under the City Bylaw No. 8408, 2023: The Code of Conduct for Council 
Members (the “Code of Conduct”). The Complaint alleged a violation of section 32 of the 
Code of Conduct for unauthorized use of the Queensborough Community Centre (the 
“QCC”) for a municipal election campaign-related activity. 

2. I received a written Complaint from the Complainant, as required by the Code of 
Conduct. Respondent Fontaine provided a written response to the allegation. I also spoke 
to a staff witness.  

3. Notice of the complaint was also provided to Respondent Minhas. No response was 
requested from Respondent Minhas as I already had sufficient information to determine 
whether there was a breach of the Code of Conduct.  

Issue for Decision 

4. The issue to be decided is whether the Respondents undertook municipal election 
campaign-related activities at City-owned or operated premises without City 
authorization. 

Evidence 

5. The Complainant provided a Facebook post, which they said was posted by Councillors 
Fontaine and Minhas and was promoting a municipal campaign event hosted by the New 
Westminster Progressive Electors Coalition Society (“NWP”) to be held at the QCC on 
February 12, 2026 (the “NWP Event”). 

6. Respondent Fontaine provided a written response, which included that the NWP Event 
was organized and paid for by NWP, and that NWP had informed QCC staff that the NWP 
Event was a political event and candidates would be in attendance. Respondent Fontaine 
advised the request to use the QCC for the NWP Event was ultimately authorized by the 
City’s Chief Administrative Officer and Director of Parks and Recreation, with conditions. 
Respondent Fontaine said he was advised by QCC staff after the NWP Event that NWP 
had abided by the City’s conditions. 

7. A senior City staff member with knowledge of the NWP Event advised City staff had 
considered sections 30 and 32 of the Code of Conduct and provided authorization by 
the City for the NWP Event to occur at the QCC. They explained that the City set 
conditions for the use of the QCC for the NWP Event, and the conditions were followed. 

Findings and Analysis 

8. I find the NWP Event was a municipal election campaign-related activity on premises 
owned or operated by the City. I further find the City had knowledge of the nature of the 
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NWP Event, including that current members of council were participating, and authorized 
the NWP Event to take place at the QCC. When providing authorization, senior City staff 
understood they were providing approval as contemplated in section 32 of the Code of 
Conduct. 

9. As the NWP Event was authorized by the City to be held on City owned or operated 
premises, I find the Respondents did not breach section 32 of the Code of Conduct. 

Conclusion  

10. I find the Respondents’ conduct did not breach section 32 of the Code of Conduct, and 
the Complaint is dismissed in its entirety. 

 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

 

 

___________________________________________________ 

Lisa Southern* 
Interim Ethics Commissioner 
City of New Westminster 
 
April 2, 2026 
 
*Law Corporation 
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