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LPBC Transitional Board & Transitional Indigenous Council Meeting 

Minutes of Meeting 

 

Meeting Date:  August 17, 2026 

Meeting Time:  9:00am 

Meeting Type:  Hybrid  

Meeting Location:  The Society of Notaries Public of BC 

 

Board Members in Attendance:   

Bruce LeRose, KC (Chair) Scott Simpson 
Johanne Blenkin Sarah Westwood, KC 
Jeevyn Dhaliwal, KC  Terry Becker  
  

Indigenous Council Members in Attendance:  

John Borrows Andrea Hilland, KC  
Christina J. Cook, KC Regrets: Carly Teillet 
 

 
Advisory Committee Members in Attendance: 

Max Logan Adam Whitcombe, KC 
Josh Paterson, KC Regrets: Paul Craven 
 

 
Participants and Attendees:  

Michael Johnston Legal Advisor to the Indigenous Council 
Jaxxen Wylie Legal Advisor to the Indigenous Council  
Cary Ann Moore Legislative Counsel 
Jamie Maclaren, KC Legal Advisor to the BC Paralegal Association 
Jared Friedman Project Management 
Alastair Caddick 
Maddie Holm-Porter 

Project Management 
Project Support 
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Observers: 
Name Organization Name Organization 
Alan Treleaven Director, SNPBC Lesley Small Staff, LSBC 
Carrie Robinson Staff, LSBC Marny Morin Staff, SNPBC 
Claire Marchant ED, LAPBC Michael Lucas, KC Staff, LSBC 
Efrem Swartz Staff, LSBC Michael Mulhern Staff, LIF 
Eva Theiss Staff, LSBC  Michael Welsh, KC Michael Welsh Law 
Gigi Chen-Kuo CEO, LSBC Michèle Ross Bencher, LSBC 
Jackie Drozdowski Staff, LSBC Patrick Wruck Staff, LSBC 
Jeanette McPhee Staff, LSBC Sherry Small Staff, LSBC 
Jeff Hoskins, KC Staff, LSBC Su Forbes, KC COO, LIF 
Joan Letendre Staff, SNPBC Tara McPhail Staff, LSBC 
Joyce Johner Staff, LSBC Virginia Kwong Staff, LSBC 
Kerry Simmons ED, CBABC   

 

1.0  Welcome and Acknowledgements    

The meeting was called to order at 9:00am. 

On behalf of the Board, the Chair thanked Katrina Harry for her service to the transitional 
Board and transitional Indigenous Council, noting her resignation and congratulating her 
on her future role as President of the Law Society of British Columbia.  

The Chair welcomed the Board, Indigenous council, and members of 
the Advisory Committee and delivered a territorial acknowledgement and reflected on the 
shared responsibility of the Board and Indigenous Council to advance reconciliation, 
including supporting the implementation of the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of 
Indigenous Peoples and removing systemic barriers aZecting Indigenous participation in 
the legal system.   

 

2.0  Approval of Minutes from the previous meeting – 9:02am 

The July 21st, 2026 meeting minutes were approved, conditional on updating language 
under Division 1 – Practice of Law, replacing “CLEBC” with  “a member of the public legal 
information and education community”.  

 

3.0  Update from the Project Director – 9:09am  

The Cascadia Partners Project Directors delivered an update on the development of the 
Rules and Code of Professional Conduct, which continues to progress on schedule. Drafts 
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of new sections have been circulated for review, including Part 11 Law Foundation, Part 12 
Trust Accounts and what you see as Part X – Client Identification Verification. 

The Board was advised that updated drafts of the rules reviewed at the July Board meeting 
would be discussed at the September Board meeting.  

Draft of new sections of the Code of Professional Conduct have been circulated for review, 
including sections 3.7 to 5.1, as well as a memorandum from the BC Paralegal Associate 
with suggested changes for discussion. 

Committee updates were also provided:  

• The Hiring Committee will begin recruiting for the 2 new positions, Transition 
Manager and Tribunal Chair on January 1, 2027, with a planned hire start date of July 
1, 2027.  

• Communications Committee will reconvene in September and provide a further 
update at the October Board meeting 

• Paralegal Committee is in progress of drafting a competency framework for 
paralegals, reviewing existing competency frameworks across Canada, and other 
jurisdictions. Progress will be dependent on the confirmation of scope of practice 
from the Ministry. Members discussed the application of competency frameworks 
across all licence types – lawyers, regulated paralegals and notaries.  
 

4.0 Code of Professional Conduct – 9:17am 

The Board reviewed sections of the Code of Professional Conduct, sections 3.7 to 5.1  

• Members discussed the appropriate way for licensees to label themselves and their 
services, and how best to support the public in understanding the distinction, as 
there is overlap in scopes of practice, and Notaries in BC do have diZerent 
professional scope than in other provinces. Legal counsel referenced the relevant 
parts of the Act, Section 40, allowing lawyers to refer to themselves as both a lawyer 
and a notary public.  

• Board Chair canvased the legal advisors from the Indigenous Council and BC 
Paralegal Association to ensure suZicient opportunity is being given to provide 
feedback. No concerns were expressed that there is insuZicient time or inability to 
provide feedback.  
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• Legal advisor to the BCPA introduced a memorandum to make updates to the Code 
of Professional Conduct to include additional content aligned to the Legal 
Professions Act’s guiding principles, as the current version is predominantly aligned 
to the Federation of Law Societies’ Model Code. Members discussed the proposed 
language in the memorandum and responsibilities of the licensees in providing 
options. As an action item, Adam Whitcombe, lead drafter of the Code of 
Professional Conduct, has committed to working with the BCPA Legal Advisor to 
propose updated language, and including language referring to the guiding 
principles of the Legal Professions Act.  

 

5.0 Part 11 Law Foundation – 9:51am 

The Board reviewed rules for Part 11 – Law Foundation 

• Josh Paterson, Executive Director at the Law Foundation, provided assurance that 
the proposed rules are consistent with current practices.  

• Members discussed the wording of rule 11-1-2 regarding the description of eligible 
judges and asked Legislative Counsel to validate the consistency of language across 
rules.  

 

6.0 Part X Client Identification Verification – 10:03am 

Break from 11:00am to 11:15am 

The Board reviewed rules for Part X – Client Identification Verification 

• Legislative Counsel provided context for the extraction of these rules from Part 12 
and into a standalone Part.  

• Members discussed the application of the FINTRAC legislation at this time, and 
considered whether FINTRAC will continue to require that notaries must continue to 
report as required and that regulated paralegals will be required to do so once 
licensed.  

• The rules were drafted assuming that privilege applies to all legal professionals and 
that the exemption for lawyers will apply equally to notaries public and regulated 
paralegals. However there may be an interim step creating transitional provisions for 
the notaries public and regulated paralegals to allow for a determination that 
privilege does extend to both notaries public and regulated paralegals. Legislative 
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counsel committed to providing more information regarding reporting entities to 
FINTRAC in other jurisdictions. 

• Members discussed X-1-3-3(a), identifying it is too broad, requesting that it be 
limited to anyone acting on behalf of an employer, as associates at a firm who are 
employees would be included under the rule. Legislative Counsel committed to 
making update to the draft rules. 

• Members discussed X-1-4, and the level of detail required under 1(a) is higher than 
current requirements for many routine notary activities with no financial transaction 
component. Discussion followed on a diZerentiation of universal basic 
requirements, with additional requirements for financial transactions. Legislative 
Counsel committed to making update to the draft rules.  

• Members discussed X-1-5 and X-1-6 regarding exemptions to financial reporting 
when funds are electronically transferred, identifying the source of funds of a 
transaction, rules for identifying individuals under 15 and obligations to validate the 
reliability of technology used to verify identification.  

• A member suggested creating a supporting form or document providing guidance to 
users, as part of practice management.  

• Members discussed clarity of rules and where the current draft of the rules has 
room for interpretation, such as timing of verification of identity, and requested 
updates to the rules to reduce uncertainty in the rules.  

• Members discussed simplifying some rules, such as X-1-14-1(b) , X-1-2. Members 
discussed the definition of client in X-1-1 being too broad, and should be refined. 
Legislative Counsel committed to making update to the draft rules. 

 

7.0 Part 12 Trust Accounts – 11:35am 

Break from 12:15pm to 1:00pm 

The Board reviewed rules for Part 12 – Trust Accounts 

• Members discussed if the rules being drafted are simplifying the existing rules, 
making them easier to understand and regulating proportionally to risk. Reducing 
the cost of compliance should also be considered to increase the likelihood of 
compliance. Reducing the administrative burden would positively impact small 
firms and sole practices.  

• Legislative counsel requested additional guidance from members on how to update 
the rules given this goal of reducing the administrative burden. Members suggested 
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reaching out to representatives from other law societies in Canada, including the 
Law Society of Saskatchewan.  

• The members received advice from Michael Lucas (StaZ, LSBC) that the current Law 
Society rules are critically important to preventing money laundering, and provide 
public confidence. Joan Letendre (StaZ, SNPBC) advised that notaries have a strong 
understanding of the current rules.  

• Members discussed the possibility of shifting more responsibility to the law firms, 
and decreasing the responsibility on individual licensees, as many of the trust 
obligations  aremanaged at a firm level, not by individual licensees.  

• Members acknowledge that the current regime is eZective, and the robustness 
shouldn’t be disposed of, but are seeking a balance between eZective management 
of client trust funds and the time and eZort required to establish compliance. 

• It was suggested that accounting practices and operational requirements could be 
moved out of the rules and into practice direction or practice support, while the core 
obligations would remain in the rules.  

• Discussion of unclaimed trust funds to be delivered to the regulator. Updates were 
suggested to the timeline, for example to 1 year or less if consented to forego the 
funds. Suggestion was made to include a minimum amount that must be returned, 
and also to be more prescriptive in what is reasonable eZorts to return the funds.  

• Members engaged in a general discussion on the purpose of the Trust Accounting 
rules, with the goal to protect client money from misappropriation of trust funds. 
Lawyers and notaries have the ability to use trust accounts to facilitate commerce, 
and it should only be used for purposes associated with those professional 
services. The purposes of the rules are to protect client funds, minimize the risk of 
fraud, ensure transparent accountability and maintaining public trust. 

• Legislative counsel committed to take away the discussion and guidance to create a 
revised draft of the rules for the October board meeting.  

 

8.0 Follow-up: Part 5 Questions – 1:48pm 

• No follow-up questions 

 

Meeting Ended 1:50pm 

 

 


