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REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN

Thursday, December 19, 2019
RDOS Boardroom — 101 Martin Street, Penticton

SCHEDULE OF MEETINGS

OKAMAGAN-
SIMILKAMEEN

9:00 am - 10:00 am Corporate Services Committee

10:00 am - 12:30 pm Environment and Infrastructure Committee
12:30 pm - 1:00 pm Lunch

1:00 pm - 3:30 pm RDOS Board

3:30 pm - 4:00 pm OSRHD Board

"Karla Kozakevich”

Karla Kozakevich
RDOS Board Chair

Advance Notice of Meetings:

January 9, 2020 RDOS Board/OSRHD Board/Committee Meetings
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FOGAdHAL DEGTRICT

ROOS
REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN ., .~
Corporate Services Committee SRR,
Thursday, December 19, 2019
9:00 am
REGULAR AGENDA
APPROVAL OF AGENDA

RECOMMENDATION 1

THAT the Agenda for the Corporate Services Committee Meeting of December 19,
2019 be adopted.

GHD — RDOS ASSET MANAGEMENT PLAN

Aman Singh, GHD Business Activity Leader and David Albrice, Asset Insights Systems
Management Facilitator

1. Presentation

ADJOURNMENT
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT

TO: Corporate Services Committee

FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer
DATE: December 19, 2019

RE: Asset Management Backgrounder

Administrative Recommendation:
For Information

Purpose:
To educate the Board on the efforts in Asset Management to date

Background:

The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen (RDOS) owns and maintains a large portfolio of
infrastructure assets upon which it greatly relies for the delivery of services to the community. These
include water, sewer, building, landfill and fleet assets. Reliable and safe infrastructure that is
sufficient to meet the needs of the area is a key contributor to economic vitality.

Some of the assets serving the various community are now nearing the end of their useful lifespans
and will eventually need to be replaced or rehabilitated. Understanding all of the components
associated with infrastructure investment levels is an integral part of the decision-making process.

Over the past 12 years, the RDOS has continued to improve in the area of asset management. A few
capital planning reports were completed and general information was prepared, however a wholistic
approach was required to fulfill the expanding provincial requirements for receiving senior
government infrastructure grants.

The province greated the Asset Management for Sustainable Service Delivery : A BC Framework. The
Framework establishes a high-level, systematic approach that supports local governments in moving
toward service, asset and financial sustainability through an asset management process. Specifically
the Framework addresses:

Why asset management is necessary

What asset management is

How it can be implemented

As stated on the website, the Framework recognizes there are many components within the asset
management process and it provides a circular, continuous pathway to link all components of the
process together. This circular pathway is provided below for information.

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2019/20191219/Corporateservices/B. RDOS Asset Management
Report.Docx  File No: Click here to enter text.
Page 1 of 3
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Measure and Assess Asset :
Management Practices

Implement
Asset SUSTAINABLE

Management SERVICE
Practices DELIVERY

Assess the
Current State
of Assets

Figure: BC Framework

Asset Management is an integrated process, bringing together skills, expertise, and activities of
People; with Information about a community’s physical Assets; and Finances; so that informed
decisions can be made, supporting Sustainable Service Delivery

Core Elements to Asset Management:

People: Local governments that successfully implement asset management have staff and elected
officials who understand the need for asset management and support its implementation.
Information: Information is needed to support decisions that are cost effective, manage risks, and
support long-term service delivery. The quality of information can evolve over time to further support
informed decision-making.

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2019/20191219/Corporateservices/B. RDOS Asset Management
Report.Docx  File No: Click here to enter text.
Page 2 of 3
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Assets: The physical infrastructure owned by local governments to enable service delivery including,
but not limited to water and wastewater systems, landfills, civic facilities, parks, fleet and natural
resources.

Finances: The long-term costs of providing services and the infrastructure required is a critical
element of asset management. Proactive asset management will yield fewer service disruptions,
more predictable results and lower total lifecycle costs than a reactive approach to repair and
replacement.

RDOS Asset Management Planning

In 2016, the RDOS continued on the asset management journey and completed the development of
an Asset Management Investment Plan (AMIP). This plan provided information about the cost to
replace the assets and the annual investment needed for all asset categories. This high-level work
focused on two main steps: development of the asset inventory and an estimate of the assets
valuation and renewal plan.

Due to the limited information available at the time, the best estimate of the future average annual
lifecycle investment was between $2.0 and $3.0 million. The range was based on industry standard
asset service lives, with an optimistic and a conservative outlook. Improved information based on an
evaluation of the RDOS assets was needed to refine the annual lifecycle investment as it is critical to
prepare a long-term funding strategy.

The RDOS was successful in receiving funding in the amount of $225,000 from the Strategic Priorities
Fund- Capacity Building stream to advance its asset management planning. To move the process
forward, the RDOS needs better tools and underlying information to improve its understanding of
infrastructure costs, service and risk. This information includes:

. Asset components and replacement costs;
. Asset likelihood of failure due to age or condition and the consequence of failure; and
. Risk factors and risk evaluation framework ranking.

In 2019, GHD was retained to complete this next step in the development of the RDOS asset
management planning. Key components include, but were not limited to, updating the available data
and cost projections, evaluating risks that considers likelihood and consequence of failure and
updating the 2016 AMIP.

Respectfully submitted:

Liisa Bloomfield

L. Bloomfield, Manager of Engineering

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2019/20191219/Corporateservices/B. RDOS Asset Management
Report.Docx  File No: Click here to enter text.
Page 30f 3
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Project Summary Presentation
December 19, 2019

Aman Singh | GHD |
David Albrice | AIM Consulting |
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1. Introduction

2. Deliverables

l. Data Quality Assessment
Il.  Risk Framework
lll.  Asset Management Investment Plan

V. Software Needs Assessment
3. Recommendations

4. Discussion

GHD Advisory
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. Asset Management Deliverables

GHD Advisory



. Methodology

o Risk-based Condition

GHD Advisory
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GHD Advisory

Asset Inventory by Asset Class

Asset Invento
Class ry

Water

Sanitary
Solid Waste
Buildings

Parks
Fleet

N

Comprised of over 80km of water pipes in addition to numerous fire
hydrants, valves, reservoirs (7), pump stations (8) and a water
treatment plant.

Comprised of over 15km of sewer pipes in addition to manholes, lift
stations (4), and a treatment facility.

Includes landfill assets. Collection and diversion assets are minimal.
Includes approximately 40 public buildings and structures including the,
fire hall, regional district office, transfer station etc.

Includes parks and parks equipment, such as playgrounds.

Includes approximately 90 heavy and light vehicles.



Asset Inventory by Type
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. Asset Inventory in GIS
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Asset Inventory by Electoral Area
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Asset Valuation by Asset Class

S0 $10,000,000 $20,000,000 $30,000,000 540,000,000 $50,000,000
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Building $36,369,710

Parks - $2,317,495

Solid Waste - $2,378,375

Water $44,029,931

Sewer 530,338,289

GHD Advisory



Asset Valuation by Electoral Area
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Purpose of the Data Quality Assessment

¢ o confirm the overall confidence in the data that
underpins the AMIP and the risk framework

e To determine the requirements to provide deeper
insight into asset condition and performance

e To improve the defensibility of the financial
forecasts in the AMIP

¢ To help RDOS make informed decisions & ﬁ

e To help RDOS move towards evidence-based
and risk-based decision-making

e 3

GHD Advisory



Data Confidence Grades

Highly reliable Data based on sound records, procedures, Dataset is complete and
investigations and analysis, documented properly estimated to be accurate = 2%
and agreed as the best method of assessment.

2 Reliable Data based on sound records, procedures, Dataset is complete and
investigations and analysis, documented properly  estimated to be accurate = 10%
but has minor shortcomings, for example some of
the data is old, some documentation is missing
and/or reliance is placed on unconfirmed reports or
some extrapolation.

3 Uncertain Data based on sound records, procedures, Dataset is substantially complete
investigations and analysis which is incomplete or  but up to 50% is extrapolated
unsuE ported, or extrapolated from a limited sample data and accuracy estimated =

I

for which grade 1 or 2 data are available. 25%
4 Very Data is based on unconfirmed verbal reports and/or Dataset may not be fully
uncertain cursory inspections and analysis. complete and most data is
estimated or extrapolated.
Accuracy = 40%
5 Unknown None or very little data held. n/a

A

GHD Advisory
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Data Quality Assessment by Asset Class

Asset Classes

Facilities
Water
Waste Water
Solid Waste
Parks & Rec

Fleet & Equipment

Averages

Data Categories

Asset GIS Asset Asset
Hierarchy | Layers | age condition

Asset
valuation

Overall
score




Data Confidence by Asset Class
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Asset Risk Events of many kinds

CLOSED

GHD Advisory



Asset Risk Register as of 2018

er : oll water advisory
W.2 Service disruption
W.3 Ruptured main
W.4  Pump failure
Waste Water WW.1 Waste water backflow
WW.2 Flooding
. WW.3 Seized valve
Solid Waste SW.1 Landfill fire
SW.2 Landfill fire )
SW.3 Leachate pump failure
SW.4 Public or staff injury
. SW.5 SCADA infrastructure failure
Facilities B.1 Building collapse
B.2 Building non-compliance
B.3 Damaged facility
B.4 Ammonia release
B.5 Slip, trip or fall
K et P14 Slip, trip or fall
P.2  Public injury from hazardous trees
p3 Inability to meet level of service performance
" requirements
P.4  Threat to public health
P.5 Damage to sporis field
Fleet & F.1  Service disruption
Equipment F.2 Airpollution
F.3  Ground contamination
Totals 25 --

GHD Advisory

Cause (due to...)

O provide safe water

Water main break
Third party damage
Inadequate maintenance .
Waste water treatment capacity overflow
Sanitary water main break
Inadequate maintenance N
Natural cause (e.g. dry weather conditions)
Human cause (e.g. cigarette)
Power outage
Public unloading
Inadequate maintenance
Seismic event or severe weather event
Issue building permit without proper appravals
(e.g. geotect%
Vandalism
Chiller failure (e.g. inadequate maintenance)
Slip on the pool deck (e.g. inadequate signage)
Inadeqguate trail maintenance (e.g. exposed roots,

otholes, etc.)

xtreme weather event (e.g. windstorm)

Lack of or loss of park volunteers

Poor water quality at public beaches
Vandalism )

Vehicle component failure

Energy inefficient vehicles
Equipment fluid spill

Yes

Yes



Risk Analysis
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. Risk Analysis (illustration)
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o Sinkhole undel"‘: pa
due to failed water

{ Consequences of Failure
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Asset Criticality Criteria (Examples of Water
Mains)

GHD Advisory



Criticality Weightings Across the Triple Bottom

Line

Financial

29%

GHD Advisory



. Water Criticality & the Risk Model

Same Consequences but Different Likelihoods

Possible

2
Unlikely

pooyjjay1

Improbable

5
Severe

1 2
Insignificant Minor

Consequences

Moderate

L

GHD Advisory

Failed water main
due to ageing asset

Failed water main
due to soil conditions

Failed water main
due to seismic event




. Water Criticality & the Risk Model

Same Likelihood but Different Consequences

5
Certain
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r
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=
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GHD Advisory

Severe

e, e

Failed water main
in agricultural land

Failed water main
in high-density residential land

Failed water main
serving a hospital




Asset Risk Treatment Options

Capital
Asset Asset Value Assel Needs,

T (20195, M) Co:cc(l::;on PoF Score CoF Score 10 years
(SM)

RDOS Total $121.98 $21.87
Water $44.03 2.90 40 35 2.69 $7.94
Sanitary $30.34 3.80 48 31 277 $7.22
Solid Waste $2.40 1.71 44 33 2.82 $0.33
Buildings $36.17 2.20 48 39 3.06 $1.11

Parks $2.32 1.78 28 27 2.27 $0.00
Fleet $10.89 3.74 65 31 315 $5.28

GHD Advisory



Current State of Asset Risk Analysis at RDOS
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Asset Condition by Asset Class

S0 $5,000,000 $10,000,000 515,000,000 520,000,000 $25,000000 S$30,000000 $35,000,000 540,000,000 545,000,000 550,000,000

et 18
soions ([ |

Parks

Solid Waste -

sewer l - - _! .

Sewer Water Solid Waste Parks Building Fleet
m1-Very Good S444,597 51,372,975 §2,048,500 $80,000 $6,621,900 $366,600
® 2 - Good 513,259,634 $16,876,875 52,237,495 $2,659,300 5631,955

3-Fair 53,144,210 $9,512,673 §12,237,030 §2,209,678
4 - Poor 512,438,863 $7,621,110 §12,325 $14,614,260 $893,885
w5 - Very Poor 51,050,985 58,646,298 $317,550 $237,220 6,793,972

GHD Advisory
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Asset Condition by Electoral Area

$7.3M

RN ey $1.6M
\ )
= H - Wi =SS T e
" '!l l“L 1 e ‘\_‘
o ‘B E
1
P . "d .
-aulders M
- - i = Naramnata i
< e F o s _m’\moe"?\:l‘f‘ b
5 L3 - i
3 ¢ e S
) ' A2
4 S oA ,iiPE.@G\MT‘“‘_'_'_'7\
; iz ) I 3
0.58M.Coalmont s e e 1 v
. H ¥ i . o i
e i i 1! 1
g incaton N ]
H '-'g‘_Qf!" P Laleden
3 P N i
- i 1
1 W 7' Okanagan Falls
e !. Hedley ) )
K : : D
o3 e, : [ ST i T
{, ! - S0.1M L e N N
nf. ] ! 1 e
. . G |
- i
aag T a7 o

%, i
¥ i - N
) - -
Manning Park i
o 2,

/
4
.\\

‘ .—Ke_'f_‘l‘f’f{% c iDliver
i e 5\ N <

i © l|

> \ |

S \ ] N

g i

3
- s

e
—————




Asset Condition by Electoral Area
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Asset Condition Benchmarked by Asset Class
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. Integrate LoS into the business




LOS Purpose

e To identify the optimized balance and appropriate trade-
offs between cost of service, level of service and risk

» To consistently measure performance across the various
classes of tangible capital assets

e To ensure awareness of stakeholder perceptions,
requirements and attitudes will properly inform the
development and continual improvement of RDOS's
policy and asset management objectives.

o To develop and weight appropriate decision-making
criteria.

e To help formalize communications with the Regional
District’s different stakeholder groups

GHD Advisory



Current State of LOS Development at RDOS
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Capital Needs Forecast by Asset Class

RDOS Municipal Assets- AMIP
20 Year Expenditure by Asset Higrarchy Level 1
April 26 2019
S90M
SEOM
S7.0M
S6.0M

S5.0M

=1
S40M .
S3.0M
$20M
“elatea b lnnli
oou M 1= s 011 110 =

2019 2020 2022 2023 024 )25 | 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 2033 2034 | 2035 2036 2037 2038

m Sayer S00M S00M | S501M S503M | S02M S504M 510M SOOM S51M | SOOM S00M | 525M S0O0M S00M S0O0M S0OM  S50M SOOM  S02M S01M
uWaer S01M S07M  S03M SO7M S03M S01M S09M  S23M  524M | S01M S515M  S16M SOBM S0S9M | S0.BM S03M  S01M S05M  S02M SL1M
Sofd Wase 500M S00M 500M SO1IM | 502M  SOOM S0OM  S0O0M  500M | S00M SOOM | SOOM S20M S00M SOOM SOOM  S00M SOOM SO1IM SD.2M

m Parks S00M S00M | SOOM SOO0OM SOOM SOOM SOOM SOOM | SOOM | SOOM SO.OM | 500 S00M S00M S0O0M S00M | SOOM SOOM | S0OM 500M
W Buiding S00M SO0.0OM | S500M S00M S00M S00M S00M SOOM SOOM | S11IM S00M | 512M S14M S0OM SOOM | S0O0M  S13M SD.OM | 550M 550M
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Capital Needs Forecast by Asset Class

58,000,000

§7,000,000

56,000,000

55,000,000

$4,000,000

$3,000,000

82,000,000

§1,000,000 I l -

Yearl Year2 Year3 Yeard Years Yearb Year? Year8 Year9 Year10
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Capital Needs Forecast by Asset Class
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Reinvestment Rates by Asset Class, 2019-2023

Asset Value Avg. Annual Avg. Annual

Asset Class (20195, M) Renewal Needs | Renewal Budget

Annual Funding

RDOS Total $121.98 $1.13 $3.84 ($1.80)
Water $44.03 $0.42 $0.00 ($2.09)
Sanitary $30.34 $0.12 $0.02 ($0.57)
Solid Waste $2.40 $0.06 $0.15 ($0.17)
Buildings $36.17 $0.00 $3.20 $3.19
Parks $2.32 $0.00 $0.08 $0.08

Fleet $10.89 $0.53 $0.39 ($2.25)

GHD Advisory



Reinvestment Scenarios over 10-year Horizon

5.00
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Reinvestment Rates Benchmarked to CIRC

v % Fair or Better (% Renewal
Asset Class Asset Portfolio Condition Reinvestment Rate

CIRC ACTUAL CIRC ACTUAL CIRC

TARGET
Water System
Linear 85%* 0.9% 1.0t0 1.5%
Non-Linear / Facility 94% 1.1% 1.7 t0 2.5%
Sanitary
System
Linear 89%* 0.7% 1.0to0 1.3%
Non-Linear / Facility 89% 1.4% 1.7 t0 2.5%
Municipal
Buildings
Corporate™* 83% 1.7% 1.7 t0 2.5%
Sport & Recreation*** 82% 1.3% 1.7 10 2.5%

GHD Advisory
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- r ——
Data L. 3 4 5
Quality Very Uncertain Uncertain Reliable Highly Reliable

r

4 3 2 1
Excellent

Asset 5 |
Condition Very Poor Poor Condition Fair Condition

r

Risk 2z 3
framework Aware Establishing

2 3
Aware Establishing

2 3 a 5
Aware Establishing Competent Excelling

GHD Advisory
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Recommendations by Asset Class

e I

Water W.1 Perform condition assessments on the water assets to better understand actual condition High High
of assets in the field
W.2 Migrate the water risk model into GIS Med Med
Sanitary S.1 Perform condition assessments on the sanitary sewer assets to better understand actual High High
condition of assets in the field.
S.2 Migrate the sanitary risk model into GIS Med High
5.3 Develop LOS measures and targets for the sanitary assets Med Med
Buildings B.1 Perform condition assessment on the facilities assets, starting with the higher priority Med High
facilities such as fire halls
B.2 Refine the facilities asset hierarchy to include inventories of the different pieces of High High

equipment at each building, such as pumps and fans (mechanical); transformers and
lighting (electrical)

Parks P.1 Refine the parks asset hierarchy to include equipment (such as playgrounds and sports Med High

fields) and programming at each park
Solid Waste SW.1 Update the asset valuation based on the new assets installed at Campbell Mountain Med Med
SW.2 Refine the asset hierarchy for the Campbell Mountain inventory Med. High
SW.3 Develop LOS measures and targets for collection, diversion and landfill Med Med
Fleet F.1 Confirm the in-service performance condition of the fire trucks Low High
F.2 Update the risk model to establish the relative priority of the vehicles in the heavy fleet Med Med

class

GHD Advisory
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Questions?

ghd.com/advisory




RDOS

REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN

OKAHAGAN:-
Environment and Infrastructure Committee Sl
Thursday, December 19, 2019
10:00 am
REGULAR AGENDA

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

RECOMMENDATION 1

THAT the Agenda for the Environment and Infrastructure Committee Meeting of
December 19, 2019 be adopted.

PENTICTON INDIAN BAND REQUEST TO WAIVE TIPPING FEES - For Discussion
1. PIB Letter
2. Delegation, Mr. Eneas, Penticton Indian Band and Jonathan Baynes, CEO K’uL Group

LOWER NIPIT IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT (LNID)

1. Letter

RECOMMENDATION 2

THAT the Regional District decline the request from the Lower Nipit Improvement
District to assume their mandate for land improvement at Twin Lakes.

INVESTING IN CANADA INFRASTRUCTURE PROGRAM - Environmental Quality Program
Grants, Projects for Consideration

SOUTH OKANAGAN CONSERVATION FUND TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
1. TAC Recommendations

2. Penticton Fly Fishing Request

3. Terms of Reference

RECOMMENDATION 3

THAT the Board of Directors approve the Technical Advisory Committee
recommendations for the South Okanagan Conservation Fund 2020 projects; and
further,

THAT the Board of Directors approve the request for Penticton Fly Fishers/Penticton
Creek Restoration Project Extension.




Environment and Infrastructure Committee -2- December 19, 2019

F. OKANAGAN AND SIMILKAMEEN INVASIVE SPECIES SOCIETY (OASISS) - YEAR END
REPORT - Lisa Scott, OASISS and Zoe Kirk, Public Works Projects Coordinator

G. ADJOURNMENT
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT

TO: Environment and Infrastructure Committee

FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer

DATE: December 19, 2019

RE: Penticton Indian Band Request for Tipping Fee Waiver - FIO
Purpose:

This report is to provide the history of the August 12, 2019 Penticton Indian Band request to waive
tipping fees.

Background:

A private waste hauler had set up a sorting/receiving facility business at Lot 210, Green Mountain
Road on Penticton Indian Reserve number 1. While such a facility is not consistent with the Regional
District Solid Waste Management Plan, the RDOS and the Province have no jurisdiction over Band
Lands. This hauler’s business has received a substantial amount of demolition and construction
waste at the aforementioned property and has since become insolvent. The company has now
declared bankruptcy.

On August 12, 2019 the RDOS received a request from the Penticton Indian Band to waive the
tipping fees required to dispose of these materials.

The RDOS hired a waste management expert to undertake a risk assessment, waste classification,
and estimate the density of the wastes. The consultant also provided design changes to the
Campbell Mountain landfill required to accommodate these large volumes. Approximately 5,000
tonnes of unassessed demolition and construction waste were determined to be deposited at the
Lot 210, Green Mountain Road site, valued at $3.5 million in tipping fees.

At the October 3", 2019 Environment and Infrastructure Committee meeting, the matter was
reviewed and it was resolved that the request from the Penticton Indian Band be postponed until
such time as the parties could meet.

THAT the matter of the Penticton Indian Band request for waiver of tipping fees be
postponed until all parties have met and discussed all options

The Penticton Indian Band has since been invited to present and discuss their request with the
Board.

https://portal.rdos.bc.ca/departments/officeofthecao/BoardReports/2019/20191219/Environment/B. 20191219 PIB Request to Waive
Tipping Fees Delegation History.docx Click here to enter text.
Page 1 of 2
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Respectfully submitted:

Andrew Reeder, Manager of Operations

https://portal.rdos.bc.ca/departments/officeofthecao/BoardReports/2019/20191219/Environment/B. 20191219 PIB Request to Waive
Tipping Fees Delegation History.docx Click here to enter text.
Page 2 of 2



Penticton Indian Band
841 Westhills Drive
Penticton, British Columbia
Canada V2A 0OES

Telephone: 250-493-0048 Fax: 250-493-2882

August 12, 2019

REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN (“RDOS”) CHAIR
101 Main Street

Penticton, BC

V2A 5J9

Dear Karla Kozakevich:

RE: PENTICTON INDIAN RESERVE NO. 1. - WAIVING OF TIPPING FEES

Please be advised that the Penticton Indian Band is requesting that the RDOS Landfill waive
the tipping fees for debris located on a portion of Lot 210, Plan 1771 R.S.B.C., located on
Green Mountain Road.

As you may appreciate the Penticton Indian Reserve lands are not owned by the Penticton
Indian Band, they are owned by "Her Majesty” set aside for our use and benefit. Unless the
lands are leased and properly registered pursuant to Section 58(3) of the Indian Act, the
Band has no control or say on those lands that are owned through a Certificate of
Possession.

Indigenous Service Canada and the Band have been making every effort to prevent the
accumulation of waste collected as a consequence of “Appleton Waste”, however, there are
few legislative options to prevent the dumping. The Band considers this an “illegal” dump
site and has made arrangements to have it removed. However, the removal of the waste
and tipping fees would be cost prohibitive for the Band.

We are requesting the waiving of the tipping fees to properly clean up the waste left behind
by Appleton Waste. Your consideration would be much appreciated.

Sincerely yours )
. . A b
/L-:?’EQ/Z/’ f /t.ﬁ:;f:zﬁsfrz / _‘S&M é«

Chad Eneas
Chief

cc:  Jonathan Baynes, K'ul Group

FORM NO: ALH (05/12)



ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT

TO: Environment and Infrastructure Committee

FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer

DATE: December 19, 2019

RE: Lower Nipit Improvement District (LNID) Conversion Request

Administrative Recommendation:

THAT the Regional District decline the request from the Lower Nipit Improvement
District to assume their mandate for land improvement at Twin Lakes.

Purpose:
To respond to the AGM motions put forward from the Lower Nipit Improvement District from
May 19, 2019.

Reference:
September 12, 2019 Lower Nipit Improvement District Letter and AGM motions

Background:

The Lower Nipit Improvement District (LNID) was incorporated by Letters Patent on September
21, 1965 to be responsible for operation and administration of “the acquisition, maintenance and
operation of works for land improvement purpose in the Twin Lakes area, and all matters
incidental thereto”. Under the Water Sustainability Act, this could include the diversion or
impounding of water to protect land or facilitate the reclamation, drainage or other improvement
of land. Their traditional role has included the protection of the aquifer and, more recently,
reduction of lake levels to protect property in the Lower Twin Lakes bowl. The LNID flood
protection system essentially manages the water levels of Twin Lakes but is not responsible for
sustainable water in the area.

Twin Lakes is the perceived “headwaters” of the Park Rill Watershed, with implications through
Willowbrook, Sportsmans Bowl and down to the Channel. LNID has played an important role in
advocacy for the Twin Lakes area and are very knowledgeable in the history and hydrology of
the watershed.

The current LNID infrastructure consists of a 6” pump that transfers water from Twin Lake to Park
Rill Creek, as there is no longer a creek path that allows any natural lake drainage. The works
are operated as directed by the Ministry of Forests, Lands, Natural Resource Operation and
Rural Development (MFLNROD) depending on the capacity of the downstream Park Rill system
to accept water.
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Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2019/20191219/Environment/C. RPT LNID 2019 AGM
Motion.Docx File No: Click here to enter text.
Page 1 of 2



A letter received from LNID dated September 12, 2019 expresses that LNID intends to initiate
the process to dissolve. The following motion was approved by their membership at the AGM
on May 19, 2019 to request the RDOS consider taking ownership of the service.

1. Continue to work towards converting to RDOS with a larger Land Improvement Service
Area for all drawing water from the aquifer.

Analysis:

A regional district can only raise and spend money if a geographic area is defined and those
citizens agree to pay for the offered service. New services require the assignment of qualified
staff experienced in managing the particular service being carried out. The RDOS presently does
not have staff experienced in flood control and protection measures. The recent flooding events
have illustrated the complexity of the Park Rill drainage basin that includes the Twin Lakes area.

The motion passed at the LNID AGM is requesting the RDOS to not only accept responsibility
over the LNID area, but expand the service over a much larger area. First, the Regional District
could not commit to that due to the requirement for public assent; but the complexity of the Twin
Lakes watershed area and the downstream Park Rill system should be of concern given recent
reports and should not be entered into lightly.

The Board received the Twin Lakes Flood Response Feasibility Study co-authored by Ecora
Engineering and Dobson Engineering in April 2019. The really preliminary conceptual cost
estimate of works required to address current flooding concerns in the Twin Lakes/ Park Rill
systems was over $10,000,000.

Further, the Letters Patent that the RDOS would inherit are for “Land Improvement”. The LNID
mission seems to have evolved over the past 55 years, the primary use of the area is no longer
farming and it would be a better solution to let the LNID Charter expire; consciously decide what
role, or if, the RDOS should be involved in with regard to flood management and determine a
geographic area in the Twin Lakes/Park Rill Watershed that might be interested in paying for the
service.

Alternative Recommendations:

1. Instruct Administration to proceed with the assent process to assume responsibility for
the LNID mandate.

Respectfully submitted:
Liisa Bloomfield
L. Bloomfield, Manager of Engineering
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Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2019/20191219/Environment/C. RPT LNID 2019 AGM
Motion.Docx File No: Click here to enter text.
Page 2 of 2



Lower Nipit Improvement District
Site 26A, Comp 1,

RR# 1

Kaleden, BC VOH 1KO

September 12, 2019

Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
101 Martin Street

Penticton, BCV2A 5J9

Attention: Bill Newell, CAO

Dear Sir:

Re: Lower Nipit Improvement District Request to RDOS to take over services

The Lower Nipit Improvement District (LNID) has advised the Ministry of Municipal Affairs & Housing that it intends to
initiate the process to dissolve. At our recent Annual General Meeting the membership approved a motion for the LNID
Board to formally advise the RDOS that it requests that the RDOS consider taking over the services provided by the LNID. |
have attached a copy of the motion passed at our AGM confirming the memberships support for this request.

We ask that you take this matter to the RDOS Board for its consideration. We are available to meet with you and your staff
to discuss the details on moving this matter forward.

Sincerely,

.ﬂéﬁ/ |

s
Glenda Stewart-Smith
Lower Nipit Improvement District Chair

Attachment

Cc Subrina Montieth




Both these motions were passed at the AGM on May 19, 2019.

1. Continue to work towards converting to RDOS with a larger Land Improvement Service Area for all
drawing water from this aquifer.

2. Support a motion that the LNID Board focus on the installation of a gravitational, overflow gate
controlled pipe from Lower Twin Lake to Lower Horn Creek, as was in place in 1951 — 1961 and encourage
RDOS to include wetlands into the overflow pipe plan and in the OCP.
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT

TO: Environment and Infrastructure Committee

FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer

DATE: December 19, 2019

RE: Investing In Canada Infrastructure Program Application — For Information Only
Purpose:

To intorduce potential capital projects to the Board for the current intake of the Investing in Canada
Infrastructure Program — Environmental Quality Program (ICIP-EQP) Grant application.

Reference:
Investing in Canada Infrastructure Program — Environmental Quality Program (ICIP-EQP)

Background:
Investing in Canada Infrastructure Program (ICIP)

The Province of British Columbia and Canada have partnered on the Investing in Canada Infrastructure
Program (ICIP) to fund opportunities to build sustainable communities, to help create long term
economic growth, and to support a low carbon, green economy. The Green Infrastructure -
Environmental Quality Program Stream of the ICIP is focused on infrastructure that will support
guality and management improvements for drinking water, wastewater and stormwater, as well as
reductions to soil and air pollutants through solid waste diversion and remediation.

The Environmental Quality Program, will provide project support for reliable water and wastewater
systems that meet legislated standards. For this second intake of this program, Canada and the
Province are committing up to $150 million. The funding formula for this grant program is 40%
Federal, 33% Provincial and 27% for the grant recipient. The application deadline is February 26, 2020.

A list has been developed for review that identifies potential large infrastructure projects.

Analysis:

For the ICIP — Green Infrastructure — Environmental Quality Sub-stream several projects have been
identified. When the applications are being considered by the grant evaluation team, projects are
ranked higher if they are beyond the feasibility or preliminary stages as they want to fund projects
that will be successful. If there are too many unknowns and risks, the project would not receive
funding.

Proposed ICIP Projects for the 2020 intake:
Missezula Lake Water System Upgrades — Estimated at $3 M

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2019/20191219/Environment/D. 20191219 RPT ICIP Grants.Docx
File No: Click here to enter text.
Page 1 of 2
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Recent system assessment has been completed with upgrade requirements
Works would include:
o Detailed design and construction
o Treatment package for surface water source
0 Intake modifications
0 Electrical and instrumentation upgrades
Skaha Estates Sewer expansion to Okanagan Falls — Estimated at $14 M
Predesign was completed in 2018
Possible inclusion of an extension to Heritage Hills/Vintage Views was mentioned at a
Sewer Committee meeting on December 9 — may improve affordability
MOTI - no plans for Eastside Road upgrades
Works would include:
o Detailed design and construction
o Community sewer installation
o Forcemain construction
Organics composting facility
Predesign will be completed by the end of January 2020
Works would include:
o Detailed design and construction
o Site servicing

Alternatives:
Other projects are brought forward for addition and consideration

Respectfully submitted:

Liisa Bloomfield

L. Bloomfield, Manager of Engineering

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2019/20191219/Environment/D. 20191219 RPT ICIP Grants.Docx
File No: Click here to enter text.
Page 2 of 2
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT

TO: Environment and Infrastructure Committee

FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer

DATE: December 19, 2019

RE: South Okanagan Conservation Fund Technical Advisory Committee Recommendations for

2019 Applications

Administrative Recommendation:

THAT the Board of Directors approve the Technical Advisory Committee recommendations for the South
Okanagan Conservation Fund projects as detailed in the December 19, 2019 report from the TAC; and
further,

THAT the Board of Directors approve the request for Penticton Fly Fishers/Penticton Creek Restoration
Project Extension.

Purpose:
To propose and obtain approval for the Technical Advisory Committee recommendations for projects to be
funded.

References (attached):

1. SOCF 2019 Technical Advisory Committee Report (SOSCP)

2. Correspondance, Penticton Fly Fishers Request for Extension SOCF project 2018
3. SOCF Terms of Reference

Business Plan Objective:

Key Success Driver 2, Goal 2.3 — to meet public needs through the provision and enhancement of key
services

Key Success Driver 3, Goal 3.3 — to develop an environmentally sustainable region

Background:

On December 15 2016, the Board of Directors adopted Bylaw No. 2690 to establish an Environmental
Conservation Service. The bylaw establishes an Environmental Conservation Service for the Electoral Areas
“A” “C”, “D”, “E”, “F” and “I” and the City of Penticton, District of Summerland, and Town of Oliver (the
participating areas). The annual maximum amount that may be requisitioned for the cost of the service will
not exceed the greater of $450,000 or $0.0292 per thousand dollars of net taxable value of land and
improvements in the RDOS.

These requisitioned funds are in support of undertaking and administering activities, projects, and works
that will include, but is not limited to, water, environment, wildlife, land and habitat conservation efforts to
protect natural areas within the participating areas of the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen.

The Fund is guided by a Terms of Reference that addresses all aspects of fund detail including the purpose,
administration, themes/goals, guiding principles, timelines, governance, fund design, and supporting

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2019/20191219/Environment/E. RPT SOCF Update And TAC
Rcommendations.Docx Page 1 of 3
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appendices relating to criteria for ineligible activities, terms for a Technical Advisory Committee and conflict
of interest guidelines.

The RDOS has entered into an agreement with the SOSCP to administer the fund. SOSCP is responsible for
drafting fund design and guidance documents, preparing and advertising call for proposals, responding to
enquiries, overseeing the technical review of applications and projects, project evaluation and overall
program evaluation. All decision making related to direct financial management, including allocation of
funds and approval of projects are with the RDOS Board. The RDOS Manager of Legislative
Services/Corporate Officer is the main contact for SOSCP, and provides oversight to the Fund program
including internal Senior Management Team review of project applications.

The RDOS appointed a Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) through selection of applications received in
response to an open call, and qualification criteria. The purpose of the TAC is to ensure that all proposals to
the Fund receive a sound technical review, based on a fair assessment of merit and project effectiveness,
and that there is a high level of accountability in the review process. The TAC is guided by the Terms of
Reference and makes a list of recommended projects for funding to the RDOS Board.

Analysis:
Updates regarding 2018 projects:

v Eight projects were approved by the RDOS Board in 2018. Seven recipients have completed interim
progress reports on time. One proponent has been unable to undertake the project and has
returned funds to the RDOS Board (Fairview Townsite Heritage Society) and one requests an
extension (below).

v Penticton Fly Fishers Club have requested an extension of their 2018 SOCF project for Penticton
Creek Restoration Initiative — Upper Reach 3A and Reach 3B from a final report deadline of February
2020 to June 2020.

2019 SOCF applications:

The attached report is a detailed summary of the Technical Advisory Committee review and
recommendations to the Board.

v/ 2019 projects: Twelve proposals were received seeking $244,889 in funding. Of these proposals, the
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) recommends that funding in the amount of $221,382 be
granted to nine proponents. Of those nine, three are new project proposals, and six are continuing
multi- year proposals. Three projects are not recommended for funding.

New Projects:
v Trout Creek River Restoration Initiative — Okanagan Nation Alliance $59,231
Vv Managing At Risk Wildlife and Habitats at Work and at Play — Okanagan Similkameen Conservation
Alliance - $8,000
v Workshop for Technology Transfer of Yellow Flag Iris Control Techniques — Nature Trust of BC $3,150

Continuing Projects:
v South Okanagan Bat Habitat Conservation Project — BC Bat Education and Ecological Protection
Society - $9,893

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2019/20191219/Environment/E. RPT SOCF Update And TAC
Rcommendations.Docx Page 2 of 3
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Vv Invasive Plant Management on NCC’s South Okanagan Conservation Areas — Nature Conservancy of

Canada $15,000

k’smcanitkw Floodplain Re-engagement Construction — Okanagan Nation Alliance $26,917

Conserving South Okanagan Habitats through an Invasive-free Certification Program — Okanagan

Similkameen Invasive Species Society - $20,144

v Love Your Lakes - Personalized Shoreline Assessments & Restoration Demonstration Sites — Southern
Interior Land Trust - $39,047

v Habitat Stewardship and Enhancement in the South Okanagan — Okanagan Similkameen Stewardship
Society - $40,000

<K<

Not Recommended
v/ Jamie Soule Memorial Park Improvements — Anarchist Mountain Community Society $5,000
v/ Healthy Watershed Checklist — Okanagan Fisheries Foundation $4,875
v White Lake Research and Management Compendium — Okanagan Similkameen Conservation
Alliance $15,000

Alternatives:
1. That one or more applicants be requested to present further information to the Board of Directors
on their proposed project and request for funding.
2. That the Board not support the TAC committee recommendation for one or more specific projects.

Communication Strategy:

The SOSCP has established a comprehensive webpage for the South Okanagan Conservation Fund
www.soconservationfund.ca that provides detailed information for public, decision makers as well as
applicants and other funders.

The RDOS website also provides basic information including a link to www.sosconservationfund.ca for
additional information, eligibility criteria and application information.

Respectfully submitted:

“Christy Malden”

C. Malden, Manager of Legislative Services

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2019/20191219/Environment/E. RPT SOCF Update And TAC
Rcommendations.Docx Page 30f 3
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Executive Summary

This report outlines the South Okanagan Conservation Fund Technical Advisory Committee
recommendations to the RDOS Board related to project applications to the SOCF. The South Okanagan
Similkameen Conservation Program (SOSCP) received 12 proposals seeking $244,889. Of these
proposals, the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) recommends that funding in the amount of
$221,382 be granted to nine proponents. Of those three are new projects, and six are continuing multi-
year proposals. Three projects are not recommended for funding.

2019 Project Application Process

August 15", 2019, the request for proposals opened for the submission of funding proposals to the
South Okanagan Conservation Fund. Advertisements were placed in local print media, online (RDOS and
SOSCP websites), and circulated via SOSCP networks. Applications closed on September 30" and all
applications were received by the closing date and time. The applications were reviewed internally by
the RDOS Senior Management Team with the SOSCP Program Manager, then forwarded to the SOCF
Technical Advisory Committee, who reviewed the applications independently first, then met December
6™ to collectively score the proposals and make recommendations to the RDOS Board.

Technical Advisory Committee
The Technical Advisory Committee is guided by the SOCF Terms of Reference including TAC
Composition, Proposal Ranking Guidelines, and Technical Evaluation Criteria. The purpose of the

Technical Advisory Committee is to ensure that:

(a) All proposals to the Fund receive a sound technical review based on a fair assessment
of merit and project effectiveness;

(b) There is a high level of accountability in the review process; and

(c) Recommended lists of technically appropriate proposals are provided to the RDOS.

The TAC members represent over 150 years of combined experience, 12 post secondary
degrees/diplomas and 4 are members of professional associations with expertise in each theme

area — including Indigenous knowledge, forestry, hydrology, ecology, conservation biology, ecosystems
(sensitive terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems, management, enhancement and restoration), restoration
and enhancement of habitat, fish and wildlife conservation including species at risk.

Members who conducted this review include (bios at the end of this report):

e Mr. Steve Matthews, R.P.Bio and Retired Provincial Okanagan Fisheries Section Head (Chair)

e Mr. Orville Dyer, Senior Provincial Okanagan Species and Ecosystems at Risk Biologist

e Mr. Adam Ford, Ph.D. Assistant Professor and Canada Research Chair of Wildlife Restoration
Ecology at UBC Okanagan.

e Ms. Ellen Simmons MSc. (Ph.D. candidate), UBC Okanagan; Instructor, Nicola Valley Institute of
Technology.

e  Mr. Darcy Henderson, Ph.D. Senior Species at Risk Biologist, Environment and Climate Change
Canada.

e Ms. Eva Durance, Naturalist and Volunteer; Vaseux Lake Important Bird Area, BC Nature
Conservation Committee, South Okanagan Similkameen Stewardship Society and Burrowing Owl
Society of BC.


https://soconservationfund.ca/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/Conservation-Fund-ToR-FINAL-Approved-June-1_2017.pdf

Project Suitability
As per the SOCF Terms of Reference (2017) projects must first meet a series of mandatory requirements.
The project must:

e Fall within the Fund participating areas (RDOS Electoral Areas, A, C, D, E, | and F, District of

Summerland, City of Penticton, Town of Oliver);

e Projects must address IUCN threats to biodiversity targets and fall into at least one

o theme areq;

e Be an eligible activity under the Terms of Reference; and,

e Provide a letter of support, project map and agree to present and report on an annual basis.

The proponent must:

e Be anincorporated non-profit society in good standing or must partner with an organization
that has registered society status.

If the project fulfills these requirements, they are reviewed and scored out of a total of 40 points.
e Feasibility - Maximum 10 Points;
e (Cost Effectiveness- Maximum 5 Points;
e (Cost Sharing- Maximum 5 Points; and,
e Project Effectiveness - Maximum 20 Points.

Continuing projects are also assessed for recommendation based on criteria related to satisfaction with
progress to date. Interim Reports for current projects (including those continuing) were received by the
SOSCP administrator early-September. Results have been incorporated in the evaluation of applications
by the TAC.



2019 Technical Advisory Committee Recommendations

. Points Amount
Project Proponent /40 Requested Amount Recommended
New Projects Proposed
Trout Creek River Restoration Okanagan Nation 27.8 $59,231 $59,231*
Initiative Alliance Conditions
Managing At Risk Wildlife and Okanagan Similkameen 233 $13,997 $8,000*
Habitats at Work and at Play Conservation Alliance Reduced and Conditions
Workshop for technology transfer The Nature Trust Of 28.3 $3,150 $3,150*
of Yellow Flag Iris control British Columbia Conditions
techniques
Jamie Soule Memorial Park Anarchist Mountain 9 $5,000 Not Recommended for
Improvements Community Society Funding
Healthy Watershed Checklist Okanagan Fisheries 14 $4,875 Not Recommended for
Foundation Funding
White Lake-Vaseux Research and Okanagan Similkameen 15 $15,000 Not Recommended for
Management Compendium Conservation Alliance Funding
Continued Projects Continue
(Multi — Year) to Fund?
South Okanagan Bat Habitat Bat Education and Y $9,893 $9,893
Conservation Project Ecological Protection
Society
Invasive Plant Management on Nature Conservancy of Y $15,000 $15,000
Nature Conservancy of Canada’s Canada
South Okanagan Conservation
Areas
k’smcanitkw Floodplain Re- Okanagan Nation Y $26,917 $26,917
engagement Construction Alliance
Conserving South Okanagan Okanagan and Y $20,144 $20,144
Habitats through an Invasive-free Similkameen Invasive
Certification Program Species Society
Love Your Lakes - Personalized Southern Interior Land Y $39,047 $39,047*
Shoreline Assessments & Trust Conditions
Restoration Demonstration Sites
Habitat Stewardship and Okanagan and Y $40,000 $40,000

Enhancement in the South
Okanagan

Similkameen
Stewardship Society

Total

$221,382




Project Application and TAC Review/Recommendation Details
1. Jamie Soule Memorial Park Improvements

New Application, Multi-Year (1 of 3)

Total Points: Ineligible

Funding Requested: $5,000

Recommended: $ Not recommended for funding.
Submitted by: Anarchist Mountain Community Society
Project Location: RDOS Area A

Project Description: This proposal addresses protecting the natural land, pond and wildlife habitat while
encouraging respectful recreational use of this area by our community residents/visitors which will add
to our overall quality of life.

Project Objectives: Laying down a designated foot path/trail throughout the park area to decrease
grassland compaction with some signage identifying protected species. Providing a dog waste bag
dispenser, a cigarette butt container, a garbage/recycle bin, a restroom/outhouse and a 10'x10' pole
gazebo will encourage respectable, enjoyable use of the park. The proposed work will provide site/area
management to minimize disruption of sensitive grassland vegetation, pond and wildlife ecosystems
protecting and promoting biodiversity.

Committee Comments:

e RDOS SMT - given that this is an RDOS park, these activities and proposed infrastructure
elements could be achieved through regional parks funding. The project doesn't appear to fit
with the SOCF eligible activities.

e Concern that this is a recreational or landscaping project rather than a conservation project, and
as such is ineligible.

e Unclear what ecological values are to be protected (constructed pond intended as a water
source for fire protection). Gravel path will have an environmental impact. Appears that there
will not be an environmental benefit to the proposed activities.

e lack of information, letters of support, and financial commitment from other sources.

e Infrastructure to increase human traffic will have impacts to ecological values. Proponent could
benefit from more information to help identify and conserve ecological values and impacts of
activities in the area. Recommend that they seek information to support future activities.



2. South Okanagan Bat Habitat Conservation Project

Continuing Application, Multi-Year (2 of 3)

Funding History: Received $17,137 (2018 Year 1)

Funding Requested: $9,893

Recommended: $9,893 Recommended for continued funding.

Submitted by: Bat Education and Ecological Protection Society (Partners BC

Community Bat Program)

Project Location: All SOCF Participating Areas

Project Description: Bats provide pest control services that are important to our environment and
economy, and many are at risk due to human caused threats. This project mitigates these threats by
protecting and enhancing bat habitat in the region through education and stewardship on private land.
The project will develop and deliver outreach materials, establish partnerships and landowner
relationships; identify and protect maternity roosts and important foraging habitats through improved
use of existing best practices and stewardship contact, and develop formal Bat Friendly Community
partnerships to support ongoing bat conservation.

Project Objectives:

Increase residents' knowledge, understanding, and stewardship of bats and their habitats, to
ultimately reduce the effects of residential, commercial, and agricultural development.
Mitigate threats to bats by protecting and enhancing bat habitat in the region through
education and stewardship on private land.

Develop and deliver outreach materials, establish partnerships and landowner relationships;
Identify and protect maternity roosts and important foraging habitats through improved use of
existing best practices and stewardship contact,

Develop formal Bat Friendly Community partnerships to support ongoing bat conservation.
Reduce human caused fungal transport,

Distribute and support the use of existing best practices (e.g. bats in buildings, bat boxes,
wildlife trees, Bat Friendly Communities) with target audiences

Establish a process for ongoing social action to conserve or enhance bats and bat habitats with
local organizations and partners.

Committee Comments:

Good progress on project objectives.

Well written application.

Acknowledge that a personnel change required minor adjustments to project timelines.
Generally good progress on all deliverables; some work still in progress.

The proponent may consider in response to the desire to engage Indigenous communities, to
approach the Band schools and cultural advisors within the schools, as well as Band government
natural resource or environmental departments.

This project would benefit from a thorough evaluation after Year 3.



3. Invasive Plant Management on NCC’s South Okanagan Conservation Areas

Continuing Application, Multi-Year (2 of 3)

Funding History: Received $10,000 (2018 Year 1)

Funding Requested: $15,000

Recommended: $15,000 Recommended for continued funding.
Submitted by: The Nature Conservancy of Canada

Project Location: RDOS Area A

Project Description: Invasive species present a global threat to biodiversity. They change plant
community composition, displace native plant species, alter hydrological regimes and degrade
ecosystems which in turn negatively impact wildlife species that rely upon them. This project will
undertake invasive plant management and control activities, including documentation, monitoring and
reporting, on high priority sites on NCC’s Sage and Sparrow Conservation Area and the Osoyoos Oxbows
Conservation Area.

Project Objectives:

e This project will have a direct and effective impact on reducing the threat of invasive plants on
the Nature Conservancy of Canada’s Sage and Sparrow and Osoyoos Oxbows Conservation
Areas, and surrounding conservation lands.

e Deliver invasive plant management strategies consistent with provincial government and
Invasive Species Society standards.

e Return the conservation area lands to higher ecological function and integrity, to enhance
biodiversity and species richness by significantly reducing or eradicating invasive plants, and
ensuring the prevention of further invasive plant outbreaks on the landscape.

e Monitor, improve and repair fences to limit livestock trespass and invasive plant transmission.

e Plant native shrubs and/or seed native grasses in areas previously heavily infested with invasive
species to assist with recovery and limit opportunities for continued invasive plant
establishment.

e Sage and Sparrow Conservation Area - reduce invasive plant cover to <5% by 2023.0soyoo0s
Oxbows Conservation Area - return riparian area to 90% native vegetation species by 2028.

e Prevent invasive plant encroachment to other regionally, nationally and internationally
important contiguous protected and conservation areas in the South Okanagan.

e Field monitor treatments and inventory for new infestations through mapping and
documentation. Report invasive plan and treatment data to IAPP, evaluate success and
determine future recommendations.

Committee Comments:
o  Well written application, good team for delivery.
e One of the best invasive species proposals written — could be an example for others to follow.
(cut-off disturbance, targeted, applying best practices, and evaluation).



Invasive Plant Management on NCC’s South Okanagan Conservation Areas (con’t)

Committee Comments:

Interested in seeing more specific evaluation around the success of treatment after year 3.
Would like to see more specifics on the quantifiable outcomes, (# ha cleared, #plants pulled,
whether native plants also planted for cinquefoil control) and greater detail on potential harms
from both mechanical and chemical applications.

Useful to know for final report, more detail regarding effectiveness of efforts, for example
benefit of effort/efficacy of outcome related to cost.

Recommend NCC include in their next proposal, request for funding for evaluation at the end of
the project and identify how they plan to monitor/evaluate in future. This will assist for all
invasive species management proposals, what the reality and cost/ecological effectiveness of
these activities and investments are.



4. Healthy Watershed Checklist

New Application, Single-Year Total Points: 14

Funding Requested: $4,875

Recommended: $ Not recommended for funding.
Submitted by: Okanagan Fisheries Foundation
Project Location: Area F, District of Summerland

Project Description: Initiate a Healthy Watershed Checklist project. Preliminary consultation identified
the need for silo-busting as currently every agency is using different monitoring or assessment
methodologies for watersheds.

Project Objectives: This project would develop a template for a healthy watershed checklist. The focus
will be on smaller watershed areas within the Trout Creek and Eneas Creek watersheds. The problems
being addressed in the project are include threats to indicator species, aquatic ecosystem connectivity,
and management on jurisdictional boundaries rather than ecological boundaries.

The project will identify linkages and gaps between multi-jurisdictional assessment methods, engaging
with non-government organizations and stakeholders, advancing an iterative process for template
development and will post the finished template on a website.

Committee Comments:

e RDOS SMT - unclear how this checklist will interact with local government OCP's and policies.

e Proposal does not clearly identify what this project will achieve.

e Methodology and results confusing and unfocused. Rationale and key research references are
not sound.

e Concern that this is creating yet another new process or product that may not be necessary.
Rather than a focus on the assessment products, would like to see action on the ground as the
focus.

Committee Comments:

e Concern about where outreach is directed and what value if not adopted by authorizing
agencies. Role of public not clear with project.

e Mention of working relationship with the ONA but then no following detail about the nature of
the working relationship/partnership. More solid input from First Nation communities needed.

e No indication of support or endorsement from any agency. Proposal includes technical
concerns. Concerned that there will be duplication.

e Recommend that if a future application come forward, that the proponent more carefully
research existing information related to assessments, strategies, and prioritization tools to
identify the need, benefits and supporting organizations more clearly.

e The project topic of watershed management for conservation and restoration objectives is
important, however proponent needs to pay attention to what has already been done, identify
broad agreement of gaps, and what needed in future/recommended for implementation.



5. k’amcanitkw Floodplain Re-engagement Construction

Continuing Application, Multi-Year (2 of 3)

Funding History: Received $40,260 (2017 Year 1)

Funding Requested: $26,917

Recommended: $ 26,917 Recommended for continued funding.
Submitted by: Okanagan Nation Alliance (with Partners Enowkin Centre)
Project Location: Adjacent to the City of Penticton

Project Description: k’'amcanitkw Floodplain Re-engagement will reconnect floodplain and riparian area
of the historic Okanagan River floodplain in Penticton for fish and wildlife. The project site occurs on PIB
IR#1, on land legally conserved in-perpetuity under Indigenous stewardship, part of the En’owkin
Center’s Locatee Lands Project integrated with ECOmmunity’s environmental and Indigenous cultural
programming. The Okanagan River is highly degraded and only a small portion of the river’s ecosystem
remains available to fish and wildlife. Channelization lowered surface/ground water elevations of the
Penticton channel, and without re-contouring, the adjacent floodplain will never be accessible to river
flows and fish. Salmon individuals and populations, particularly Chinook and trout, benefit directly and
greatly when rivers are connected to floodplains. Floodplains also locally regulate water quantity,
quality, residency time, adjacent land and water temperatures, and local flood/drought capacity. The
entire project lies directly adjacent to the City of Penticton, and beside the Okanagan Lake Regulation
System Dike and highly popular hike/bike trail.

Project Objectives: Re-contour and create off-channel rearing backwater area for native fish,
particularly Chinook, and Rainbow Trout/Steelhead to offer refuge in high water and food sources
during spring, summer, and fall. Purchase the river/floodplain connection culvert and associated
materials, construction tendering/award, and excavation/re-contouring of the off-channel rearing area
for salmonids.

Committee Comments:

e RDOS SMT - would like to ensure that this project does not impede continued public access to
the channel walkway.

e Strong delivery team, strong on effectiveness monitoring. High level of partnership funding.

e Strong science-based approach including effectiveness monitoring, and a very high level of
partner funding.

e lLacking some detail in terms of deliverables, good progress to date in a general sense, but need
to provide more detail for each deliverable.

e Project is very “fish centric”, would like more attention to terrestrial plant communities and
species — that would have a large benefit to the project. Good opportunity to engage people at
ONA and others for the terrestrial components (or document more explicitly). Fish free areas as
part of the pond complex is positive.

e Good project for public education and cultural values.

e Model of active collaboration and partnership, exemplary.



6. Trout Creek River Restoration Initiative

New Application, Multi-Year (1 of 3) Total Points: 27.8

Funding History: Received $5,000 seed funding in 2018
Funding Requested: $59,231
Recommended: $59,231 Recommended for funding with conditions.

Submitted by: Okanagan Nation Alliance (Partners Penticton Indian Band Natural Resources
Department)

Project Location: District of Summerland

Project Description: Trout Creek is the primary water source for the District of Summerland and is the
second largest community watershed in the Okanagan (Aqua Consulting Inc., 2012). The lower reach of
Trout Creek was first channelized and dyked in 1949 for flood control and further work was done in
1973, both following large flood years. Channelization has increased the gradient of Trout Creek
thereby increasing flow velocities and changing the substrate, rendering the creek less than ideal for
salmonid species. Channelization has also disconnected the creek from the floodplain and degraded
riparian habitat. This project will rectify these issues by determining the optimal project design that will
improve fish and wildlife habitat, while improving creek stability and water quality and maintaining flood
capacity.

Project Objectives:

e Build on preliminary habitat assessments done in 2017-2018 through Colville Confederated
Tribes with the Okanogan Sub-basin Habitat Improvement Program.

e Improve habitat for fish and wildlife, targeting kokanee salmon and rainbow trout (resident and
adfluvial), by naturalizing the creek with a series of meanders and riffles resulting in more
natural fish passage and aesthetically pleasing area for the community.

e Increase awareness for the importance of conservation in the area.

e Planning, steering committee, and local Traditional Ecological Knowledge meetings (Penticton
Indian Band) and creating engineered designs ready for construction. Final designs will be
created which balance flood capacity needs and creating diverse stream and riparian habitat.
Success will be measured based on achieving a collaborative plan that can be designed by and
engineer and ready for construction so that tasks such as outreach and permitting can be
completed. Planning for construction to occur in years 2 and 3.

Committee Comments:
e Thisis an important issue that this project aims to address, but the TAC still has some technical
concerns.
e Aligns with priorities in regard to Ok Lake kokanee and Rainbow trout recovery; has
implemented Committee process which engages key regulatory and stakeholder representation,
but lacking funding and delivery partners.



Trout Creek River Restoration Initiative (con’t)

e The proponent had an adequate amount of time to hold the planning meetings as supported by
the seed funding before the next round of applications; the fact that these meetings did not
occur in order to shape this application is problematic. It is not clear that the single meeting
outcomes addressed all the concerns raised by the TAC previous year.

e No info provided on Year 2 and 3 plan making it difficult to assess the broader project feasibility.

e Proposal needs to be more explicit with respect to whether the design would include setting the
dike back, including from previous work investigating channel expansion/meandering , the
implications of that design element, and what is being done to address the water quality issue
caused by the perpetual slide.

e (Cost sharing in future is unknown so reduced score for feasibility. Cost sharing is not strong,
which leads to concerns about uncertain future outcomes.

e Concerns about the perpetual slide and impacts to water quality - the only reference/comment
is that it needs to be considered, but that TAC finds this inadequate.

e This proposal is “fish centric” and the proponent has not involved adequate expertise related to
terrestrial ecological communities, species at risk occurrence data, ecosystems values and
potential impacts. There is a need to involve expertise, with this knowledge. Specific concerns
related to impacts of out of channel meanders and impacts to important plant communities,
and terrestrial species knowledge including for Lewis’s Woodpecker, Western Screech Owl, and
Nuttall’s Cottontail.

Recommended for funding with conditions:
Include an appropriate expert to address the terrestrial ecosystems and SAR issues effectively.
Identify potential impacts of the water quality related to the issue of the perpetual slide including
for the investment for restoration and population objectives and consider results from previous
work investigating channel expansion/meandering. This needs to be addressed and built into the
project and any future applications.



7. Conserving South Okanagan Habitats through an Invasive-free Certification Program

Continuing Application, Multi — Year (3 of 3)

Funding History: Received total $26,559 (2017 Year 1 $6415, and 2018 Year 2
$20,144)

Funding Requested: $20,144

Recommended: $20,144 Recommended for continued funding

Submitted by: Okanagan and Similkameen Invasive Species Society

Project Location: SOCF - RDOS Areas A, C, D, E, F, Summerland, Penticton and
Oliver

Project Description: Invasive species are moving across Canada and BC at a rapid pace. In Canada,
invasive species include at least 27% of all vascular plants. The horticulture industry is a key pathway for
the introduction of invasive species. Many invasive plants are sold to customers, escape cultivation and
are now invasive in BC. Examples include purple loosestrife, yellow flag iris, Japanese knotweed and
Russian olive. The GOAL of this program is to increase the amount of habitat conserved and decrease
the introduction, spread and establishment of invasive species, namely plants, in the South Okanagan.

Project Objectives:

Increase the invasive species knowledge and provide clear preventative and management
options to a minimum of 25 landscapers, horticulturalists, earth-moving businesses or related
service providers, a minimum of two gardening organizations and an additional 30 municipal
staff in the South Okanagan in 2020.

Increase the invasive species knowledge and provide clear preventative and management
options for up to 500 homeowners or developers in the South Okanagan during 2020.

Build on the success of the PlantWise program developed by the Invasive Species Council of BC
which includes a "Grow Me Instead" resource guide listing alternative plantings. Continue to
circulate Okanagan "PlantWise" booklet created during the second year of the project to
homeowners and workshop participants, and offer to members of gardening organizations, and
the RDOS, Summerland, Penticton and Oliver for distribution.

Expand the "Invasive-Free Certification Program" for landscapers, horticulturalists and earth-
moving companies in 2020, to certify new individuals/companies, re-certify
individuals/companies and broaden the training to gardening organizations and municipal staff.
Promote and integrate targeted invasive plant prevention and management into the practices of
horticulture and landscaping in the South Okanagan. Improve knowledge of invasive plant ID,
control and disposal methods, and provide recommendations for alternative plantings. Public
acknowledgement for companies that sign commitment form.

Committee Comments:

Good project, some concern about the effectiveness on the ground with respect to outreach
methods /materials and change in behaviours.



Conserving South Okanagan Habitats through an Invasive-free Certification Program (con’t)

e Important to know the scope and scale of the actual problem in terms of actual sales; what the
outcomes of the workshops and effectiveness of the materials have resulted in re: behaviour
changes. Want to see more focus on evaluation of higher-level, longer term outcomes —
(Bennett’s Hierarchy of Evidence).

e Would like to see additional focus on the larger companies with gravel/storage sites that
provide materials to major projects, and annual pop-up garden centres such as Canadian Tire,
Rona, Superstore, and others.

e Recommend a thorough evaluation of this program in year three.

8. Habitat Stewardship and Enhancement in the South Okanagan

Continuing Application, Multi — Year (3 of 3)

Funding History: Received $78,000 (2017 Year 1 $38,000 & 2018 Year 2 $40,000)

Funding Requested: $40,000

Recommended: $40,000 Recommended for continued funding

Submitted by: Okanagan and Similkameen Stewardship Society

Project Location: SOCF - RDOS Areas A, C, D, E, F, Summerland, Penticton and
Oliver

Project Description: Within the south Okanagan valley, 1/3 of the land base is privately owned and
managed and the population is rapidly growing. Our towns, cities, agriculture and recreation cause
habitat loss, degradation and fragmentation, the spread of invasive species, climate change and
pollution. Empowering private landowners and residents to undertake conservation on their own lands
and in their communities is critical to maintaining healthy ecosystems and thriving native wildlife
populations. Okanagan Similkameen Stewardship will continue to engage residents in electoral areas A,
C, D, E, F, | Summerland, Penticton and Oliver in habitat stewardship, restoration and enhancement by
providing information, training, and technical assistance, and increasing the amount of habitat set aside
under written management agreements.

Project Objectives:

e Conserve, restore and enhance sensitive habitats that support local wildlife and species at
risk.

e  Empower and engage local residents in environmental understanding, resource
stewardship and conservation projects in their neighbourhoods including at least 240
landowners;

e Improve the management of over 1000 acres and enhance and restore over 50 acres of
wildlife habitats per year.

e Work with interested landowners towards developing written management agreements and
implementation of Best Management Practices: 200 landowners contacted, 3 new
stewardship agreements, increase in area stewarded each year.



Habitat Stewardship and Enhancement in the South Okanagan (con’t)

e Deliver community initiatives in ecologically sensitive areas: Community stewardship
facilitated in each of Areas A, C, D, E, F, | Summerland, Penticton and Oliver with at least 100
participants in total.

e Plan and implement habitat enhancement projects: minimum of 10 habitat improvement
projects completed per year.

Committee Comments:

e Strong proposal, monitoring and evaluation needed to determine effectiveness.

e (OSSS program Evaluation Report — very powerful and showed very good adaptive management.
Would like to see more evaluation on the effectiveness of their native plant projects survival
(rather than just reporting outputs, need to understand outcomes).

e Would like to see longer- term monitoring and reporting as well by priority habitats and plant
communities, evaluation of cost effectiveness.

e Would like to see a thorough evaluation of this project in year three; would like proponent to
include a request for funding to undertake that.

9. White Lake-Vaseux Research and Management Compendium

New Application, Multi-Year (1 of 2) Total Points: 15

Funding Requested: $15,000
Recommended: $ Not recommended for funding.
Submitted by: Okanagan Similkameen Conservation Alliance (in partnership

with Don Gayton, M.Sc, P.Ag)
Project Location: SOCF - RDOS Area Cand D

Project Description: The White Lake-Vaseux area (WL-V) contains some of the highest biodiversity, and
density of species at risk, in Canada. WL-V has multiple and complex land ownerships, and an extensive
history of Syilx peoples' use. WL-V is a maze of Federal, Provincial and NGO land ownership, plus Syilx
claims. These agencies make minimal investment in field staff, and there is no active land management
coordination between them. A great deal of history, research, and monitoring initiatives have been
conducted in WL-V. These diverse information sources have never been identified and synthesized into
a single referenced document. Bringing all this information together will be an excellent starting point
for enhanced on-the-ground land management.

Project Objectives: Create a compendium, make it available to all interested parties, creating a basis for
future coordinated research and land management initiatives, leading to better protection of
biodiversity and species at risk. Contact all relevant individuals and organizations; collect all relevant
information, synthesize into referenced Compendium, and summarize. Draft document will be
submitted to external peer review. Success will be measured against the completion, and completeness,
of the Compendium.



White Lake-Vaseux Research and Management Compendium (con’t)

Committee Comments:

e Recognition that White Lake basin is ecologically important, complex and challenging place for
land management.

o TAC does not suggest this proposal fits within the SOCF eligibility requirements in thatitis a
non-applied research/planning activity with an unspecified future outcome.

e Recognize the expertise of the applicant, confident this compendium could be done but appears
that the issue and need has not been well researched, land managers not involved, and proposal
appears to be unaware of the management plans that exist.

e Assumptions are made that organizations involved do not communicate, that plans do not exist
and that a research compendium is needed, but no supporting information is provided to
support this conclusion

e No letters of support from any of the landowners, managers or others with interests in the WL
area.

e Not clear how information gathered would change land management outcomes.

e No cost sharing, just in-kind. Cost effectiveness unknown. Very expensive for something where
value is not known.

e Not specific enough, no clear identification of how this would apply on the ground.



10. Managing At Risk Wildlife and Habitats at Work and at Play

New Application, Multi-Year (1 of 2) Total Points: 23.3

Funding History Received $7841.68 (2017 Year 1)

Funding Requested: $13,997

Recommended: $8,000 Recommended for reduced funding with conditions.
Submitted by: Okanagan Similkameen Conservation Alliance

Project Location: All SOCF areas

Project Description: In the Okanagan, habitat loss and degradation associated with urban development,
agriculture and recreation have contributed to many species and ecosystems becoming at risk. OSCA
seeks to protect at-risk ecosystems and species in the South Okanagan by providing education on
environmental values and impacts, as well as best management practices for important target
audiences.

Project Objectives: Proposed work includes delivery of eco-management workshops and a one-day
fieldtrip to sensitive ecosystems in the Okanagan to raise awareness amongst those involved in land use
decision making about the impacts of development, agriculture and recreation on the Okanagan’s
limited intact ecosystems and the increasing number of species-at-risk.

Committee Comments:

e Qutreach and extension an important element to reducing threats to environmental values.

e Timelines are reasonable and organization has capacity and track record for delivery, but didn't
demonstrate understanding or experience with some of the specific topics or identify specific
individuals with expertise who might deliver training. No discussion of negative implications.

e Hard to know if education leads to behavioural change — follow-up with participants will be
important to determine success (ie behavioural change), rather than just participation.

e Concern that this method may not have impact on the ground; not sure techniques and
methods as identified are the most appropriate to address the threats. Reasonable approach —
but needs follow through.

e Training and information alone is well known to have low effectiveness for changing behaviour,
unless audiences are previously committed to change and additional reminders and support are
provided.

e Project could be strengthened by application of social science; inclusion of higher level
outcomes for the environment.

e  Cost sharing — low. Cost effectiveness low.

e The workshops need to include strategies and methods supported by social science to increase
effectiveness. This seems like extension with no level of higher level of expectations for
outcomes.

e Recommend they are directed to focus on a longer term, comprehensive social marketing and
engagement plan that helps to provide more effectiveness for the project.



Managing At Risk Wildlife and Habitats at Work and at Play (Con’t)

Concerns with the feasibility of getting some of the workshop target audiences in attendance,
and must include regulatory authorities to present the information.

Include specific calls to action — not generalised — there needs to be specific changes that are
driven as part of these workshops.

Recommended for reduced funding with conditions:

Develop a longer-term, comprehensive outreach and engagement plan for future workshops
that integrates social science methodology (social marketing/behaviour change theory) and
includes effectiveness evaluation as part of the planning and implementation. Include other
partners and new funders as part of that strategy. Deliver one workshop during this year as a
prototype and use learnings as part of the building of the strategy.

11. Love Your Lakes - Personalized Shoreline Assessments & Restoration Demonstration Sites

Continuing Application, Multi-Year (2 of 3)

Funding History: Received $39,557 (2018 Year 1)

Funding Requested: $39,047

Recommended: $ 39,047 Recommended for continued funding with conditions
Submitted by: Southern Interior Land Trust (with partners Watersheds Canada

& Canadian Wildlife Federation)

Project Location: SOCF — RDOS Area D, |, City of Penticton

Project Description: A healthy lake starts with healthy shorelines. Our goal is to maintain ecological
functions provided by shorelines by increasing landowner understanding of how they influence water
quality and wildlife; by identifying and prescribing opportunities for protecting and enhancing shoreline
habitats and; by inspiring and achieving landowner action to restore and protect their shoreline while
maintaining, and perhaps enhancing, their property values and views.

Project Objectives:

Maintain ecological functions provided by shorelines by increasing landowner understanding of
how they influence water quality and wildlife.

Identify and prescribe opportunities for protecting and enhancing shoreline habitats.

Inspire and achieve landowner action to restore and protect their shoreline while maintaining,
and enhancing, their property values and views.

Maintain lakeshore restoration demonstration sites.

Assess 400 lakeshore property shorelines on Skaha Lake and Twin Lakes. Assessments done
from a boat using the Love Your Lakes standardized protocol.



Love Your Lakes - Personalized Shoreline Assessments & Restoration Demonstration Sites (con’t)

Provide each landowner will get a private, personalized report with details on the state of their
shoreline and with specific, simple but effective actions for improving lake health for people and
wildlife.

Project partners will receive a summary report for the entire lakeshore with suggestions for
community-level action by interested stewardship providers (e.g. Okanagan-Similkameen
Stewardship Society or other QEPs).

Committee Comments:

Recognize that threats to foreshore habitat are significant, importance of foreshore protection
and habitat improvement are needed.

Perceive that there is a lag time between the assessment/data entry/report upload, and when
landowners are able to access reports. Concerned that this may reduce the efficacy of the
program.

Given the timing of interim reporting and this application, it is hard to determine the level of
uptake by landowners. It is difficult to assess if this approach is spurring the kind of action and
follow up it is intended to do with landowners. Very difficult to evaluate the on the ground
effectiveness so far. Is this a cost-effective way of engaging landowners?

Concerns related to the proposal for year two, gathering a significant amount of additional data,
without knowing how effective the project approach is.

Concerns about the feasibility of almost doubling the assessment work, as well as what seems to
be an unclear plan for landowner follow up.

Would like to see what the benefits and effectiveness are of this approach before a second year
of assessment work. Would like proponent to take a step back, reduce focus on deliverables
related to building up the database and see what the landowner response is as a result of year
one.

It is difficult to understand how the follow up will be conducted with landowners. Who/which
organization conducts the follow up? What are the steps for providing real stewardship contact
and on-going support/effective interventions for lakeshore habitat improvement?

Concerned about the level of voluntary uptake given local experience with unsolicited
stewardship contact rates.

This is a large investment with unknown outcomes.

Look forward to more information at the final report about the intention, design, structure and
results of the demonstration projects.

Would recommend directing a proportion of task 1 (foreshore assessment) resources to follow
up with landowners who currently have assessments (including individuals with that have
landowner contact training). This would address concerns raised about the level of support for
follow through.

Would like to see the results of first year inform adaptive management of next applications and
project delivery.

Recommend for continued funding with conditions:

That SILT reduce the number of planned new assessments and direct a portion of funds intended for
new assessments toward implementing a voluntary stewardship program to support follow up for
landowners with current assessments, facilitate uptake of positive shoreline management changes, and
assess landowner response to the program.



12. Workshop for technology transfer of Yellow Flag Iris control techniques

New Application, Single Year. Total Points:  28.3

Funding Requested: $3,150

Recommended: $3,150 Recommended for funding with conditions.
Submitted by: The Nature Trust of British Columbia (with partners Agrowest

Consulting Scientists)
Project Location: RDOS Area D

Project Description: Yellow flag iris is one of the Province’s problematic aquatic invasive species;
occurring in shallow water along the riparian edges of streams, marshes and lakes. Once established,
yellow flag iris is known to alter the hydrology, ecosystem complexity and functioning of an area,
thereby reducing habitat suitability for native animal species. Invaded wetlands experience a significant
displacement of native sedges/rushes and a 10-fold reduction in aquatic macroinvertebrates with
monocultures of yellow flag iris.

Project Objectives: Through the delivery of one workshop in the South Okanagan on Nature Trust of BC
property along the eastern shore of Vaseux Lake, engage with land managers, not-for-profits and high
level volunteer organizations to train key individuals on the proper and effective use of barriers to
control yellow flag iris.

Committee Comments:
e Challenging invasive plants to control; OASISS letter of support positive.
e High cost for single workshop involving less than 12 participants; however, good level of cost
sharing.
e Some concerns about using benthic barrier treatments and negative impacts to other species.
e Proponent needs to clarify provincial and federal legislative requirements and identify potential
impacts to other values and species.

Recommend approval with conditions:
That the proponent and consultants communicate formally to participants in the workshop, the
newly developed Crown land treatment and permitting guidelines for Yellow Flag Iris, as well as
the requirement for a Notification through Front Counter BC for vegetation alteration and
installation of benthic barriers.



Appendix A: South Okanagan Conservation Fund Technical Advisory Committee 2019

Steve Matthews R.P.Bio. (TAC Chair) Steve has over 34 years of experience
in provincial freshwater fisheries management in all habitat types (large
lakes, small lakes, rivers and streams), including extensive experience in
sport fishery management, fish and fish habitat inventory, fish stock
assessment, habitat restoration/enhancement, fish culture, and habitat

impact evaluations. Steve spent 8 years as primary decision authority for all
aspects of fish and wildlife management for the Province of BC in the
Thompson Okanagan Region including 4 years managing multiple government programs (Fish and
Wildlife, Ecosystems and Parks Sections). Steve has chaired and participated in a large number of
regional and provincial fish and wildlife committees, and has led the development and delivery of many
large scale projects and initiatives including the Okanagan River Restoration Initiative (Premiers Award),
and the Okanagan Lake Kokanee Recovery Plan (HCTF Silver Award). Following retirement from the
provincial government in March 2012, he has been providing consulting services specializing in program
planning, project management, and large scale fish habitat restoration.

Adam Ford, Ph.D. Adam is an Assistant Professor and Canada Research Chair of
Wildlife Restoration Ecology at UBC Okanagan. He is a Liber Ero Fellow in
Conservation Science and holds a PhD in Zoology, MA in Biology and BSc Honours
with Distinction in Geography. His conservation science and research has taken
him from Vancouver Island to the Rocky Mountains and the African savanna. In
2015, Adam was the recipient of the American Association for the Advancement

of Science & ScilifeLab Prize for Young Scientists winner “Ecology and
Environment” category, the T.W.M. Cameron award for Outstanding PhD Thesis from the Canadian
Society of Zoologists, and the Governor General’s Academic Gold Medal Award for Top PhD Dissertation
in the 2014- 2015 Graduating Class, from the University of British Columbia.

Ellen Simmons MSc. (Ph.D. candidate). Ellen is a forester and educator with
extensive environmental experience in the field of research, surveys, extension
and outreach in forestry and the ecological conservation arena. Her experience
includes forestry extension with natural resource professionals, habitat
enhancement and restoration for species at risk, project management, post-
secondary instruction (Natural Resources/Forestry, Math and Sciences),
community engagement and stewardship. Ellen is deeply focused on ‘narrowing
the gap’ between the current constructs of what is seen to be ‘effective
ecosystem management’ from a Eurocentric science discipline, and how

Indigenous people see this. Ellen has supported the exploration of methodologies
that strive for comprehensive inquiry, the inclusion of multi-partite decision makers, and where
decisions for sustainable solutions incorporate and find a balance for cultural, social, economic and
environmental outcomes.



Darcy Henderson Ph.D. Conservation, management, restoration, and
enhancement of fish and wildlife populations and habitats have been Darcy’s
vocation for more than 26 years. This includes practical experience working in
commercial forestry, fisheries, wetlands and waterfowl, livestock and range
management, and parks management. Over that time he has been employed
by Provincial, Federal, and First Nations governments as well as corporations

and not-for profit groups. Darcy’s initial training and experience grew into
teaching at post-secondary colleges and universities, including currently as an Adjunct Professor of
Biology at UBC Okanagan. Darcy has been employed by the Canadian Wildlife Service (Environment and
Climate Change Canada) since 2006, and as a grasslands restoration ecologist, protected areas biologist
and now as a senior species at risk biologist. Darcy has experience with fund management, as signing
authority for $7 million annually under four federal funding programs to support a variety of
stewardship, outreach, traditional ecological knowledge, and land securement initiatives delivered by
non-profit and municipal government sectors.

Eva Durance. Since relocating to the Penticton area from Ontario in 1990, Eva
has been involved in a wide variety of environmental, naturalist, agricultural,
and community initiatives and projects, in some instances as a private
‘| contractor and in others as a volunteer. Having retired from paid work last
“ year, Eva continues in a volunteer capacity as Caretaker for the Vaseux Lake
| Important Bird & Biodiversity Area and as an active member of BC Nature’s

Conservation Committee as well as assisting with projects of the South
Okanagan Similkameen Stewardship Society and Burrowing Owl Society of BC. She looks forward to
working with other committee members and administrators on the Conservation Fund Technical

Advisory Committee.

. Orville Dyer is a wildlife and ecosystems biologist with 35 years of
experience, specifically in species and ecosystems at risk with the Province
- of BC in the South Okanagan region. Inventory, monitoring species re-
introduction, wildlife/agriculture conflicts, environmental education, habitat

 restoration, enhancement, science based conservation planning, species at
- . . risk recovery planning and implementation have been at the centre of
Orville’s work. He has participated in many significant conservation initiatives in the South Okanagan
and including the designation of the South Okanagan Wildlife Management Area, the Critical Areas
Program, the Habitat Atlas, South Okanagan Conservation Strategy, and the Biodiversity Conservation
Strategy Keeping Nature in Our Future. Orville has chaired, co-chaired or participated in
recovery/management planning for over 40 federal SARA listed species, the SOSCP Science Team, the
SOSCP Executive, and the Habitat Conservation Trust Foundation Technical Review Committee. Orville is
a member of the College of Applied Biology in BC, and recently received a BC Nature Recognition Award
in 2017.



PENTICTON FLYFISHERS
Box 354 113-437 Martin St.,
Penticton, B.C., V2A 511

Member of

B.C. Federation of Fly Fishers
B.C. Wildlife Federation
Federation of Fly Fishers
(International)

December 6, 2019

Bryn White

Project Manager,

South Okanagan Similkameen Conservation Program
Administrator, South Okanagan Conservation Fund
102 Industrial Place, Penticton BC. V2A7C9

Dear Bryn:
Re: Detailed desigh for Penticton Creek Reach 3A (Upper) and 38

This letter is submitted on behalf of the Penticton FlyFishers Club with respect to the grant dated June
8t 2019 received from the SOCF.

This grant provides $159,000 for the survey, detailed design and heritage and cultural management
plans for approximately 300m of Penticton Creek and requires that the work is completed by January 31,
2020,

it has now become clear that we will not be able to meet that deadline and the purpose of this letter is
to seek an extension of the deadline by 4 months in accordance with the rationale set out in detail
below.

We note the following:

The Penticton FlyFishers Club and the City of Penticton advanced applications for grant funding to the
South Okanagan Conservation Fund on September 25, 2018 and the Habitat Conservation Trust Fund on
November 1, 2018, Each application was for half of the $318,000 estimated cost of completing the
detailed design and associated survey, heritage and culturat management plans for the
restoration/upgrade of Reach 3A Upper and 3B —a stretch of approximately 300m of Penticton Creek
which would eliminate deteriorated concrete lining and structure #2 which presents a significant
obstacle to the passage of fish to the main spawning areas just upstream in Reach 4.

At the time of those applications the tight deadline for completion of the work appeared to be readily
achievable however the schedule has been significantly impacted by the decision from HCTF,
communicated to the City on March 18, 2019, to not approve our application for what would have been
the matching 50% of the required budget. The City, through the Freshwater Fisheries Society of BC,
subsequently applied for the matching funding from the BC Saimon Restoration and innovation Fund
{April 15, 2019) but were also not successful. Finally, we approached the City of Penticton Council with a
request for a budget amendment to secure the matching funds and this allowed staff to commence the
process of selecting a consultant to undertake the design work in June 20189.
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This selection process was required to follow the City of Pentictan purchasing policy rather than
awarding directly to the designer of previous downstream reaches. The proposal call was detaiied and
involved providing sufficient time for the proponents to review and respond and for submittals to be
evaluated. The process resulted in the selection of Stantec Consulting —a departure from the use of the
consultant who had undertaken all of the design work on Penticton Creek up to that point and invoived

establishing a new working relationship.

As work proceeded and as recently as just a few weeks ago we have realized that the section of creek
under consideration poses much greater challenges than had been anticipated. These include the issues
of addressing a longer section with more potential property impacts and more hydraulic complexities
associated with two bridge crossings and the replacement of a major weir structure.

Concurrently, we continue to receive robust and extensive input from the highly invested and
knowledgeable Penticton Creek Committee which has further exposed the challenges of the change to a
consultant that does not have familiarity with this particular creek or the high expectations of the
committee,

Extension Request:
Upon review of the challenges yet to be addressed we would like to request that the SOCF approve an

extension of the deadline for completion of the detailed design and submission of the final report for
the current grant from January 31 and February 20, 2020 respectively to May 31 and June 20, 2020

respectively.
Regards,

Tty LB~

Bill Wickett,
For the Penticton FlyFishers Club

pe: Mitch Moroziuk, General Manager of Infrastructure
lan Chapman, City Engineer
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1. BACKGROUND

In December 2016, the Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen (“RDOS”), with public
assent, adopted Bylaw #2690 to establish an Environmental Conservation Service for the
Electoral Areas “A”, “C”, “D”, “E”, “F”, the City of Penticton, District of Summerland, and
the Town of Oliver (collectively referred to as “the participating areas”). Under this Bylaw,
the annual maximum amount to be requisitioned for the cost of the service was not to
exceed the greater of $450,000 or $0.0372 per thousand dollars of net taxable value of
land and improvements in the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen. These funds
are in support of undertaking and administering activities, projects, and works that include,
but are not limited to, water, environment, wildlife, land and habitat conservation efforts to
protect natural areas within the participating areas of the Regional District of Okanagan-
Similkameen.

For the purposes of this Terms of Reference, the Environmental Conservation Service is
also known as the “South Okanagan Conservation Fund” or “the Fund”.

2, FUND PURPOSE

The South Okanagan Similkameen is biologically, a unique area of Canada. The RDOS
has the second highest number of species at risk of any other Regional District in BC as
well as the highest proportion of sensitive ecosystems.

Natural lands in both rural and urban areas filter our water, supply open spaces for wildlife
and people, and provide quality of life to communities. Unfortunately, these systems are
under stress. The current generation must take action now to ensure a healthy physical
environment for future generations.

The purpose of the Fund is to provide local financial support for projects that will contribute
to the conservation of our valuable natural areas; one step towards restoring and preserv-
ing a healthy environment. The intent is to provide funding for conservation projects that
are not the existing responsibility of the federal, provincial or local governments.
3. FUND ADMINISTRATION
3.1 RDOS Responsibility
The RDOS is responsible for maintaining the integrity of the Fund and retains the
responsibility for approval of all matters related thereto, including projects, pay-
ments, and financial audits of the Fund.

3.2 Consultant Responsibility

The RDOS may enter into agreement with a third party to be responsible for aspects
of administrative management of the fund for a fee for service.

3.3 Technical Advisory Committee
The RDOS may also appoint a Technical Advisory Committee to provide expertise

in the review and selection of projects or recipients of funds, as outlined in Appendix
2.

RDOS South Okanagan Conservation Fund - Terms of Reference
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Some of the top-mentioned public environmental concerns from RDOS
citizen and public opinion surveys include; water quality and quantity,

air quality, wildfires, preserving lands and parks, the loss of natural ar-
eas due to land conversion and development, population growth and
development, sprawl, and the loss or extinction of wildlife.

4, CONSERVATION THEMES AND GOALS
41 Themes

The themes for the Fund shall address top public environmental issues including:
conservation of water quality and quantity stewardship, (aquatic ecosystems, sur-
face and groundwater), protection, enhancement and restoration of sensitive ter-
restrial and aquatic ecosystems, wildlife species (including those at risk), and hab-
itat for native fish and wildlife.

These themes are based on market research done in RDOS community surveys
(2010, 2012, and 2014) and SOSCP opinion polling (2004 and 2008) to identify
what residents value in the RDOS region. Themes are also consistent with the Bi-
odiversity Conservation Strategy Keeping Nature in Our Future.

4.2 Targets

Projects that can demonstrate a reduction of a known threat to a biodiversity target
will be given priority (see Appendix 1 for a list of ineligible projects). Projects on all
land tenure types will be considered. The biodiversity targets are:

e Sensitive Ecosystems as defined by Provincial SEI classifications and predom-
inantly occurring in the valley bottom <1200m in elevation®.

o0 Riparian, foreshore and water bodies including gullies, creeks, rivers,

ponds, lakes, marshes and swamps;

0 Wetlands both permanent and ephemeral including wet meadows,
marshes, swamps and shallow open water areas including ponds
Grasslands and shrub-steppe
Sparsely Vegetated rock outcrops, talus, cliffs and slopes;

Broadleaf & coniferous woodlands and old forests;
Other important ecosystems such as mature forest and Season-
ally Flooded Fields; and,
0 *Exception is high elevation alpine areas. These are to be in-
cluded.
Watersheds at important source water protection areas.
Connectivity for natural areas and wildlife corridors.
Native fish and wildlife habitat including for species at risk.
Urban and rural wild-land interface areas.

O O0OO0O0

4.3 Classification Scheme

The aim is to “think globally; act locally.” The framework for Technical Review (see
Appendix 2) will be based on the International Union for the Conservation of Nature
(IUCN) classification of direct threats. The value of this classification scheme is to
provide nomenclature for practitioners world-wide to describe the common prob-
lems they are facing and solutions they are using in a mutually intelligible way. The

RDOS South Okanagan Conservation Fund - Terms of Reference
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issues outlined below are those that currently have the highest relevance to the
area around RDOS. This is only a partial list and other IUCN threats will be consid-
ered in evaluating proposals:

@)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

()

9)

(h)

Residential and Commercial Development
Development activity continues to lead to conversion and fragmentation of
important habitats and greater demands on water.

Climate Change

Climate change will have a dramatic influence on Okanagan ecosystems over
the next 20 years. Higher summer and winter temperatures, declining moun-
tain snowpack, reduced snowfall, long dry summers, and sudden heavy rains
are just some of the changes. These changes will have a dramatic impact on
fire regimes, geo-hazards and flooding, river flow, water availability, plant dis-
tribution, and wildlife populations.

Terrestrial and Aquatic Invasive Species

When natural areas are disturbed there is often an opportunity for invasive
species to flourish. Invasive species, both terrestrial and aquatic, can disrupt
natural ecological processes as there are often no natural agents present to
keep these species in check. Invasive species can affect fish and wildlife hab-
itat, range values, food security, and timberland.

Natural System Modifications (Fire maintained ecosystems, Dams and
Water Management and Use)

When natural systems are modified such as through fire suppression, or non-
ecological fireproofing or hydrological flow regimes altered, the ecological
degradation and loss of biological diversity can we widespread.

Transportation and Service Corridors

Wildlife mortality and habitat fragmentation are direct consequences of road
corridors. These corridors are concentrated in valley bottoms and traffic vol-
umes are increasing over time thereby increasing the risk.

Human Intrusions and Disturbance (Recreational Activity)

Recreational activity, particularly increasing off-road activity, can lead to a
range of impacts including soil compaction, erosion, spread of invasive plants,
and disturbance to wildlife.

Agriculture and Aquaculture

Threats from farming and ranching as a result of agricultural expansion and
intensification, can lead to loss of important ecosystem and wildlife habitat,
soil compaction, spread of invasive plants, human health issues with surface
and groundwater.

Biological Resource Use

Harvesting trees and other woody vegetation for timber, fibre, or fuel can have
an impact on ecosystems, wildlife habitat, surface and groundwater, including
soil compaction, erosion, spread of invasive plants and disturbance to wildlife.

RDOS South Okanagan Conservation Fund - Terms of Reference
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5. GUIDING PRINCIPLES

To best support the most effective projects, the guiding principles of the Conservation
Framework for British Columbia will be followed:

e Acting sooner — before species and ecosystems are at risk.
Acting smarter — priority setting is science-based; the results move us from reactive
conservation to prevention using appropriate management actions.

e Acting together — coordinated and inclusive action.

e Investing more wisely — align conservation investments, priorities, and actions
among conservation partners and stakeholders.

Guiding Principles of the Biodiversity Conservation Strategy- Keeping Nature
in Our Future

Protect core habitat areas.
Connect habitat areas.

Protect a matrix of lands outside core areas and corridors.
Maintain diversity of ecosystems, species and genetics.
Think regionally and share responsibility.

Practice the precautionary principle.

The following guiding principles will also be used with respect to the Fund:

e Projects that fall into the existing responsibilities of federal, provincial or local
governments will not be eligible for funding.

o The review process will be as simple as possible, particularly with the recognition that
a relatively small Fund is being administered.

¢ Projects will be ranked on technical soundness, technical effectiveness, and value
for money.

e Projects will initially be ranked based on technical merit, regardless of where they oc-
cur within the participating area. Subsequently, regional equity may be considered in
decision-making

e Only highly ranked projects will be funded. If there are not enough high quality pro-
jects in any given year, funds will be carried forward to future years.

e Changes to program design will be considered as more is learned about the needs
of the areas, provided always that the goals of the Fund are still met.

6. TIMELINES

6.1 General Projects

Call for proposals — September
RDOS administrative review— October
Technical review — October

RDOS final approval — November

RDOS South Okanagan Conservation Fund - Terms of Reference
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e Successful applicants advised and informed — January
Contribution Agreements between the RDOS and applicants are finalized —
February

e Interim Report Due — September

o Final Report Due — February

6.2 Land Securement Projects
Land acquisition or covenant proposals may be submitted at any time during the
year provided there is sufficient time for the Technical Advisory Committee and
RDOS to review the proposals. All securement proposals will be treated as confi-
dential unless other specific arrangements have been approved by all parties.

7. GOVERNANCE
The governance model is based on three guiding principles:

1. This is a tax-based fund; therefore, in the decision-making process, taxpayers will be
represented through their elected officials.

2. The Fund was created to provide a conservation service. Technical merit is of utmost
importance to determine which projects are supported.

3. There is a relatively small amount of annual funding available and it is important to
design a simple, cost effective decision-making structure.

The governance model may be modified as necessary to accommodate the goals of the
Fund. A two-tiered process may be employed, with a Technical Advisory Committee (see
Appendix 2) making recommendations to the RDOS.

The RDOS may appoint a Technical Advisory Committee based on nominations or appli-
cations received in response to an open call to fill a vacancy. Five to seven committee
members may be selected with a maximum term of three years. Some members may be
asked to serve for only one or two year terms to ensure membership continuity in each
year. The RDOS will base any appointment of members to a Technical Advisory Commit-
tee on qualification criteria found in Appendix 2. The Technical Advisory Committee shall
follow the Conflict of Interest Guidelines defined in the Local Government Act.

8. FUND DESIGN

(1) A call for project proposals will be issued annually (September).

(2)  Funds will be dispersed based on responses to calls for proposals. Any funds not
dispersed shall be carried forward to the next fiscal year.

(3) Projects must be in the Fund participating areas.

(4)  Multi-year projects are acceptable to a maximum of three years. Multi-year projects
will require annual funding approval and will be subject to oversight by the Technical
Advisory Committee to ensure they are on track.

(5) Projects must address IUCN threats to biodiversity targets and fall into at least one
theme area (see Section 4).

(6) Proponents must be an incorporated non-profit society in good standing or must
partner with an organization that has registered society status.

RDOS South Okanagan Conservation Fund - Terms of Reference
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(7)  Project evaluation by the Technical Advisory Committee includes consideration of
conservation value for money.

(8) Proposals should reflect continuity with the Biodiversity Conservation Strategy
Keeping Nature in Our Future.

(9) If invited, proponents must be prepared to make a 10-minute presentation to the
Technical Advisory Committee or the RDOS on the outcomes of their projects on
an annual basis, in addition to submitting written interim and final reports.

(10) Proponents will receive 70% of the grant upon signing a contribution agreement
and 30% upon completion of the approved final report.

(11) All financial changes to a workplan must be approved by the RDOS, upon recom-
mendation from the Technical Advisory Committee.
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RDOS CONSERVATION FUND

TERMS OF REFERENCE

APPENDIX 1
INELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES

The following types of projects will not be considered for funding:

a)
b

~—

c
d

(
(
(
(
(e)
(
(
(
(

~

)
9)
h)
i)
)

[

Existing federal, provincial or local government responsibilities;
Capacity building or operating only expenses for organizations;
Projects with recreational benefits only;

Community infrastructure services;

Lobbying or advocacy initiatives;

Wildlife feeding programs;

Non-applied research (research not related to a conservation action goal);
Training costs for contractors;

Enforcement activities;

Fish rearing, farming, stocking or hatchery projects;
*Rehabilitation, captive breeding or control of wildlife species;
*Mapping only projects;

*Inventory only projects;

*Planning only projects;

*Education only projects;

Fishing and hunting tour or curriculum guides;

Information projects on regulations or stocking;

Conferences;

Production or sponsorship of commercial programs;
*Interpretive services;

*Creation or management of electronic databases, websites or file systems.

*These activities will be considered if they are part of an eligible project that will lead to ‘on-the-
ground’ implementation or if they provide knowledge which is vital to achieving the overall objec-
tives of the Fund.
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SOUTH OKANAGAN CONSERVATION FUND

TERMS OF REFERENCE

APPENDIX 2

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

1. PURPOSE

The purpose of the Technical Advisory Committee (“the Committee”) is to ensure that:

(a)

(b)
(c)

All proposals to the Fund receive a sound technical review based on a fair assessment
of merit and project effectiveness;

There is a high level of accountability in the review process; and

Recommended lists of technically appropriate proposals are provided to the RDOS.

2. COMPOSITION

The Committee will be comprised of five to seven members with expertise in each theme
area of hydrology, ecology, conservation biology, ecosystems (sensitive terrestrial and
aquatic ecosystems, management, enhancement and restoration), restoration and en-
hancement of habitat, fish and wildlife conservation including species at risk. To ensure
consistency and continuity, some members may be asked to serve on the Committee in
consecutive years. Quorum for the Technical Advisory Committee shall be 3.

3. PROPOSAL RANKING GUIDELINES

(a)

(b)
(c)

(d)
(e)
(f)

9
(h)

Each proposal will be independently reviewed by each Committee member and be
rated on what is submitted by the proponent.

The Committee will only review proposals on their technical merit and effectiveness.
Experts in fields related to the activities within proposals may be consulted as neces-
sary.

Each proposal will be discussed collectively and Committee members will have an op-
portunity to change their scores based on input from other members.

Scores from each Committee member will be used to determine the final evaluation
score for the proposal. The proposals will be ranked from highest to lowest score.
New funding proposals will be rated on whether they meet the Fund criteria and if the
project should be considered for funding. For continuing projects, ratings will be based
on whether the project should be continued.

The Committee chair will sign the ranked list and the Committee’s comments will then
be forwarded to the RDOS in a summary report.

The consultant retained by the RDOS to oversee the administrative management will
participate in the technical review process, but will not rank proposals or influence the
TAC; will provide additional file information as requested by the Committee members
before and at review meetings; and will be available to answer questions from the
RDOS on behalf of the Committee.
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4.

TECHNICAL EVALUATION CRITERIA

4.1

New Projects

@)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Feasibility (i.e., is the project doable — Yes or No)

Is the overall proposal well written?

Are the objectives clearly defined?

Are the techniques and methods proposed the most appropriate ones to
address the threat?

Does the proponent clearly understand the challenges they may face in
completing the project?

Has the proponent demonstrated that the project will be able to overcome
these challenges?

Are the proposed timelines reasonable?

Do the proponents have the capacity to deliver the project?

If applicable, are plans in place to get required permits or authorizations?
Have any possible negative implications or effects on other targets been
identified and minimized?

YVVVYV VYV VYV VVYV

Based on the answers to the above questions, rank the feasibility of the project
from 0-10 with 10 being the highest ranking.

Cost Effectiveness (Yes or No)

» Is there value for the funding being requested?

> Are the benefits as described in the proposal in line with the cost of the
project?

» Are the project budget and in-kind rates realistic?

Based on the answers to the above questions, rank the cost effectiveness of
the project from 0-5 with 5 being the highest ranking.

Outside Participation / Cost Sharing (Yes or No)

» Do the proposed activities involve other agencies and organizations?
» Does the project leverage funds from other sources?

Based on the answers to the above questions, rank the leverage potential of
the project from 0-5 with 5 being the highest ranking.

Project Effectiveness (i.e., is the project worth doing?)

» Isthere a clearly demonstrated ability for the results of this project to reduce
an identified threat (IUCN) to a biodiversity target?

Is the project outside of the realm of regular government responsibilities?
Is the project rationale science-based and do the results move us from re-
active conservation to prevention using appropriate management actions?
Does the project build on conservation measures from relevant strategies
including Keeping Nature in our Future?

Does the project align conservation investments, priorities, and actions
among conservation partners and stakeholders?

vV VYV VYV
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> Is there an evaluation of project benefit or other measurables or indicators
identified in the proposal?

» Is there a clearly described extension component of the project (e.g., com-
municating results to the community, resource managers, workshops, re-
ports, presentations, etc.)?

Based on the answers to the above questions, rank the effectiveness of the
project from 0-20 with 20 being the highest ranking.

(e) Other Comments

» Are there any other technical concerns?
» Are there any technical conditions to funding?
> Are there any other general comments from reviewers?

4.2 Continuing Projects

Each Committee member answers Yes or No to the following criteria and on whether
the project should continue to be funded. Continuing projects have undergone an
extensive review to receive original approval; therefore, no evaluation score is
needed.

(a) Progress to Date

» Has there been satisfactory progress to date in terms of the project’s
scheduled activities?

» Does the proposal build on past accomplishments?

» If difficulties arose in the previous or current year, will they affect proposal
activities?

» Should the proposal be modified to address any problems arising from the
previous year?

» Are any budget changes justified?

(b) Overall Evaluation

» Should the project continue to be funded?
» Are there any conditions to continued funding?
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SOUTH OKANAGAN CONSERVATION FUND
TERMS OF REFERENCE
APPENDIX 3

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
CONFLICT OF INTEREST GUIDELINES

1. GENERAL GUIDELINES

(a) Technical Advisory Committee (“Committee”) members will act at all times with honesty
and in good faith, for the public interest.

(b) The conduct and language of Committee members will be free from any discrimination
or harassment prohibited by the Human Rights Code of Canada.

(c) The conduct of Committee members will reflect social standards of courtesy, respect,
and dignity.

2.  CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION

(a) Committee members will not reveal or divulge confidential information (defined as that
which cannot be obtained from other sources) received in the course of Committee
duties.

(b) Confidential information must not be used for any purposes outside that of undertaking
the work of the Committee.

3. DUTY TO INFORM

(a) Committee members will disclose any perceived or real conflict of interest which may
have a negative or harmful effect on their ability to perform the duties required of the
appointment or the reputation of the Committee. The member will advise all other
members and staff, in writing (email accepted), well in advance of the Committee meet-
ing: (a) that there is a potential conflict; (b) the nature and scope of the conflict; and (c)
the specific project to which the conflict may apply.

(b) Upon disclosure of any conflict, the Committee member shall leave the meeting during
the discussion of such proposals.

4. STATEMENT OF INTENT

(a) Participation in Committee work should not result in any personal or private financial or
other substantive gain.

(b) Members of the Committee will avoid any conflict of interest that may impair or impugn
the independence, integrity or impartiality of the RDOS.

(c) There shall be no apprehension of bias based on what a reasonably knowledgeable
and informed observer might perceive of the actions of the Committee or the actions of
an individual member of the Committee.
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5. PRACTICAL CONSIDERATION IN DETERMINING CONFLICT

(a) Activities undertaken as a citizen must be kept separate and distinct from any respon-
sibilities held as a member of the Committee.

(b) Activities undertaken as a Committee member must be kept separate and distinct from
other activities as a citizen.

(c) Other memberships, directorships, voluntary or paid positions, or affiliations remain dis-
tinct from work undertaken in the course of Committee work.

(d) Committee members will not assist anyone in their dealings with the Committee if this
may result in advantageous treatment or the perception of advantageous treatment by
a reasonably knowledgeable and informed observer.

(e) Actions taken in the course of Committee duties can neither cause nor suggest to a
reasonably knowledgeable and informed observer that members’ ability to exercise
those duties has or could be affected by private gain or interest.

(f) All personal financial interests, assets, and holdings must be kept distinct from and
independent of any decision, information or other matter that may be heard by or acted
upon by the Committee.

(g) Personal employment shall not be dependent on any decision, information or other
matter that may be heard by or acted upon by the Committee. If such a situation arises,
Committee members must disclose to the Committee any involvement in a proposal or
issue before the proposal or issue is discussed by the Committee. Members will leave
the meeting during discussion of the project.

DECLARATION

| hereby acknowledge that | have read and considered the conflict of interest guidelines for Tech-
nical Advisory Committee members of the South Okanagan Conservation Fund and agree to
conduct myself in accordance with these guidelines.

Name of Committee Member (print)

Signature of Committee Member

Date Signed

RDOS South Okanagan Conservation Fund - Terms of Reference
APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS June 1, 2017 Page 14 of 14



RDOS

REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN

OKAHAGAN-
BOARD of DIRECTORS MEETING SIMILKAMEEN
Thursday, December 19, 2019
1:00 pm

REGULAR AGENDA

APPROVAL OF AGENDA
RECOMMENDATION 1 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)
THAT the Agenda for the RDOS Board Meeting of December 19, 2019 be adopted.

1. Consent Agenda — Corporate Issues

a.

Naramata Parks & Recreation Commission — October 28, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the October 28, 2019 Naramata Parks & Recreation
Commission be received.

Electoral Area “I” Advisory Planning Commission — November 20, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the November 20, 2019 Electoral Area “I” Advisory Planning
Commission be received.

Electoral Area “F” Advisory Planning Commission — November 25, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the November 25, 2019 Electoral Area “F” Advisory Planning
Commission be received.

. Community Services Committee — December 5, 2019

THAT the Minutes of the December 5, 2019 Community Services Committee
meeting be received.

Corporate Services Committee — December 5, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the December 5, 2019 Corporate Services Committee
meeting be received.

Environment and Infrastructure Committee — December 5, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the December 5, 2019 Environment and Infrastructure
Committee meeting be received.

Planning and Development Committee — December 5, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the December 5, 2019 Planning and Development
Committee meeting be received.

. Protective Services Committee — December 5, 2019

THAT the Minutes of the December 5, 2019 Protective Services Committee
meeting be received.
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i. Parks and Recreation Commission Appointments
THAT the Board of Directors appoint the members as noted in the report dated
December 19, 2019 from CAO Newell.

j. RDOS Regular Board Meeting — November 21, 2019
THAT the minutes of the November 21, 2019 RDOS Regular Board meeting be
adopted as amended to correct the recommendation for Development Services
Item D.1.

k. RDOS Regular Board Meeting — December 5, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the December 5, 2019 RDOS Regular Board meeting be
received.

RECOMMENDATION 2 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)
THAT the Consent Agenda — Corporate Issues be adopted.

2. Consent Agenda — Development Services
a. Development Variance Permit Application — 445 Eastview Road, Electoral
Area “I”
i. Permit
il. Representation
THAT the Board of Directors approve Development Variance Permit No.
12019.033-DVP.

RECOMMENDATION 3 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)
THAT the Consent Agenda — Development Services be adopted.

B. DEVELOPMENT SERVICES - Building Inspection

1. Building Bylaw No. 2333 and 2805 Infraction — 1005 Bullmoose Trail, Electoral
Area “A”

RECOMMENDATION 4 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

THAT a Section 302 Notice on Title, pursuant to Section 302 of the Local
Government Act and Section 57 of the Community Charter (made applicable to
Regional Districts by Section 302 of the LGA), be filed against the title of lands
described as Lot 1, District Lot 2709 Plan KAP92010, SDYD, that certain works have
been undertaken on the lands contrary to the Regional District Okanagan-
Similkameen Building Bylaw No. 2333 and No. 2805; and

THAT injunctive action be commenced.
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2. Building Bylaw No. 2333 and 2805 Infraction — 1205 Maple Street, Electoral
Area “D”

RECOMMENDATION 5 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

THAT a Section 302 Notice on Title, pursuant to Section 302 of the Local
Government Act and Section 57 of the Community Charter (made applicable to
Regional Districts by Section 302 of the LGA), be filed against the title of lands
described as Lot O, District Lot 374, Plan 1501, SDYD, that certain works have been
undertaken on the lands contrary to the Regional District Okanagan-Similkameen
Building Bylaw No. 2333 and No. 2805; and

THAT injunctive action be commenced.

3. Building Bylaw No. 2333 and 2805 Infraction — 215 Link Lake Rd, Electoral
Area “H”

RECOMMENDATION 6 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

THAT a Section 302 Notice on Title, pursuant to Section 302 of the Local
Government Act and Section 57 of the Community Charter (made applicable to
Regional Districts by Section 302 of the LGA), be filed against the title of lands
described as Lot O, District Lot 374, Plan 1501, SDYD, that certain works have been
undertaken on the lands contrary to the Regional District Okanagan-Similkameen
Building Bylaw No. 2333 and No. 2805; and

THAT injunctive action be commenced.

4. Building Bylaw No. 2333 and 2805 Infraction — 281 Clearview Rd, Electoral
Area “I”

RECOMMENDATION 7 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

THAT a Section 302 Notice on Title, pursuant to Section 302 of the Local
Government Act and Section 57 of the Community Charter (made applicable to
Regional Districts by Section 302 of the LGA), be filed against the title of lands
described as Lot O, District Lot 374, Plan 1501, SDYD, that certain works have been
undertaken on the lands contrary to the Regional District Okanagan-Similkameen
Building Bylaw No. 2333 and No. 2805; and

THAT injunctive action be commenced.
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C. DEVELOPMENT SERVICES - Rural Land Use Matters

1. Agricultural Land Commission Referral (ALR Exclusion) — 15811 — 89 Street,
Electoral Area “A”
a. Representation

RECOMMENDATION 8 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)

THAT the RDOS Board not “authorize” the application to exclude a 0.899 ha parcel
located at 15811 89th Street (Lot A, Plan KAP68381, DLs 2450s and 3450s, SDYD) to
proceed to the Agricultural Land Commission.

2. Floodplain Exemption Application — 1813 Willowbrook Road, Electoral Area “C”
a. Assessment

RECOMMENDATION 9 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)
THAT the Board of Directors approve a floodplain exemption for Lot 1, Plan
KAP10647, Section 25 36, SDYD, in order to permit the development of an
educational facility consisting of a school building and staff accommodation building
below and within the flood construction level of Victoria Creek, subject to the
following condition:
1) astatutory covenant is registered on title in order to:
a) “save harmless” the Regional District against any damages as a result of a
flood occurrence; and
b)  secure the recommendations contained within the flood hazard
assessment report, dated October 9, 2019, prepared by Wendy Yao (P.Eng.)
of Aplin & Martin Consultants Ltd.

3. Park Land Dedication Policy
a. Policy

RECOMMENDATION 10 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)
THAT the Park Land Dedication Policy, dated December 19, 2019, be adopted; and,

THAT the Park Land Dedication Policy adopted July 8, 2010 be rescinded.

4. Zoning Bylaw Amendment — 48 Savanna Road, Electoral Area “F”
a. Bylaw No. 2461.13
b. Representation

RECOMMENDATION 11 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)
THAT Bylaw No. 2461.13, 2019, Electoral Area “F” Zoning Amendment Bylaw be read
a first and second time and proceed to public hearing.



Board of Directors Agenda — Regular -5- December 19, 2019

RECOMMENDATION 12 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)
THAT the holding of the public hearing be delegated to Director Gettens, or their
delegate; and,

THAT staff schedule the date, time, and place of the public hearing in consultation
with Director Gettens; and

THAT staff give notice of the public hearing in accordance with the requirements of
the Local Government Act.

5. Official Community Plan & Zoning Bylaw Amendment — Residential Zone Update
(Phase 1) Electoral Areas “A”, “C”, “D”, “E”, “F” & “I”
a. Bylaw No. 2804
b. Representation

RECOMMENDATION 13 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)

THAT Bylaw No. 2804, 2019, Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Residential
Zone Update (Phase 1) Zoning Amendment Bylaw be read a first and second time
and proceed to public hearing; and,

THAT the Board of Directors considers the process, as outlined in this report from
the Chief Administrative Officer dated December 19, 2019, to be appropriate
consultation for the purpose of Section 475 of the Local Government Act; and,

THAT, in accordance with Section 477 of the Local Government Act, the Board of
Directors has considered Amendment Bylaw No. 2804, 2019, in conjunction with its
Financial and applicable Waste Management Plans; and,

THAT the holding of a public hearing be scheduled for the Regional District Board
meeting of January 23, 2020; and,

THAT staff give notice of the public hearing in accordance with the requirements of
the Local Government Act.

6. Official Community Plan (OCP) & Zoning Bylaw Amendment — 1612 Highway 97,
Electoral Area “D”
a. Bylaw No. 2603.19
b. Bylaw No. 2455.41

RECOMMENDATION 14 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)

THAT Bylaw No. 2603.19, Electoral Area “D” Official Community Plan Amendment
Bylaw and Bylaw No. 2455.41, 2019, Electoral Area “D” Zoning Amendment Bylaw
be adopted.
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7. Early Termination of Land Use Contract No. LU-1-F — 461 North Beach Road,
Electoral Area “F”
a. Bylaw No. 2790.01
b. Bylaw No. 2461.12
c. Public Hearing Report — December 10, 2019
d. Representation

RECOMMENDATION 15 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)

THAT Bylaw No. 2790.01, 2019, Electoral Area “F” Official Community Plan
Amendment Bylaw and Bylaw No. 2461.12, 2019, Electoral Area “F” Zoning
Amendment Bylaw be read a third time.

8. CAO Delegation Bylaw and Development Procedures Bylaw Update
Delegation of Development Permits — Approvals, Amendments, Cancellation
a. Bylaw No. 2793.01
b. Bylaw No. 2500.12

RECOMMENDATION 16 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — 2/3 Majority)

THAT Amendment Bylaw No. 2793.01, 2019, Regional District of Okanagan-
Similkameen CAO Delegation Bylaw and Amendment Bylaw No. 2500.12, 2019,
Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Development Procedures Bylaw, be read
a first, second and third time and be adopted.

D. PUBLIC WORKS
1. Request for support to apply to Habitat Conservation Trust Fund of BC

RECOMMENDATION 17 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)
THAT the Regional District submit a multi-year application to the Habitat
Conservation Trust Fund (HCTF) to support the revitalization of the Max Lake
Covenant area in Electoral Area “F”.

E. COMMUNITY SERVICES
1. Kaleden Community Hall - 5 Year Lease
RECOMMENDATION 18 (Weighted Corporate Vote — Majority)

THAT the Regional District renew the agreement with the Kaleden Community
Association to lease the Community Hall for a 5-year term.
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2. Award of Osoyoos Lakefront Park Public Washroom Project
a. SitePlan
b. Washroom Design

RECOMMENDATION 19 (Weighted Corporate Vote — Majority)

THAT the contract to construct the “Osoyoos Lakefront Park Public Washroom” be
awarded to Sterling Okanagan Builders up to the amount of $96,133.29 exclusive of
GST;

F. FINANCE

1. Contribution toward Parkland Acquisition
a. Bylaw No. 2883

RECOMMENDATION 20 (Weighted Corporate Vote — 2/3 Majority)

THAT Bylaw No0.2883, 2019, Electoral Area “H” Community Facilities Capital Reserve
Fund Expenditure Bylaw authorizing the expenditure of $200,000 towards the
purchase of conservation lands by the Nature Trust of BC be read a first, second and
third time and be adopted.

G. LEGISLATIVE SERVICES

1. Compensation Increase for Elected Officials
a. UBCM Council and Board Remuneration Guide

This item was endorsed at the December 5, 2019 Corporate Services Committee
meeting and requires approval by Corporate vote.

RECOMMENDATION 21 (Weighted Corporate Vote — Majority)

THAT the Board of Directors approve the 11.9% compensation increase
recommendation from the independent Elected Officials Compensation Review
Committee as a result of the elimination of the one third non-taxable allowance.

H. CAO REPORTS

1. Verbal Update
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OTHER BUSINESS

1. Chair’s Report

2. Board Representation

a.

®Poo0oT

- T -

BC Grape Growers Association and Starling Control — Bush, Monteith (Alternate)
Intergovernmental Indigenous Joint Council - Kozakevich, Bauer, Pendergraft
Municipal Finance Authority — Kozakevich (Chair), Bauer (Vice Chair, Alternate)
Municipal Insurance Association — Kozakevich (Chair), Bauer (Vice Chair, Alternate)

Okanagan Basin Water Board - McKortoff, Boot, Knodel, Pendergraft (Alternate to McKortoff),
Holmes (Alternate to Boot), Monteith (Alternate to Knodel)

i. November 2019

il. December 2019

Okanagan Film Commission — Gettens, Holmes (Alternate)

Okanagan Regional Library — Kozakevich, Roberts (Alternate)
Okanagan-Kootenay Sterile Insect Release Board — Bush, Knodel (Alternate)

South Okanagan Similkameen Fire Chief Association - Pendergraft, Knodel, Monteith,
Obirek, Roberts

South Okanagan Similkameen Rural Healthcare Community Coalition (formerly
Developing Sustainable Rural Practice Communities) — McKortoff, Bauer (Alternate)

Southern Interior Municipal Employers Association — Knodel, Kozakevich (Alternate)
UBCO Water Research - Chair Advisory Committee — Holmes, Bauer (Alternate)

3. Directors Motions

4. Board Members Verbal Update

J.

CLOSED SESSION — LABOUR RELATIONS

RECOMMENDATION 22 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

THAT in accordance with Section (90)(1)(c)(g)(i) and (I) of the Community Charter,
the Board close the meeting to the public on the basis of labour relations or other
employee relations; litigation or potential litigation affecting the regional district;
the receipt of advice that is subject to solicitor-client privilege, including
communications necessary for that purpose; and discussions with municipal officers
and employees respecting municipal objectives, measures and progress reports for
the purposes of preparing an annual report under section 98 [annual municipal
report].

K.

ADJOURNMENT
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MINUTES

rRDOS Naramata Parks & Recreation Commission

OKANAGAN: Monday October 28, 2019 at 6:30 p.m.

SIMILKAMEEN Naramata Fire Hall
Members Dennis Smith (Chair), Maureen Balcaen, Nicole Verpaelst,
Present: Bob Coulter, Jeff Gagnon, Jacqueline Duncan
Absent: Lyle Resh, Richard Roskell

Area ‘E’ Director: Karla Kozakevich (RDOS Area “E’ Director)

Staff & Augusto Romero (RDOS Recreation Manager), Adrienne

Contractors: Fedrigo (NPR Recreation Coordinator), Justin
Shuttleworth (RDOS Parks and Facilities Manager),
Heather Lemieux (Recording Secretary) via transcription

Guests: None
Delegations: Heather Romero, (Vice President, Naramata Parent
Advisory Committee)

1. Approval of Agenda — Added delegation to 3.1 Naramata Parent Advisory
Committee.

RECOMMENDATION

IT WAS MOVED AND SECONDED

That the Agenda for the Naramata Parks & Recreation Meeting of October 28, 2019
be adopted as amended and all presentations and reports be received.

CARRIED

2. Approval of Last Meeting Minutes — September 23, 2019

RECOMMENDATION

IT WAS MOVED AND SECONDED

That the minutes for the Naramata Parks & Recreation Meeting of September 23,
2019 be adopted as presented.

CARRIED

3. Correspondence/Delegations

3.1. Naramata Parent Advisory Committee — Heather Romero, (Vice-President,
PAC) extended thanks for past support received by the NPR. The PAC requests a
grant for $7,000 to support recreation programs for 2020.

Minutes of the Naramata Parks and Recreation Commission Meeting of October 28, 2019
Page 1 of 3
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REGIONAL DISTRICT

RIDOS

OKANAGAN-
SIMILKAMEEN

MINUTES

Naramata Parks & Recreation Commission

Monday October 28, 2019 at 6:30 p.m.
Naramata Fire Hall

RDOS Director Report — Karla Kozakevich (RDOS Area ‘E’ Director), reported:

4.1. Manitou Park — The ICIP grant is still being considered as the province will
formally release an update on the grant status. ONGOING

4.2. Wharf Park — A public consultation is underway by MOTi for the 1st Street
closure.

4.3. Naramata Centre — A community building meeting is being planned to discuss
facilities and building assessments.

ACTION — Karla Kozakevich to send Naramata Centre meeting details to Jeff
Gagnon and Adrienne Fedrigo.

RDOS Staff Reports — Justin Shuttleworth (RDOS Parks and Facilities Manager)
reported:

5.1. 2020 Budget — The 2020 budget has been submitted for RDOS Board review.

5.2. 2020 Projects — Discussed Manitou Park, Wharf Park and Spirit Park project
planning and timelines. Creek Park planning is underway.

5.3. 2019 Tree Planting — New trees have been planted. Discussed number of
invasive Siberian elm trees in parks, along roads and removal plans.

Recreation Coordinator Report — Adrienne Fedrigo (NPR Recreation Coordinator)
reported:

6.1. Programs and Events — Updated on fall recreation programs.

6.2. Age-friendly — Grant opportunity is being looked into with the Old Age
Pensioners Society.

6.3. Winter Light-up — Event planning is underway. Discussed lights and electrical
connection and access locations.

Commission Member Reports
7.1. Woodwackers Report — Lyle Resh absent.

7.2. Park Contractor Liaison Report — Maureen Balcaen, reported that Jordan
Taylor (Parks Maintenance Contractor) has been busy winterizing irrigation and

Minutes of the Naramata Parks and Recreation Commission Meeting of October 28, 2019
Page 2 of 3



|

MINUTES

RIDOS Naramata Parks & Recreation Commission
OKANAGAN. Monday October 28, 2019 at 6:30 p.m.
SIMILKAMEEN

Naramata Fire Hall

washrooms in the parks.

8. Business Arising

8.1. Three Blind Mice Trail - Statement of Interest discussion — Richard Roskell
has contacted the RDOS about process of expressing interest in retaining and
possibly expanding the trail’s access points.

ONGOING

8.2. Manitou Stump Removal — Discussed options to replace stumps, possibly
installing fencing or boulders.

ACTION — Dennis Smith to look into costs of stump grinding and removal.

RECOMMENDATION
IT WAS MOVED AND SECONDED

THAT up to $7,000 be spent on stump removal and a rock barrier along Old Main
Road in Manitou Park.

CARRIED

8.3. Naramata Parent Advisory Committee — Grant request discussion. More
information is requested by the NPR about what activities school district

funding covers and finding out the status of the last grant cheque. Deferred
decision to the next NPR meeting.

9. Adjournment — 8:18 p.m.

NEXT MEETING: Next NPR Meeting

November 25, 2019 at 6:30 p.m.
Q\
\.\ AN

Naramata Fire Hall
Recreation Commission, Dennis Smith

Y

Recording Secgtla/—rg Heather Lemieux, via transcription

Minutes of the Naramata Parks and Recreation Commission Meeting of October 28, 2019
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Minutes

RDOS Electoral Area ‘I’ Advisory Planning Commission
OKANAGAN- Meeting of Wednesday, November, 20th, 2019
SIMILKAMEEN Kaleden Community Hall, 320 Lakehill Road, Kaleden, BC

Present: Subrina Monteith, Director, Electoral Area “I”

Members: Adele Dewar, Chair, Darlene Bailey, Vice-Chair, Bob Handfield, Doreen Olson,
Bruce Shepherd, Mike Gane, Sandie Wilson, John Davis

Absent: Christopher Struthers
Staff: Christopher Garrish, Planning Manager
Recording Secretary:

Delegates: Denis Gaudy, Leslie Roos, Pinky Bates, Tony Maderia,

1. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 5:30 p.m.

2. ADOPTION OF AGENDA

MOTION
It was Moved and Seconded that the Agenda be adopted.
Altered order of presentation to KVFD first.

CARRIED
3. APPROVAL OF PREVIOUS MEETING MINUTES
MOTION
It was Moved and Seconded that the Minutes of October 16, 2019 be adopted.
CARRIED

Minutes of the Electoral Area ‘I’ Advisory Planning Commission Meeting of November 20, 2019
Page 1 of 2



4. DEVELOPMENT APPLICATIONS

4.1 105016.100 (12019.018-ZONE) — Zoning Bylaw Amendment Application
Delegates: RDOS
MOTION

It was Moved and Seconded that the APC recommends to the RDOS Board that the
proposed rezoning of the property at 257 Dogwood Avenue be approved.

CARRIED

4.2 Declared conflict of Interest - John Davis left the room at 5:47 pm due to conflict of
interest

102807.866 (12019.032-DVP) — Development Variance Permit Application

Delegates: Johnston, James & Janice / Seddon, Jason & Sherie-lynn

Discussion

Staff presented the report and applicant added hardship of design from triplex to duplex.
MOTION

It was Moved and Seconded that the APC recommends to the RDOS Board that the subject
development application be approved.

CARRIED
5. REFERRALS
None
6. ADJOURNMENT
MOTION
It was Moved and Seconded that the meeting be adjourned at 5:57 pm.
CARRIED

Advisory Planning Commission Chair

Advisory Planning Commission Recording Secretary / minute taker

Minutes of the Electoral Area ‘I’ Advisory Planning Commission Meeting of November 20, 2019
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Minutes

Electoral Area ‘F’ Advisory Planning
= << Commission

Meeting of Monday, November 25, 2019 at 7:00
p.m.

OKANAGAN- Boardroom, Regional District Okanagan-
SIMILKAMEEN  sjmilkameen 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC

Present:

Members:  Brad Hillis (Chair), Mike Stokker, Margaret Holm, Gerry Lalonde, Don
Barron

Absent: Galina Pentecost, Rick Hatch (Vice Chair)

Staff: JoAnn Peachey (RDOS Planner 1)

Guests: Riley Gettens, (RDOS Area ‘F’ Director), 1 member of the public

Recording Secretary: Heather Lemieux, via transcription

Delegates: Keith Carlson

3.1

ADOPTION OF AGENDA

The meeting was called to order at 7:17 p.m. Quorum Present.

MOTION

It was Moved and Seconded THAT the Agenda be adopted as presented.
CARRIED

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

MOTION

It was Moved and Seconded by the APC THAT the Minutes of October 28,
2019, be approved.

CARRIED
DELEGATIONS

Bearfoot Acres for Zoning Bylaw Amendment Application F07214.000
(F2019.016-ZONE)

Minutes of the Electoral Area ‘F’ Advisory Planning Commission Meeting of November 25th, 2019
Page 1 of 2



4.1

6.1

DEVELOPMENT APPLICATIONS

F07214.000 (F2019.016-ZONE) - Zoning Bylaw Amendment Application
Administrative Report submitted by JoAnn Peachey, Planner 1

MOTION

It was Moved and Seconded in favour of Option 1. THAT the APC
recommends to the RDOS Board of Directors that the subject development
application be approved.

CARRIED
OTHER
None
ADJOURNMENT
MOTION
It was Moved and Seconded that the meeting be adjourned at 7:27 p.m.
CARRIED

Date of next meeting - January 27, 2020

Brad Hillis, Chair of the Area ‘F’ Advisory Planning Commission

XU

Advisory Plammlg Commission Recording Secretary / minute taker, via transcription

Minutes of the Electoral Area ‘F’ Advisory Planning Commission Meeting of November 25th, 2019
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approval by the Regional District Board e e
RDOS
REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN _, ...~
Community Services Committee SRR,
Thursday, December 5, 2019
1:40 pm

MINUTES

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Vice Chair R. Gettens, Electoral Area “F”
Director A. Holley, Alt. Village of Keremeos
Director J. Bloomfield, City of Penticton
Director R. Barkwill, Alt. District of Summerland
Director G. Bush, Electoral Area “B”

Director B. Coyne, Electoral Area “H”

Director S. Coyne, Town of Princeton

Director D. Holmes, District of Summerland

Director J. Kimberley, City of Penticton Director R.

Knodel, Electoral Area “C”

MEMBERS ABSENT:
Chair M. Bauer, Village of Keremeos

STAFF PRESENT:
B. Newell, chief Administrative Officer
C. Malden, Manager of Legislative Services

Director K. Kozakevich, Electoral Area “E”
Director S. McKortoff, Town of Osoyoos
Director S. Monteith, Electoral Area “I”
Director M. Pendergraft, Electoral Area “A”
Director R. Obirek, Electoral Area “D”
Director F. Regehr, City of Penticton
Director T. Roberts, Electoral Area “G”
Director J. Vassilaki, City of Penticton
Director P. Veintimilla, Town of Oliver

M. Woods, General Manager of Community Services

A. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
RECOMMENDATION 1
It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Agenda for the Community Services Committee Meeting of December 5, 2019

be adopted. - CARRIED




Community Services Committee -2- December 5, 2019

B. SOUTH OKANAGAN CREATIVE AND PERFORMING ARTS CENTRE —
LEIGHTON MCCARTHY, SOPAC CHAIR
Leighton McCarthy presented a report and reimbursed unused grant funds.
1. Presentation

C. ADJOURNMENT
By consensus, the Community Services Committee meeting adjourned at 1:56 pm.

APPROVED: CERTIFIED CORRECT:

M. Bauer B. Newell
Community Services Committee Chair Chief Administrative Officer
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ROOS
REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN ., ...~
Corporate Services Committee SRR,
Thursday, December 5, 2019
12:00 pm
MINUTES
MEMBERS PRESENT:
Chair K. Kozakevich, Electoral Area “E” Director R. Knodel, Electoral Area “C”
Vice Chair D. Holmes, District of Summerland Director S. McKortoff, Town of Osoyoos
Director A. Holley, Alt. Village of Keremeos Director S. Monteith, Electoral Area “I”
Director J. Bloomfield, City of Penticton Director M. Pendergraft, Electoral Area “A”
Director T. Boot, District of Summerland Director R. Obirek, Electoral Area “D”
Director G. Bush, Electoral Area “B” Director F. Regehr, City of Penticton
Director B. Coyne, Electoral Area “H” Director T. Roberts, Electoral Area “G”
Director S. Coyne, Town of Princeton Director J. Vassilaki, City of Penticton
Director R. Gettens, Electoral Area “F” Director P. Veintimilla, Town of Oliver

Director J. Kimberley, City of Penticton

MEMBERS ABSENT:
Director M. Bauer, Village of Keremeos

STAFF PRESENT:
B. Newell, chief Administrative Officer J. Kurvink, Manager of Finance
C. Malden, Manager of Legislative Services

A. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

RECOMMENDATION 1

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Agenda for the Corporate Services Committee Meeting of December 5, 2019
be adopted. - CARRIED




Corporate Services Committee -2- December 5, 2019

B.

ELECTED OFFICIALS COMPENSATION COMMITTEE
1. UBCM Council & Board Remuneration Guide

The Committee recommended an increase of 11.9%, effective January 1, 2020, to offset
the increased taxation as result of the elimination of the one third non-taxable
allowance.

RECOMMENDATION 2

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Board of Directors accept the recommendation of the independent Elected
Officials Compensation Review Committee. - CARRIED

Opposed: Directors Holmes, Monteith, Roberts

ADJOURNMENT
By consensus, the Corporate Services Committee meeting adjourned at 12:42 pm.

APPROVED: CERTIFIED CORRECT:

K. Kozakevich B. Newell
RDOS Board Chair Corporate Officer
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REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN

Environment and Infrastructure Committee SIFILEAMERN
Thursday, December 5, 2019

OKANAGAN-

1:57 pm

MINUTES

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Chair G. Bush, Electoral Area “B”

Vice Chair R. Gettens, Electoral Area “F”
Director A. Holley, Alt. Village of Keremeos
Director J. Bloomfield, City of Penticton
Director T. Boot, District of Summerland
Director B. Coyne, Electoral Area “H”
Director S. Coyne, Town of Princeton
Director D. Holmes, District of Summerland
Director J. Kimberley, City of Penticton
Director R. Knodel, Electoral Area “C”

MEMBERS ABSENT:
Director M. Bauer, Village of Keremeos

STAFF PRESENT:
B. Newell, chief Administrative Officer
C. Malden, Manager of Legislative Services

Director K. Kozakevich, Electoral Area “E”
Director S. McKortoff, Town of Osoyoos
Director S. Monteith, Electoral Area “I”
Director R. Obirek, Electoral Area “D”
Director M. Pendergraft, Electoral Area “A”
Director F. Regehr, City of Penticton
Director T. Roberts, Electoral Area “G”
Director J. Vassilaki, City of Penticton
Director P. Veintimilla, Town of Oliver

N. Webb, General Manager of Public Works

A. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
RECOMMENDATION 1
It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Agenda for the Environment and Infrastructure Committee Meeting of
December 5, 2019 be adopted. - CARRIED
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B. SAGE MESA OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT
1. Agreement
RECOMMENDATION 2
It was MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the Regional District approve the revised “Sage Mesa Water Operation and
Maintenance Agreement” with the Province and the Sage Mesa Water & Public Service
Co. Ltd. - CARRIED

C. ADJOURNMENT
By consensus, the Environment and Infrastructure Committee meeting adjourned at

2:02 pm.
APPROVED: CERTIFIED CORRECT:
G. Bush B. Newell

Committee Chair Chief Administrative Officer
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RDOS
REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN ., . xcxn.
Planning and Development Committee Sl
Thursday, December 5, 2019
12:43 pm
MEMBERS PRESENT:
Chair M. Pendergraft, Electoral Area “A” Director D. Holmes, District of Summerland
Vice Chair R. Knodel, Electoral Area “C” Director J. Kimberley, City of Penticton
Director A. Holley, Alt. Village of Keremeos Director S. McKortoff, Town of Osoyoos
Director R. Barkwill, Alt. Electoral Area “E” Director S. Monteith, Electoral Area “I”
Director J. Bloomfield, City of Penticton Director R. Obirek, Electoral Area “D”
Director T. Boot, District of Summerland Director F. Regehr, City of Penticton
Director G. Bush, Electoral Area “B” Director T. Roberts, Electoral Area “G”
Director B. Coyne, Electoral Area “H” Director J. Vassilaki, City of Penticton
Director S. Coyne, Town of Princeton Director P. Veintimilla, Town of Oliver
Director R. Gettens, Electoral Area “F”
MEMBERS ABSENT:
Director M. Bauer, Village of Keremeos
STAFF PRESENT:
B. Newell, chief Administrative Officer B. Dollevoet, General Manager of Development Services
C. Malden, Manager of Legislative Services C. Garrish, Manager of Planning

A. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

RECOMMENDATION 1

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Agenda for the Planning and Development Committee Meeting of December
5, 2019 be adopted. - CARRIED
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B.

PARK LAND DEDICATION POLICY

1. Policy Draft

2. APC Comments

3. Current Park Land Dedication Policy

RECOMMENDATION 2

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the draft Park Land Dedication Policy be forwarded to the Board for adoption. -
CARRIED

CAO DELEGATION BYLAW AND DEVELOPMENT PROCEDURES BYLAW UPDATE

1. Bylaw No. 2793.01

2. Bylaw No. 2500.12

RECOMMENDATION 3

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 2793.01, 2019, Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen CAO
Delegation Amendment Bylaw and Bylaw No. 2500.12, 2019, Regional District of
Okanagan-Similkameen Development Procedures Amendment Bylaw, be brought
forward for consideration of first reading. - CARRIED

. PROVINCIAL RIPARIAN AREAS PROTECTION REGULATION (RAPR) - WATERCOURSE

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT (WDP) AREA UPDATE

1. Bylaw No. 2876

2. Bylaw No. 2500.14

RECOMMENDATION 4

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 2876, Watercourse Development Permit Area Update and Bylaw No.
2500.14, 2019, Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Development Procedures
Amendment Bylaw, be brought forward for consideration of first reading. - CARRIED

DEVELOPMENT PROCEDURES BYLAW AMENDMENT - OCP BYLAW AMENDMENT

APPLICATIONS & QUESTIONS OF RGS CONSISTENCY

1. Bylaw No. 2500.13

RECOMMENDATION 5

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Amendment Bylaw No. 2500.13, 2019, Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen
Development Procedures Bylaw, be brought forward for consideration of 1st reading. -
CARRIED
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F. ADJOURNMENT
By consensus, the Planning and Development Committee meeting adjourned at

1:39 pm.
APPROVED: CERTIFIED CORRECT:
M. Pendergraft B. Newell

Committee Chair Chief Administrative Officer
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RDOS
REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN ., .~
Protective Services Committee SRR,
Thursday, December 5, 2019
2:14 pm
MEMBERS PRESENT:
Chair D. Holmes, District of Summerland Director R. Knodel, Electoral Area “C”
Vice Chair T. Roberts, Electoral Area “G” Director K. Kozakevich, Electoral Area “E”
Director A. Holley, Alt. Village of Keremeos Director S. McKortoff, Town of Osoyoos
Director J. Bloomfield, City of Penticton Director S. Monteith, Electoral Area “I”
Director T. Boot, District of Summerland Director M. Pendergraft, Electoral Area “A”
Director G. Bush, Electoral Area “B” Director R. Obirek, Electoral Area “D”
Director B. Coyne, Electoral Area “H” Director F. Regehr, City of Penticton
Director S. Coyne, Town of Princeton Director J. Vassilaki, City of Penticton
Director R. Gettens, Electoral Area “F” Director P. Veintimilla, Town of Oliver

Director J. Kimberley, City of Penticton

MEMBERS ABSENT:
Director M. Bauer, Village of Keremeos

STAFF PRESENT:
B. Newell, chief Administrative Officer C. Malden, Manager of Legislative Services

A. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

RECOMMENDATION 1

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Agenda for the Protective Services Committee Meeting of December 5, 2019
be adopted. - CARRIED
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B. EMERGENCY PROGRAM ACT
RECOMMENDATION 2
It was MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the Regional District provide a formal letter of recommendations to Emergency
Management BC in regards to the Modernizing BC’s Emergency Management Act
Discussion Paper prior to the January 31, 2020 deadline. - CARRIED

C. ADJOURNMENT
By consensus, the Protective Services Committee meeting adjourned at 2:48 pm.

APPROVED: CERTIFIED CORRECT:

D. Holmes B. Newell
Committee Chair Chief Administrative Officer
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT

TO: Board of Directors

FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer

DATE: December 19, 2019

RE: Parks and Recreation Commission Appointments

Administrative Recommendation:

THAT the Board of Directors appoint the following members to the subsequent Commissions.

Area “B” Area “D” Area “E” Area “F” Area “1” Similkameen
Kobau Park | Okanagan Falls | Naramata West Bench Kal-Rec Recreation
Tammy Alf Hartviksen Maureen Ben Johnson Randy Tom Robins
Vesper Balcaen Cranston
Sonja van den Joanne Kleb Tom Jane Windeler | Jaynie Molloy | Jennifer Roe
Hoek Hoenisch
Teshia Ashley Tristan
Marven Selwood Mennell
Purpose:

As outlined in RDOS Parks and Recreation Commission Bylaw No. 2732, 2016, advertisements were
placed in local news publications seeking new membership for all Commissions. The Electoral Area
Directors have reviewed all new applications and expiring members wishing to let their name stand,
and are recommending the above noted members for Board appointments to the various
commissions.

Reference:
Bylaw 2732, 2016 Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Parks and Recreation Commission
Establishment Bylaw.

Background:

Commission membership is for a 2-year term and the members are staggered by one year in order
to provide continuity. Advertising for commission members whose terms were expiring as of
December 31, 2019 took place in November 2019. Bylaw 2732 allows for 5 to 11 members for each
commission.

Page 1 of 2
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Communication Strategy:
Provide a letter to each retiring commission thanking them for their contribution to their respective
commission.

Carole Barker — Area “D” Parks and Recreation Commission

Jim Lamond — Area “D” Parks and Recreation Commission

Lyle Resh — Area “E” Parks and Recreation Commission

Nicole Verpaelst — Area “E” Parks and Recreation Commission

Wendy Busch - Area “I” Kal-Rec Parks and Recreation Commission

Respectfully submitted:

Justin Shuttleworth

J. Shuttleworth, Parks & Facilities Manager

Page 2 of 2



APPROVED DECEMBER 5, 2019 RIDOS
REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN ., oxn.
BOARD of DIRECTORS MEETING SIMiLAAREDS

Minutes of the Regular Board Meeting of the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen
(RDOS) Board of Directors held at 12:33 pm on Thursday, November 21, 2019 in the
Boardroom, 101 Martin Street, Penticton, British Columbia.

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Chair K. Kozakevich, Electoral Area “E”
Vice Chair D. Holmes, District of Summerland
Director M. Bauer, Village of Keremeos
Director J. Bloomfield, City of Penticton
Director T. Boot, District of Summerland
Director G. Bush, Electoral Area “B”
Director B. Coyne, Electoral Area “H”
Director S. Coyne, Town of Princeton
Director R. Gettens, Electoral Area “F”
Director J. Kimberley, City of Penticton

MEMBERS ABSENT:

STAFF PRESENT:

B. Newell, chief Administrative Officer

C. Malden, Manager of Legislative Services
J. Kurvink, Manager of Finance

Director R. Knodel, Electoral Area “C”
Director S. McKortoff, Town of Osoyoos
Director S. Monteith, Electoral Area “I”
Director R. Obirek, Electoral Area “D”
Director M. Pendergraft, Electoral Area “A”
Director F. Regehr, City of Penticton
Director T. Roberts, Electoral Area “G”
Director J. Vassilaki, City of Penticton
Director P. Veintimilla, Town of Oliver

M. Woods, Gen. Manager of Community Services
B. Dollevoet, Gen. Manager of Development Services
N. Webb, Gen. Manager of Public Works

A. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

RECOMMENDATION 1 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Agenda for the RDOS Board Meeting of November 21, 2019 be adopted. —

CARRIED

1. Consent Agenda — Corporate Issues

a. Electoral Area “F” Advisory Planning Commission — September 30, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the September 30, 2019 Electoral Area “F” Advisory
Planning Commission meeting be received.

b. Electoral Area “F” Parks and Recreation Commission — October 1, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the October 1, 2019 Electoral Area “F” Parks and Recreation

Commission meeting be received.

c. Electoral Area “D” Advisory Planning Commission — October 8, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the October 8, 2019 Electoral Area “D” Advisory Planning

Commission meeting be received.

0540-20 MIN Board
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d.

Kaleden Recreation Commission — October 10, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the October 10, 2019 Kaleden Recreation Commission
meeting be received.

Electoral Area “C” Advisory Planning Commission — October 15, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the October 15, 2019 Electoral Area “C” Advisory Planning
Commission meeting be received.

Electoral Area “E” Advisory Planning Commission — October 15, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the October 8, 2019 Electoral Area “E” Advisory Planning
Commission meeting be received.

Electoral Area “I” Advisory Planning Commission — October 16, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the October 16, 2019 Electoral Area “I” Advisory Planning
Commission meeting be received.

Electoral Area “F” Advisory Planning Commission — October 28, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the October 28, 2019 Electoral Area “F” Advisory Planning
Commission meeting be received.

Community Services Committee — October 17, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the October 17, 2019 Community Services Committee
meeting be received.

THAT the matter of restoration of the Kaleden Hotel be referred to staff to
investigate costs.

Corporate Services Committee — October 17, 2019 and October 31, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the October 17, 2019 and October 31, 2019 Corporate
Services Committee meeting be received.

Environment and Infrastructure Committee — October 17, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the October 17, 2019 Environment and Infrastructure
Committee meeting be received.

Planning and Development Committee — October 17, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the October 17, 2019 Planning and Development Committee
meeting be received.

Protective Services Committee — October 17, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the October 17, 2019 Protective Services Committee
meeting be received.

RDOS Regular Board Meeting — October 17, 2019
THAT the minutes of the October 17, 2019 RDOS Regular Board meeting be
adopted.
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0.

RDOS Inaugural Board Meeting — November 7, 2019
THAT the minutes of the November 7, 2019 RDOS Inaugural Board meeting be
adopted.

Select Committees and External Agency Appointments
THAT the appointments to select committees and external agencies remain status
quo for 2020.

Destination Osoyoos Appointment

THAT the Board of Directors appoint Joanne Muirhead to the Destination Osoyoos
Board as the representative for Electoral Area “A”, for the term expiring
November 2021.

RECOMMENDATION 2 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)
It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Consent Agenda — Corporate Issues be adopted. - CARRIED

2. Consent Agenda — Development Services
a. Development Variance Permit Application — 8360 Gallagher Lake Frontage

Road, Electoral Area “C”
I. Permit
il. Representations
THAT the Board of Directors approve Development Variance Permit No.
C2019.030-DVP.

Temporary Use Permit Application — 3985 1t Street, Electoral Area “E”
i. Permit
il. Representations
THAT the Board of Directors approve Temporary Use Permit No. E2019.009-TUP.

Development Variance Permit Application — 420 Robinson Ave, Electoral
Area “E”

I. Permit

il. Representations
THAT the Board of Directors approve Development Variance Permit No.
E2019.026-DVP.

Development Variance Permit Application — 2685 Noyes Road, Electoral
Area “E”

I. Permit

il. Representations
THAT the Board of Directors approve Development Variance Permit No.
E2019.027-DVP.



Board of Directors Minutes -4 - November 21, 2019

e. Temporary Use Permit Renewal Application — 1146 &1066 Highway 3, Electoral
Area “I”
I. Permit
il. Representations
THAT the Board of Directors approve Temporary Use Permit No. 12019.008-TUP.

f. Development Variance Permit Application — 4090 4t Street, Naramata,
Electoral Area “E”
I. Permit
il. Representations
THAT the Board of Directors approve Development Variance Permit No.
E2019.008-DVP.

RECOMMENDATION 3 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)
It was MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the Consent Agenda — Development Services be adopted. - CARRIED

B. DEVELOPMENT SERVICES - Building Inspection

1. Building Bylaw N0.2333 and 2805 Infraction - 415 Robinson Avenue, Electoral
Area “E”

The Chair enquired whether the property owner was present to address the Board;
however, the property owner was not present to address the Board.

RECOMMENDATION 4 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT a Section 302 Notice on Title, pursuant to Section 302 of the Local
Government Act and Section 57 of the Community Charter (made applicable to
Regional Districts by Section 302 of the LGA), be filed against the title of lands
described as Lot 2, District Lot 210, Plan KAP24780, SDYD, that certain works have
been undertaken on the lands contrary to the Regional District Okanagan-
Similkameen Building Bylaw No. 2333 and No. 2805; and,

THAT injunctive action be commenced. - CARRIED
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2. Building Bylaw No. 2333 and 2805 Infraction — 147 Airstrip Road, Electoral
Area “H”

The Chair enquired whether the property owner was present to address the Board;
however, the property owner was not present to address the Board.

RECOMMENDATION 5 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT a Section 302 Notice on Title, pursuant to Section 302 of the Local Government
Act and Section 57 of the Community Charter (made applicable to Regional Districts
by Section 302 of the LGA), be filed against the title of lands described as Lot 1,
District Lot 902, Plan KAP20249, YDYD, that certain works have been undertaken on
the lands contrary to the Regional District Okanagan-Similkameen Building Bylaw
No. 2333 and No. 2805. - CARRIED

3. Building Bylaw No. 2333 and 2805 Infraction — 449 Sagewood Lane, Electoral
Area “I” (Deck)

The Chair enquired whether the property owner was present to address the Board;
however, the property owner was not present to address the Board.

RECOMMENDATION 6 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT a Section 302 Notice on Title, pursuant to Section 302 of the Local Government
Act and Section 57 of the Community Charter (made applicable to Regional Districts
by Section 302 of the LGA), be filed against the title of lands described as Lot 8 Plan
KAP11043, District Lot 280 SDYD, that certain works have been undertaken on the
lands contrary to the Regional District Okanagan-Similkameen Building Bylaw No.
2333 and/or Bylaw 2805; and,

THAT injunctive action be commenced. - CARRIED
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4. Building Bylaw No. 2333 and 2805 Infraction — 449 Sagewood Lane, Electoral
Area “I” (Greenhouse)

The Chair enquired whether the property owner was present to address the Board;
however, the property owner was not present to address the Board.

RECOMMENDATION 7 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT a Section 302 Notice on Title, pursuant to Section 302 of the Local Government
Act and Section 57 of the Community Charter (made applicable to Regional Districts
by Section 302 of the LGA), be filed against the title of lands described as Lot 8 Plan
KAP11043, District Lot 280 SDYD, that certain works have been undertaken on the
lands contrary to the Regional District Okanagan-Similkameen Building Bylaw No.
2333 and/or Bylaw 2805. - CARRIED

5. Building Bylaw No. 2333 and 2805 Infraction — 268 Resolute Road, Electoral
Area “I”

The Chair enquired whether the property owner was present to address the Board;
however, the property owner was not present to address the Board.

RECOMMENDATION 8 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT a Section 302 Notice on Title, pursuant to Section 302 of the Local Government
Act and Section 57 of the Community Charter (made applicable to Regional Districts
by Section 302 of the LGA), be filed against the title of lands described as Lot 12,
District Lot 411, Plan KAP92537, SDYD, that certain works have been undertaken on
the lands contrary to the Regional District Okanagan-Similkameen Building Bylaw
No. 2333 and No. 2805; and,

THAT injunctive action be commenced. - CARRIED
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C. DEVELOPMENT SERVICES — Untidy/Unsightly Bylaw Enforcement
1. Untidy and Unsightly Property Contravention - 525 Dagur Way, Electoral Area “H”

The Chair enquired whether the property owner was present to address the Board;
however, the property owner was not present to address the Board.

RECOMMENDATION 9 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the RDOS commence the process to bring Lot 12, District Lot 3528, SDYD, Plan
KAP56749 (525 Dagur Way) into compliance with the Regional District of Okanagan-
Similkameen’s Untidy and Unsightly Premises Regulatory Control Bylaw No. 2637,
2013. - CARRIED

D. DEVELOPMENT SERVICES — Rural Land Use Matters

1. Proposed OCP Amendment/Rezoning — 1750 Highway 3 East, Electoral Area “A”
Consistency with South Okanagan Regional Growth Strategy Bylaw No. 2770, 2017
a. Bylaw No. 2450.14
b. Bylaw No. 2451.27
c. Representations

RECOMMENDATION 10 (Unweighted Participant Vote — Simple Majority)
Participants: Oliver, Osoyoos, Penticton and Summerland, and Electoral Areas “A”,
“C”, “D”, “E”, “F” and “I”

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the proposed rezoning of Lot 15, Plan 21789, District Lot 2709, SDYD, Except
Plan KAP90322 in order to facilitate a 6-lot subdivision (5 residential lots and 1
conservation lot) is deemed consistent with the South Okanagan Regional Growth
Strategy Bylaw No. 2770, 2017. - CARRIED

Opposed: Directors Bloomfield, McKortoff, Boot, Veintimilla, Kimberley
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2. Official Community Plan (OCP) & Zoning Bylaw Amendment — 730 Golden Currant
Road, Electoral Area “C”
a. Bylaw No. 2452.22
b. Bylaw No. 2453.37
c. Representations

RECOMMENDATION 11 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 2452.22, 2019, Electoral Area “C” Official Community Plan
Amendment Bylaw and Bylaw No. 2453.37, 2019, Electoral Area “C” Zoning
Amendment Bylaw be denied. — CARRIED

Opposed: Directors B. Coyne, Bush

Reconsideration
The Chair requested a reconsideration due to the fact that the applicant was not
provided an opportunity to speak to the matter.

It was MOVED and SECONDED
THAT that the resolution regarding Official Community Plan (OCP) & Zoning Bylaw
Amendment — 730 Golden Currant Road be reconsidered. - CARRIED

Applicant addressed the Board.

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 2452.22, 2019, Electoral Area “C” Official Community Plan
Amendment Bylaw and Bylaw No. 2453.37, 2019, Electoral Area “C” Zoning
Amendment Bylaw be denied.

CARRIED

Opposed: Directors Obirek, B. Coyne, Bush, Monteith
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3. Liquor and Cannabis Regulation Branch Referral — 5212 9™ Avenue, Okanagan
Falls, Electoral Area “D”
a. Representations

Director Obirek asked that the applicant be allowed to address the Board.

It was MOVED and SECONDED (Unweighted Corporate Vote — 2/3 Majority)
THAT the applicant be permitted to address the Board. - CARRIED

RECOMMENDATION 12 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the RDOS forward the following recommendation to the Liquor & Cannabis
Regulation Branch (LCRB);

THAT in accordance with Section 33(1) of the Cannabis Control and Licencing Act,
the RDOS Board of Directors recommends support of an application from Green
Light Cannabis Inc. for a proposed non-medical retail cannabis location at 5212 9t"
Avenue, Okanagan Falls (Lot A, Plan 16980, District Lot 374, SDYD), for a Non-
medical Cannabis Retail Licence with operating hours from 9:00 am to 11:00 pm
seven days a week.

AND FURTHER THAT the RDOS Board of Directors comments are as follows:

i) The property is located in the Okanagan Falls Town Centre (OFTC) and the use is
permitted in the OFTC zone.

i) No significant negative impact on the community is anticipated if the application
is approved.

iii) The Board provided opportunity for residents to provide their views on the
licence application. Public notice indicating that the Board would accept written
comments on the application until October 8, 2019 was published in the
Penticton Western News on September 13, 2019 and September 19, 2019,
published on Castanet from September 17 to September 19, 2019, posted on the
municipal web site from September 5, 2019, were mailed to owners and tenants
within 100 metres of the subject parcel on September 10, 2019. Further, a
notification sign was posted on the store front at 5212 9" Avenue from August
27, 2019 until the Board considered the application on November 21, 2019.

iv) The views of the residents were considered by the Board and attached to the
agenda of November 21, 2019 Regular Board meeting or delivered as late items
if correspondence was received after the agenda was published.

CARRIED
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4. Zoning Bylaw Amendment — 3440 & 3690 Arawana Road and an unaddressed
property, Electoral Area “E”
a. Bylaw No. 2459.35
b. Representations

RECOMMENDATION 13 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 2459.35, 2019, Electoral Area “E” Zoning Amendment Bylaw be read
a first and second time and proceed to public hearing. - CARRIED

RECOMMENDATION 14 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the holding of a public hearing be delegated to Director Kozakevich, or
delegate; and,

THAT staff give notice of the public hearing in accordance with the requirements of
the Local Government Act.
CARRIED

5. Official Community Plan Bylaw and Zoning Bylaw Amendments
Electoral Areas “A”, “C”, “D”, “E”, “F”, “G”, “H” & “1”
Home Industries, Home Occupations & Cannabis Production Facilities
a. Bylaw No. 2849
b. Responses Received

RECOMMENDATION 15 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 2849, 2019, Electoral Area Official Community Plan and Zoning
Amendment Bylaw be read a third time. - CARRIED

6. Hillside Development Permit Area Update — Electoral Area “D”
a. Bylaw No. 2603.02
b. Bylaw No. 2603.02 Schedule A
c. Bylaw No. 2500.03
d. Representations

RECOMMENDATION 16 (Unweighted Rural Vote — 2/3 Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Amendment Bylaw 2603.02, 2019, Electoral Area “D” Official Community Plan
Amendment Bylaw be read a third time and adopted; and,

THAT Amendment Bylaw No. 2500.03, 2019, Regional District of Okanagan-
Similkameen Development Procedures Amendment Bylaw be read a third time and
adopted.

CARRIED
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7. Zoning Bylaw Amendment — Workman Place, Naramata, Electoral Area “E”
a. Bylaw No. 2459.36
b. Representations

RECOMMENDATION 17 (Unweighted Rural Vote — 2/3 Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 2459.36, 2019, Electoral Area “E” Zoning Amendment Bylaw be read
a third time, as amended, and adopted. - CARRIED

8. Early Termination of Land Use Contract No. LU-9-D — Electoral Area “I”
a. Bylaw No. 2683.03
b. Bylaw No. 2457.28
c. Bylaw No. 2457.29
d. Representations

RECOMMENDATION 18 (Unweighted Rural Vote — 2/3 Majority)
It was MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the following bylaws be read a third time and adopted:

Bylaw No. 2683.03, 2019, Electoral Area “I” Official Community Plan
Amendment Bylaw;

Bylaw No. 2457.28, 2019, Electoral Area “I” Land Use Contract LU-9-D
Termination and Zoning Amendment Bylaw; and

Bylaw No. 2457.29, 2019, Electoral Area “I” Land Use Contract LU-9-D Discharge
and Zoning Amendment Bylaw.
CARRIED

9. Development Procedures Bylaw Updated — Subdivision Referrals
a. Bylaw No. 2500.11

RECOMMENDATION 19 (Unweighted Rural Vote — 2/3 Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 2500.11, 2019, Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen
Development Procedures Amendment Bylaw be read a first, second and third time
and adopted. - CARRIED




Board of Directors Minutes -12- November 21, 2019

10. Housing Needs Report Grant Application - RDOS Electoral Areas, City of Penticton,
District of Summerland and the Village of Keremeos.

RECOMMENDATION 20 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Regional District submit a provincial grant application and provide overall
grant management for undertaking a Housing Needs Report for Electoral Areas ‘A’,
‘B’,‘C’, ‘D, ‘B, ‘F’, ‘G’, *H’, and ‘I, the City of Penticton, the District of Summerland,
and the Village of Keremeos. - CARRIED

E. PUBLIC WORKS

1. Pre-purchase of Sludge Dewatering Centrifuge Equipment for Okanagan Falls
Wastewater Treatment Plant Solids Processing

RECOMMENDATION 21 (Weighted Corporate Vote — Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Regional District award the pre-purchase of the centrifuge equipment,
related appurtenances and services for the Okanagan Falls Wastewater Treatment
Plant Solids Processing project to Archer Separation Inc. (Haus Centrifuge
Technologies) in the amount of up to $150,580 + applicable taxes. - CARRIED

F. COMMUNITY SERVICES
1. 2020 UBCM Community Resiliency Investment Grant Program

RECOMMENDATION 22 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Board of Directors support the grant application for the 2020 UBCM
Community Resiliency Investment Program and, should the grant application be
successful, be willing to provide overall grant management. - CARRIED

2. Coalmont Park Naming
a. Coalmont Community Association letter — December 12, 2018
b. Presentation

RECOMMENDATION 23 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Board of Directors endorse the name “Coalmont Station Park” for a public
park within Coalmont located on Lots 1 & 2, Plan KAP28772, District Lot 99, 360 &
378, YDYD (PID: 004-470-508 & 004-470-541). - CARRIED
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3. Pioneer Park Upgrades — Award of Phase 2 (Boat Launch Replacement)

RECOMMENDATION 24 (Weighted Corporate Vote — Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Board of Directors award the Pioneer Park boat launch replacement
project to TwinCon Enterprises Ltd. for the amount of $74,694.19 exclusive of GST. -
CARRIED

4. Agricultural Land Commission (ALC) Application — Keogan Sports Park
a. ALC letter - November 23, 2004
b. ALC letter - September 25, 2019
c. Location Parcel Map
d. Keogan Park Concept Plan

RECOMMENDATION 25 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Board endorse a non-farm use application to the Agricultural Land
Commission for the Centennial and Weyerhaeuser Baseball Fields located in Keogan
Sports Park (Lot 1, DL 10, Similkameen Division of Yale District, Plan 34575, Except
Plan KAP45138). - CARRIED

5. Award of Okanagan Falls Boat Launch Replacement Project

RECOMMENDATION 26 (Weighted Corporate Vote — Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Board of Directors award the Okanagan Falls boat launch replacement
project to TwinCon Enterprises Ltd. for an amount up to $76,120.35 exclusive of
GST. - CARRIED

G. FINANCE
1. Keremeos & District Volunteer Fire Department Fire Truck Purchase

RECOMMENDATION 27 (Weighted Corporate Vote — Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Board of Directors award the Keremeos Fire Truck purchase to HUB Fire
Engines in the amount of $545,957.59 including applicable taxes for a new 2020 Fire
Apparatus. - CARRIED
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2. Willowbrook Fire Department Fire Truck Purchase

RECOMMENDATION 28 (Weighted Corporate Vote — Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Board of Directors award the Willowbrook Fire Truck purchase to Rocky
Mountain Phoenix in the amount of $64,027.00 plus applicable taxes for a used 2000
FL112 Pumper Fire Truck. — CARRIED

H. LEGISLATIVE SERVICES

1. Electoral Area “F” Transit

a. Bylaw No. 1440.01

RECOMMENDATION 29 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 1440.01, 2019 Electoral Area “F” Transit System Local Service
Establishment Amendment Bylaw be adopted. - CARRIED

Consent for Fire Services delivery on Penticton Indian Band lands

RECOMMENDATION 30 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen provide consent to the City of
Penticton to supply fire services to the Penticton Indian Band on parts of Electoral
Areas “F” and “I” of the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen. - CARRIED

3.

Apex Mountain Waste Transfer Station Cameras

RECOMMENDATION 31 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Board authorize a variance to the RDOS Video Surveillance Policy to enable
staff and contractors designated by the CAO to periodically access live feed cameras
at the Apex Mountain Waste Transfer Station using a password protected
application. - CARRIED
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4. Naramata Water System Development Cost Charge Amendment Bylaw

a. Bylaw No. 1804.08

RECOMMENDATION 32 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 1804.08, 2019 Naramata Water System Development Cost Charge
Amendment Bylaw be adopted. - CARRIED

Electoral Area “I” Economic Development Service Establishment Bylaw No. 2869,
2019
a. Bylaw No. 2869

RECOMMENDATION 33 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Electoral Area “I” Economic Development Service Establishment Bylaw No.
2869, 2019 be adopted. - CARRIED

Olalla Local Community Commission

a. Bylaw No. 2878

b. Bylaw No. 1609

c. Olalla Local Community Commission AGM Minutes — October 7, 2019

d. Olalla Community Water System Advisory Committee Terms of Reference (2012)

RECOMMENDATION 34 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 2878, 2019 Olalla Local Community Commission Repeal Bylaw be
read a first, second and third time; and,

THAT the Board of Directors request the Minister waive the requirement for assent
of the electors to repeal the establishing bylaw, Bylaw No. 1609.
CARRIED

CAO REPORTS

1. Verbal Update

J.

OTHER BUSINESS

1. Chair’s Report
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2. Board Representation
a. BC Grape Growers Association and Starling Control — Bush, Monteith (Alternate)
b. Intergovernmental Indigenous Joint Council - Kozakevich, Bauer, Pendergraft
c. Municipal Finance Authority — Kozakevich (Chair), Bauer (Vice Chair, Alternate)
i. MFA Activities Report
d. Municipal Insurance Association — Kozakevich (Chair), Bauer (Vice Chair, Alternate)

Okanagan Basin Water Board - McKortoff, Boot, Knodel, Pendergraft (Alternate to McKortoff),
Holmes (Alternate to Boot), Monteith (Alternate to Knodel)

Okanagan Film Commission — Gettens, Holmes (Alternate)
Okanagan Regional Library — Kozakevich, Roberts (Alternate)
Okanagan-Kootenay Sterile Insect Release Board — Bush, Knodel (Alternate)

South Okanagan Similkameen Fire Chief Association - Pendergraft, Knodel, Monteith,
Obirek, Roberts

j. Okanagan-Similkameen Regional Hospital District — veintimilla, Boot (Alternate)

k. South Okanagan Similkameen Rural Healthcare Community Coalition (formerly
Developing Sustainable Rural Practice Communities) — McKortoff, Bauer (Alternate)

I. Southern Interior Municipal Employers Association — Knodel, Kozakevich (Alternate)

m. UBCO Water Research - Chair Advisory Committee — Holmes, Bauer (Alternate)

®

- Sa —

3. Directors Motions

Notice of Motion - Director Monteith

That the definition of "vehicle" under RDOS zoning bylaws be expanded to include
utility trailers, horse trailers and other similar light trailers, but not to include
commercial highway tractor trailers be defined in zoning for C1.

4. Board Members Verbal Update

K. CLOSED SESSION

RECOMMENDATION 35 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT in accordance with Section 90(1)(c),(e) and (i) of the Community Charter, the
Board close the meeting to the public on the basis of labour relations or other employee
relations; the acquisition, disposition or expropriation of land or improvements, if the
Board considers that disclosure could reasonably be expected to harm the interests of
the Regional District; and the receipt of advice that is subject to solicitor-client privilege,
including communications necessary for that purpose. — CARRIED

The meeting was closed to the public at 2:20 pm.

The meeting was opened to the public at 4:00 pm. Director Bauer was no longer in
attendance.
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L. ADJOURNMENT
By consensus, the meeting adjourned at 4:00 pm.

APPROVED: CERTIFIED CORRECT:

K. Kozakevich B. Newell
RDOS Board Chair Corporate Officer



Minutes are in DRAFT form and are subject to change pending
approval by the Regional District Board

—TEA

RDOS
REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN ., . xcan.
BOARD of DIRECTORS MEETING SIMILKAMEEN

Minutes of the Regular Board Meeting of the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen
(RDOS) Board of Directors held at 3:00 pm on Thursday, December 5, 2019 in the Boardroom,
101 Martin Street, Penticton, British Columbia.

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Chair K. Kozakevich, Electoral Area “E” Director R. Knodel, Electoral Area “C”

Vice Chair D. Holmes, District of Summerland Director S. McKortoff, Town of Osoyoos
Director A. Holley, Alt. village of Keremeos Director S. Monteith, Electoral Area “I”
Director J. Bloomfield, City of Penticton Director R. Obirek, Electoral Area “D”
Director T. Boot, District of Summerland Director M. Pendergraft, Electoral Area “A”
Director G. Bush, Electoral Area “B” Director F. Regehr, City of Penticton
Director B. Coyne, Electoral Area “H” Director T. Roberts, Electoral Area “G”
Director S. Coyne, Town of Princeton Director J. Vassilaki, City of Penticton
Director R. Gettens, Electoral Area “F” Director P. Veintimilla, Town of Oliver

Director J. Kimberley, City of Penticton

MEMBERS ABSENT:

Director M. Bauer, Village of Keremeos

STAFF PRESENT:

B. Newell, chief Administrative Officer M. Woods, Gen. Manager of Community Services

C. Malden, Manager of Legislative Services B. Dollevoet, Gen. Manager of Development Services
J. Kurvink, Manager of Finance N. Webb, Gen. Manager of Public Works

A. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
RECOMMENDATION 1 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)
It was MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the Agenda for the RDOS Board Meeting of December 5, 2019 be amended by
adding item E.6. Indigenous Cultural Safety and Cultural Humility Training Grant
Request. - CARRIED
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1. Consent Agenda — Corporate Issues

a.

Advisory Planning Commission Electoral Area “D” — November 12, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the November 12, 2019 Advisory Planning Commission
Electoral Area “D” meeting be received.

Advisory Planning Commission Electoral Area “E” — November 12, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the November 12, 2019 Advisory Planning Commission
Electoral Area “E” meeting be received.

Advisory Planning Commission Electoral Area “H” — November 19, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the November 19, 2019 Advisory Planning Commission
Electoral Area “H” meeting be received.

Corporate Services Committee — November 21, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the November 21, 2019 Corporate Services Committee
meeting be received.

Environment and Infrastructure Committee — November 21, 2019
THAT the Minutes of the November 21, 2019 Environment and Infrastructure
Committee meeting be received.

RDOS Regular Board Meeting — November 21, 2019
THAT the minutes of the November 21, 2019 RDOS Regular Board meeting be
adopted.

RECOMMENDATION 2 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)
It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Consent Agenda — Corporate Issues be adopted.
CARRIED

2. Consent Agenda — Development Services
a. Temporary Use Permit Application — 3628 Highway 3, Electoral Area “A”

I. Permit
il. Representation
THAT the Board of Directors approve Temporary Use Permit No. A2019.010-TUP.

Temporary Use Permit Renewal Application — 2155 Carmi Road, Electoral Area
ILD”
I. Permit
il. Representation
THAT the Board of Directors approve Temporary Use Permit No. D2019.006-TUP.
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C.

Development Variance Permit Application — 4257 Mill Road, Electoral Area “E”
i. Permit

THAT the Board of Directors approve Development Variance Permit No.
E2019.028-DVP.

. Development Variance Permit Application — 132 Kereluk Road North, Electoral

Area “F”

i. Permit

THAT the Board of Directors approve Development Variance Permit No.
F2019.025-DVP.

Development Variance Permit Application — 155 Snow Mountain Place,
Electoral Area “I”

i. Permit

THAT the Board of Directors approve Development Variance Permit No.
12019.032-DVP.

Electoral Area “F” Advisory Planning Commission (APC) Appointment
THAT the Board of Directors appoint Richard A. Johnson as a member of the
Electoral Area “F” Advisory Planning Commission until October 31, 2022.

RECOMMENDATION 3 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)
It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Consent Agenda — Development Services be adopted.
CARRIED
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B. DEVELOPMENT SERVICES - Rural Land Use Matters

1. Official Community Plan (OCP) & Zoning Bylaw Amendment — 1612 Highway 97,
Electoral Area “D”
a. Bylaw No. 2603.19
b. Bylaw No. 2455.41
c. Public Hearing Report — November 18, 2019
d. Responses Received

Director Obirek advised that the Public Hearing report reflects an accurate account
of what took place at the pubic hearing held on November 18, 2019.

RECOMMENDATION 4 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)
It was MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the public hearing report be received. - CARRIED

RECOMMENDATION 5 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 2603.19, 2019, Electoral Area “D” Official Community Plan
Amendment Bylaw be read a third time, as amended; and,

THAT Bylaw No. 2455.41, 2019, Electoral Area “D” Zoning Amendment Bylaw be
read a third time.
CARRIED

2. Floodplain Exemption Application — 3420 8™ Street, Naramata, Electoral Area “E”
a. Flood Hazard Assessment Report

RECOMMENDATION 6 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Board of Directors approve a floodplain exemption for Lot 1, Plan KAP26434,
District Lot 210, SDYD, in order to permit the development of an addition to a single
detached dwelling below the flood construction level of Naramata Creek, subject to
the following condition:

i) astatutory covenant is registered on title in order to:
a) “save harmless” the Regional District against any damages as a result of a
flood occurrence; and

b) secure the recommendations contained within the flood protection report,
dated September 30, 2019, prepared by Caleb Pomeroy (P.Eng.) of
Watershed Engineering Limited.

CARRIED
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3. Official Community Plan & Zoning Bylaw Amendments — 257 Dogwood Avenue,
Electoral Area “I”
a. Bylaw No. 2683.04
b. Bylaw 2457.30
c. Responses Received

RECOMMENDATION 7 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 2683.04, 2019, Electoral Area “I” Official Community Plan
Amendment Bylaw and Bylaw No. 2457.30, 2019, Electoral Area “I” Zoning
Amendment Bylaw be read a first and second time and proceed to public hearing;
and,

THAT the Board of Directors considers the process, as outlined in this report from
the Chief Administrative Officer dated December 5, 2019, to be appropriate
consultation for the purpose of Section 475 of the Local Government Act; and,

THAT, in accordance with Section 477 of the Local Government Act, the Board of
Directors has considered Amendment Bylaw No. 2683.04, 2019, in conjunction with
its Financial and applicable Waste Management Plans; and,

THAT the holding of a public hearing be scheduled for the Regional District Board
meeting of January 9, 2019; and,

THAT staff give notice of the public hearing in accordance with the requirements of
the Local Government Act.
CARRIED
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4. Zoning Bylaw Amendment — Administrative and Institutional (Al) Zone Update
Electoral Areas “A”, “C”, “D”, “E”, “F” & “I”
a. Bylaw No. 2873
b. Responses Received

RECOMMENDATION 8 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 2873, 2019, Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen
Administrative and Institutional Zone Update Zoning Amendment Bylaw be read a
first and second time and proceed to public hearing; and,

THAT the holding of a public hearing be scheduled for the Regional District Board
meeting of January 9, 2020; and,

THAT staff give notice of the public hearing in accordance with the requirements of
the Local Government Act.
CARRIED

5. Official Community Plan Bylaw and Zoning Bylaw Amendments Electoral Areas
“A”, “C”, “D”, “E”, “F”, “G”, “H” & “I” Home Industries, Home Occupations &
Cannabis Production Facilities
a. Bylaw No. 2849

RECOMMENDATION 9 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 2849, 2019, Electoral Area Official Community Plan and Zoning
Amendment Bylaw be adopted. - CARRIED
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C. PUBLIC WORKS

1. Oliver Landfill and Keremeos Transfer Station Scalehouse and Scale Upgrades
Tender Award
a. Recommendation

RECOMMENDATION 10 (Weighted Corporate Vote — Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Board of Directors receive the November 21, 2019 Award
Recommendation Letter for the “Oliver Landfill and Keremeos Transfer Station
Scalehouse and Scale Upgrades” tender from AECOM Canada Ltd.; and,

THAT the Regional District award the “Oliver Landfill and Keremeos Transfer Station
Scalehouse and Scale Upgrades” project to Greyback Construction Ltd. in the
amount of $311,991.03 plus applicable taxes.

CARRIED

D. FINANCE

1. Area*“G” Community Works (Gas Tax) Reserve Expenditure Bylaw 2856.01
a. Bylaw No. 2856.01

RECOMMENDATION 11 (Weighted Corporate Vote — 2/3 Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 2856.01, 2019, being the Electoral Area “G” Community Works
Program Reserve Fund Expenditure Amendment Bylaw to authorize expenditures for
pumphouse equipment upgrades, distribution system improvements and detailed
design of water system upgrades for the Olalla Water System from the previously
approved $225,000 from the Reserve for the back-up generator be read a first,
second, and third time, and be adopted. - CARRIED

2. Keremeos and District Fire Protection Capital Works, Machinery and Equipment
Reserve Fund Expenditure
a. Bylaw No. 2882

RECOMMENDATION 12 (Weighted Corporate Vote — 2/3 Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw 2882, being the Keremeos Fire Protection Service Equipment Reserve
Expenditure Bylaw to expend $12,000.00 from the Reserve for the purchase of an
intrusion and access control system be read a first, second and third time and be
adopted. - CARRIED
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3. Area “H” Community Works (Gas Tax) Reserve Expenditure Bylaw 2881
a. Bylaw No. 2881

RECOMMENDATION 13 (Weighted Corporate Vote — 2/3 Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 2881, 2019, Electoral Area “H” Community Works Program Reserve
Fund Expenditure Bylaw for the expenditure of up to $50,000 for the capital
upgrades for the controls and chlorine treatment system of the Missezula Lake
Water System be read a first, second and third time and be adopted. - CARRIED

E. LEGISLATIVE SERVICES

1. Missezula Lake Water Service Conversion & Continuation Bylaw / Missezula Lake
Water Service — Electoral Area “H”
a. Bylaw No. 2879
b. Bylaw No. 2880
c. Order in Council No. 600

RECOMMENDATION 14 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Missezula Lake Water Service
Conversion and Continuation Bylaw No. 2879, 2019 be read a first, second and third
time; and further,

THAT Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Missezula Lake Capital Reserve
Bylaw No. 2880 be read a first, second and third time. - CARRIED

2. Faulder Community Water System Service Establishment Amendment Bylaw —
Electoral Area “F”
a. Bylaw No. 1177.04

RECOMMENDATION 15 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Faulder Community Water System Service Establishment Amendment Bylaw
No. 1177.04, 2019 be adopted. - CARRIED
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ADDENDUM

F.

. Regional Economic Development

a. Bylaw No. 2734.01

RECOMMENDATION 16 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Regional Economic Development
Service Establishment Amendment Bylaw 2734.01 be given first, second and third
readings and be forwarded to the Inspector of Municipalities for approval. -
DEFEATED

Opposed: Directors Regehr, B. Coyne, S. Coyne, Holmes, McKortoff, Boot,
Kozakevich, Knodel, Kimberley, Vassilaki, Bush, Pendergraft, Roberts, Holley

. Twinning Initiative (Pouzols, France) Information Report

. 2020 RDOS Schedule of Meetings

RECOMMENDATION 17 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the 2020 Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Board and Committee
Schedule of Meetings remain as approved at the November 7, 2019 Board meeting. —
CARRIED

Opposed: Director Gettens

. Indigenous Cultural Safety and Cultural Humility Training Grant Request

RECOMMENDATION 18 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Board of Directors support the application to the Indigenous Cultural Safety
& Cultural Humility Training grant to be submitted to the UBCM Community
Emergency Preparedness Fund. — CARRIED

CAO REPORTS

1. Verbal Update

G.

OTHER BUSINESS

1. Chair’s Report
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2. Directors Motions
a. Motion - Director Montieth

RECOMMENDATION 19 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT administration investigate the effects of changing the definition of "vehicle"
bylaws to include utility trailers, horse trailers and other similar light trailers, but not
to include commercial highway tractor trailers be defined in zoning for C1. -
CARRIED

3. Board Members Verbal Update

H. ADJOURNMENT
By consensus, the meeting adjourned at 4:25 pm.

APPROVED: CERTIFIED CORRECT:

K. Kozakevich B. Newell
RDOS Board Chair Corporate Officer
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TO: Board of Directors RDOS
FROM:  B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer OKANAGAN-
SIMILKAMEEN

DATE: December 19, 2019

RE: Development Variance Permit Application — Electoral Area “1”

Administrative Recommendation:

THAT the Board of Directors approve Development Variance Permit No. 12019.033-DVP

Purpose: To reduce the rear and interior side parcel line setback for a principal building to allow for
repair/replacement a foundation wall and deck structure.

Owners: Robert and Sandra Wilson Agent: Grant MacDonald Folio: 1-02461.000
Civic: 445 Eastview Road Legal: Lot 4, Block 2, Plan 9937, District Lot 280, SDYD
OCP: Small Holdings (SH) Zone: Residential Single Family Two (RS2)

Variance to reduce the minimum rear parcel line setback from 7.5 metres to 3.5 metres; and to reduce the
Request: minimum interior side parcel line setback from 1.5 metres to 0.0 metres.

Proposed Development:

This application is seeking a variance to the rear and interior side parcel line setback that applies to
the subject property in order to accommodate repair and replacement of a deck structure and
foundation wall for a single detached dwelling.

Specifically, it is being proposed to reduce the minimum rear parcel line setback from 7.5 metres to
3.5 metres and the minimum interior side parcel line setback from 1.5 metres to 0.0 metres in the RS2
zone.

In support of this request, the applicant has stated that “we are removing defective encroachment
and just ensuring safe shoreing of existing foundations to the existing house. This will further protect
the shoreline and remove a dangerous structure.”

Site Context:

The subject property is approximately 1,270 m? in area and is situated on the east side of Eastview
Road and abutting the southern shore of Twin Lake. The property is currently developed to contain a
single detached dwelling.

The surrounding pattern of development is characterised by small holdings residential along the
lakeshore encased by larger parcels containing rural residential, agricultural and resource area lands.
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Background:

The subject property was created by a plan of subdivision registered with the Land Titles Office in
Kamloops on August 26, 1959, while available Regional District records indicate that Building Permits
have previously been issued for demolition of deck and foundation wall (2019).

Under Electoral Area “I” Official Community Plan No. 2683, 2016, the subject property is designated
as Small Holdings (SH) and is the subject of a Watercourse Development Permit (WDP) Area
designation.

A WDP has been issued for the demolition of the deck and foundation wall. A WDP application and
supporting Riparian Area Assessment Report prepared by a qualified environmental professional
(QEP) has been received in concurrence with this DVP application.

Under the Electoral Area “I” Zoning Bylaw No. 2457, 2008, the property is zoned as Residential Single
Family Two Zone (RS2), which lists “single detached dwelling” as a principal permitted use.

The property is also situated within the floodplain associated with Twin Lake.

The property has been assessed as Residential (Class 01) by BC Assessment.

Public Process:

Adjacent property owners will have received notification of this application with written comments
regarding the proposal being accepted until the commencement of the regular Board meeting. Any
comments will be on the agenda as separate item.

Analysis:

In considering this proposal, Administration notes that this application is to allow for the replacement
of an existing, failing deck foundation wall and reconstruction of an existing deck within a smaller
footprint.

The proposal allows for a new erosion protection wall and supports for the existing house and deck,
which were undermined by flooding in 2018.

Rear parcel line setback

The subject parcel is located on Twin Lake and the rear parcel line abuts the shoreline. As such, there
is no neighbouring property at the rear of the property, which mitigates impacts to privacy and
building separation.

Further, the encroachment is being reduced by the removal of portions of the lower deck and the
proposed deck and foundation wall are engineered for safety purposes, in response to flood
damage/risk.

To mitigate impacts to Twin Lake, an riparian area assessment report supports the proposed works and
offsets the potential lost of riparian functionality with planting of eight native trees.

Interior side parcel line setback

The existing deck structure currently encroaches over the property line onto the neighbouring
property. This proposal would rectify the encroachment by placing the deck structure entirely within
the subject property.
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Further, the encroachment area within the interior side parcel line setback would be reduced with the
reduction of the building footprint of the deck.

Administration considers this proposal to be reasonable, given that it significantly reduces the
footprint of the deck, allows for construction of flood protection to the existing dwelling, and is
supported by a professional engineer and qualified environmental professional in response to recent
flood damage.

For these reasons, Administration supports the requested variances and is recommending approval.

Alternatives:
1. That the Board deny Development Variance Permit No. 12019.033-DVP.

2. That the Board defer consideration of the application and it be referred to the Electoral Area
Advisory Planning Commission.

HIH

Respectfully submitted Endorsed by: Endorsed by:
{:_\\a-{-:if_ .\\..._‘_—__ . 'd____\-‘ — 11--)'! 8 = ;\--
L) ) L Faaey "X
JOAnn Peachey, Planner | C. Garrish, Planning Manager B. Dollevoet, G.M. of Dev. Services

Attachments: No. 1 - Applicant’s Site Photo

File No: 12019.033-DVP
Page 3 of 4



Attachment No. 1 — Applicant’s Site Photo
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A

Development
Variance Permit

RDOS

OKANMAGAN-
SIMILKAMEEM

FILE NO.: 12019.033-DVP

Owner: Robert and Sandra Wilson Agent:  Grant MacDonald
445 Eastview Road 3009 West Bench Drive
Kaleden, BC, VOH 1K0 Penticton, BC, V2A 878
GENERAL CONDITIONS

1.  This Development Variance Permit is issued subject to compliance with all of the bylaws of
the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen applicable thereto, except as specifically
varied or supplemented by this Permit.

2. Theland described shall be developed strictly in accordance with the terms and conditions
and provisions of this Permit, and any plans and specifications attached to this Permit that
shall form a part thereof.

3. Where there is a conflict between the text of the permit and permit drawings or figures,
the drawings or figures shall govern the matter.

4.  This Development Variance Permit is not a Building Permit.

APPLICABILITY

5. This Development Variance Permit is substantially in accordance with Schedules ‘A’, ‘B’, ‘C’,
and ‘D’, and applies to and only to those lands within the Regional District described below,
and any and all buildings, structures and other development thereon:

Legal Description: Lot 4, Block 2, Plan 9937, District Lot 280, SDYD
Civic Address: 445 Eastview Road
Parcel Identifier (PID):  009-631-348 Folio: 1-02461.000

CONDITIONS OF DEVELOPMENT

6.  The land specified in Section 5 may be developed in accordance with the following
variances to the Electoral Area “I” Zoning Bylaw No. 2457, 2008, in the Regional District of
Okanagan-Similkameen:

a) the minimum rear parcel line setback for a principal building in the Residential Single
Family Two (RS2) Zone, as prescribed in Section 11.2.6(a)(ii), is varied:

i) from: 7.5 metres

to: 3.5 metres to the outermost projection as shown on Schedule ‘B’.



b) the minimum interior side parcel line setback for a principal building in the Residential
Single Family Two (RS2) Zone, as prescribed in Section 11.2.6(a)(iii), is varied:

i) from: 1.5 metres
to: 0.0 metres to the outermost projection as shown on Schedule ‘B’.

COVENANT REQUIREMENTS
7. Not Applicable

SECURITY REQUIREMENTS
8.  Notapplicable

EXPIRY OF PERMIT
9.  The development shall be carried out according to the following schedule:

a) Inaccordance with Section 504 of the Local Government Act and subject to the terms
of the permit, if the holder of this permit does not substantially start any construction
with respect to which the permit was issued within two (2) years after the date it was
issued, the permit lapses.

b) Lapsed permits cannot be renewed; however, an application for a new development
permit can be submitted.

Authorising resolution passed by the Regional Board on , 2019.

B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer
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JoAnn Peachey

=S ————— = ——1]
From: Gary Hooge —
Sent: December 8, 2019 4:34 PM
To: JoAnn Peachey
Subject: DVP Application No. 12019.033-DVP 445-Eastview RD Lt4,BI2,PI9937
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

To whom it may concern,

We are the owners of 443-Eastview Rd, and the only lot which would be affected by this Variance
application.

We FULLY support this application, and see no reason to hold up construction.

Feel free to contact me anytime _

Gary Hooge
Personal Real Estate Corporation
RE/MAX Treel

e
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT

TO: Board of Directors

FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer
DATE: December 19, 2019

RE: Building Bylaw Infraction

Folio: A-06748.986 Lot: 1 Plan: KAP92010 DL: 2709 SDYD
PID: 0288-582-098
Civic Address: 1005 BULLMOOSE TRAIL

Administrative Recommendation:

THAT a Section 302 Notice on Title, pursuant to Section 302 of the Local Government Act and
Section 57 of the Community Charter (made applicable to Regional Districts by Section 302 of the
LGA), be filed against the title of lands described as Lot 1, District Lot 2709 Plan KAP92010, SDYD,
that certain works have been undertaken on the lands contrary to the Regional District
Okanagan-Similkameen Building Bylaw No. 2333 and No. 2805; and

THAT injunctive action be commenced.

Reference:
Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Building Bylaw No.2333 and No. 2805.

Background:

The Contravention of Building Regulations Report dated May 24, 2019 from the Building Official
indicates that on September 11, 2018 construction of a carport/RV shelter was noted. The owner
was present and spoke with the Building Official.

A letter dated September 12, 2018 was sent to the owner advising to Stop Work and the
requirements to obtain a permit and submit a permit application by October 12, 2018. This letter
also noted that the project is in an Environmentally Sensitive Development Permit (ESDP) area and
an ESDP must also be obtained before a building permit could be issued.

Further letters were sent on November 9, 2018 and May 24, 2019. The owner had discussions with
the Manager of Building and Enforcement Services with respect to a potential amendment to the
ESDP regulations.

To date, no ESDP or building permit have been applied for or issued.

https://portal.rdos.bc.ca/departments/officeofthecao/BoardReports/2019/20191219/BoardReports/B.1. 20191219 RPT BRD Building
Infraction A06748.986.docx File No: A-06748.986
Page 1 of 4
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Background con’t:

In order to close the permit file, an ESDP and building permit must be obtained, or the structure be
demolished and removed.

This Building Bylaw infraction is considered to be Category 3.

A map showing the location of this property and photos of the infraction are attached.

Analysis:

In July 2009 the Board adopted a Policy (Resolution B354/09) to provide for a consistent and cost
effective approach to the enforcement of Building Bylaw violations. This policy provides the Board
with three categories of infractions and the recommended action for each.

Category 1 (Minor Deficiencies) — Place notice of deficiencies on folio file.

Category 2 (Major Deficiencies) — Place Section 302 Notice on title.

Category 3 (Health & Safety Deficiencies/Building without Permit) — Place Section 302 Notice on
title and seek compliance through injunctive action.

Seeking a court injunction has a legal cost and the Board may wish to choose this option for
enforcement of significant health or safety issues. As there are potential construction and health
and safety deficiencies on this property, a Section 302 Notice on Title and injunctive action are
recommended by staff. The Notice on Title advises the current and future owners of the deficiency
and injunctive action will require that the deficiencies be remedied and the property be brought
into compliance with RDOS bylaws.

Alternatives:

1. Do not proceed with enforcement action
2. Place a notice of deficiencies on the folio file (Category 1)
3. Place a Section 302 Notice on title (Category 2)

Respectfully submitted:

“L. Miller”

Laura Miller, Manager of Building and Enforcement Services

Endorsed by:

“B. Dollevoet”

B. Dollevoet, Development Services General Manager

https://portal.rdos.bc.ca/departments/officeofthecao/BoardReports/2019/20191219/BoardReports/B.1. 20191219 RPT BRD Building
Infraction A06748.986.docx File No: A-06748.986
Page 2 of 4
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT

TO: Board of Directors

FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer
DATE: December 19, 2019

RE: Building Bylaw Infraction

Folio: D-00835.000 Lot: O Plan: KAP1501 DL: 374
PID: 011-518-227
Civic Address: 1205 Maple Street

Administrative Recommendation:

THAT a Section 302 Notice on Title, pursuant to Section 302 of the Local Government Act and
Section 57 of the Community Charter (made applicable to Regional Districts by Section 302 of the
LGA), be filed against the title of lands described as Lot O, District Lot 374, Plan 1501, SDYD, that
certain works have been undertaken on the lands contrary to the Regional District Okanagan-
Similkameen Building Bylaw No. 2333 and No. 2805; and

THAT injunctive action be commenced.

Reference:
Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Building Bylaw No.2333 and No. 2805.

Background:

The Contravention of Building Regulations Report dated May 6, 2019 from the Building Official
indicates that an accessory dwelling was constructed without a building permit.

On August 8, 2018, construction of an accessory dwelling was noted. The building is set within the
7.5 metre setback from the front parcel line. A Stop Work Notice was posted and construction was
ordered to be stopped. A letter was sent to the registered owners advising of the Stop Work and
requesting an application for a building permit. Another letter was sent on October 10, 2018 and a
Final Notice Letter with a Bylaw Offence Notice ($200) was sent on November 30, 2018.

The owner came into the RDOS office on August 27, 2018 and was told that as the current zoning
Bylaw No. 2455 does not allow for a second dwelling on this property. They have three options:
rezone the property to allow a second dwelling and get a variance (for setbacks); decommission the
dwelling and get a variance (for setbacks); or move the dwelling and attach it to the main dwelling
under the secondary suite provisions.

https://portal.rdos.bc.ca/departments/officeofthecao/BoardReports/2019/20191219/BoardReports/B.2. 20191219 RPT BRD Building
Infraction D00835.000.docx File No: D-00835.000
Page 1 of 4
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Background con’t:

To date, no building permit, variance or re-zoning has been applied for. It is unknown whether
there are health & safety related deficiencies.

In order to close the permit file the owners must obtain either a building or demolition permit.
This Building Bylaw infraction is considered to be Category 3.

A map showing the location of this property and photos of the infraction are attached.

Analysis:

In July 2009 the Board adopted a Policy (Resolution B354/09) to provide for a consistent and cost
effective approach to the enforcement of Building Bylaw violations. This policy provides the Board
with three categories of infractions and the recommended action for each.

Category 1 (Minor Deficiencies) — Place notice of deficiencies on folio file.

Category 2 (Major Deficiencies) — Place Section 302 Notice on title.

Category 3 (Health & Safety Deficiencies/Building without Permit) — Place Section 302 Notice on
title and seek compliance through injunctive action.

Seeking a court injunction has a legal cost and the Board may wish to choose this option for
enforcement of significant health or safety issues. As there are potential construction and health
and safety deficiencies on this property, a Section 302 Notice on Title and injunctive action are
recommended by staff. The Notice on Title advises the current and future owners of the deficiency
and injunctive action will require that the deficiencies be remedied and the property be brought
into compliance with RDOS bylaws.

Alternatives:

1. Do not proceed with enforcement action

2. Place a notice of deficiencies on the folio file (Category 1)

3. Place a Section 302 Notice on title (Category 2)
Respectfully submitted:

“L. Miller”

Laura Miller, Manager of Building and Enforcement Services

Endorsed by:

“B. Dollevoet”

B. Dollevoet, Development Services Manager

https://portal.rdos.bc.ca/departments/officeofthecao/BoardReports/2019/20191219/BoardReports/B.2. 20191219 RPT BRD Building
Infraction D00835.000.docx File No: D-00835.000
Page 2 of 4
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT

TO: Board of Directors

FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer
DATE: December 19, 2019

RE: Building Bylaw Infraction

Folio: H8-01361.125 Lot: 25 Plan: KAP21263 DL: 4166
PID: 007-548-745
Civic Address: 215 LINK LAKE RD

Administrative Recommendation:

THAT a Section 302 Notice on Title, pursuant to Section 302 of the Local Government Act and
Section 57 of the Community Charter (made applicable to Regional Districts by Section 302 of the
LGA), be filed against the title of lands described as Lot 25, District Lot 4166, Plan KAP21263,
KDYD, that certain works have been undertaken on the lands contrary to the Regional District
Okanagan-Similkameen Building Bylaw No. 2333 and No. 2805; and

THAT injunctive action be commenced.

Reference:
Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Building Bylaw No.2333 and No. 2805.

Background:

The Contravention of Building Regulations Report dated March 19, 2019 from the Building Official
indicates that a roof was constructed over a recreational vehicle (RV) without a building permit.
The structure is in the front yard setback (7.5 metres as required by the RS1 zoning under Zoning
Bylaw 2498).

The construction of the roof over the RV was noted on June 23, 2017 and a Stop Work Notice was
posted.

Three letters have been sent to the owner in an effort to resolve this matter. To date, no contact
has been made by the owner.

A site visit on November 4, 2019 shows the structure remains in place.

https://portal.rdos.bc.ca/departments/officeofthecao/BoardReports/2019/20191219/BoardReports/B.3. 20191219 RPT BRD Building
Infraction H01361.125.docx File No: H-01361.125
Page 1 of 4
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Background con’t:
It is unknown whether there are health & safety related deficiencies.

In order to close the permit file a Development Variance Permit must be obtained (if the structure
is to remain in its current location) and a building permit issued and a Final Inspection passed.

This Building Bylaw infraction is considered to be Category 3.
A map showing the location of this property and photos of the infraction are attached.

Analysis:

In July 2009 the Board adopted a Policy (Resolution B354/09) to provide for a consistent and cost
effective approach to the enforcement of Building Bylaw violations. This policy provides the Board
with three categories of infractions and the recommended action for each.

Category 1 (Minor Deficiencies) — Place notice of deficiencies on folio file.

Category 2 (Major Deficiencies) — Place Section 302 Notice on title.

Category 3 (Health & Safety Deficiencies/Building without Permit) — Place Section 302 Notice on
title and seek compliance through injunctive action.

Seeking a court injunction has a legal cost and the Board may wish to choose this option for
enforcement of significant health or safety issues. As there are potential construction and health
and safety deficiencies on this property, a Section 302 Notice on Title and injunctive action are
recommended by staff. The Notice on Title advises the current and future owners of the deficiency
and injunctive action will require that the deficiencies be remedied and the property be brought
into compliance with RDOS bylaws.

Alternatives:

1. Do not proceed with enforcement action
2. Place a notice of deficiencies on the folio file (Category 1)
3. Place a Section 302 Notice on title (Category 2)

Respectfully submitted:

“L. Miller”

Laura Miller, Manager of Building and Enforcement Services

Endorsed by:

“B. Dollevoet”

https://portal.rdos.bc.ca/departments/officeofthecao/BoardReports/2019/20191219/BoardReports/B.3. 20191219 RPT BRD Building
Infraction H01361.125.docx File No: H-01361.125
Page 2 of 4
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT

TO: Board of Directors

FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer
DATE: December 19, 2019

RE: Building Bylaw Infraction

Folio: 13-02800.040 Lot: 4 Plan: KAS1487 DL: 395S SDYD
PID: 018-896-804
Civic Address: 281 CLEARVIEW RD

Administrative Recommendation:

THAT a Section 302 Notice on Title, pursuant to Section 302 of the Local Government Act and
Section 57 of the Community Charter (made applicable to Regional Districts by Section 302 of the
LGA), be filed against the title of lands described as Strata Lot 4, District Lot 395S, Strata Plan
KAS1487 together with interest in the common property in proportion to the unit entitlement of
the strata lot as shown on Form 1, SDYD, that certain works have been undertaken on the lands
contrary to the Regional District Okanagan-Similkameen Building Bylaw No. 2333 and No. 2805;
and

THAT injunctive action be commenced.

Reference:
Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Building Bylaw No.2333 and No. 2805.

Background:

The Contravention of Building Regulations Report dated September 19, 2019 from the Building
Official indicates that on October 19, 2017 it was noted that a steel shipping container had been
placed on the property and a carport addition was being constructed. There is no principal use on
this property as required by RMU zoning under RDOS Zoning Bylaw 2457. The structures appear to
be placed within the front (5 metre) and side (1.5 metre) setbacks. A Stop Work Order was placed.

On October 20, 2017 a letter was sent to the registered property owner advising of the Stop Work
Order and giving the requirements to obtain a building permit for the structure.

A final letter sent to the Registered owner on July 19, 2018. Discussion was held with the owner at
RDOS office and emails were exchanged on August 14, 2018 in an effort to resolve this matter.

https://portal.rdos.bc.ca/departments/officeofthecao/BoardReports/2019/20191219/BoardReports/B.4. 20191219 RPT BRD Building
Infraction 102800.040.docx File No: 1-02800.040
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Background con’t:
To date, no permit has been applied for and the structures remain on the property.

In order to close the permit file the structures must be removed from the property, or a principal
use must be constructed and a variance for setbacks and a building permit obtained for these
structures.

This Building Bylaw infraction is considered to be Category 3.
A map showing the location of this property and photos of the infraction are attached.

Analysis:

In July 2009 the Board adopted a Policy (Resolution B354/09) to provide for a consistent and cost
effective approach to the enforcement of Building Bylaw violations. This policy provides the Board
with three categories of infractions and the recommended action for each.

Category 1 (Minor Deficiencies) — Place notice of deficiencies on folio file.

Category 2 (Major Deficiencies) — Place Section 302 Notice on title.

Category 3 (Health & Safety Deficiencies/Building without Permit) — Place Section 302 Notice on
title and seek compliance through injunctive action.

Seeking a court injunction has a legal cost and the Board may wish to choose this option for
enforcement of significant health or safety issues. As there are potential construction and health
and safety deficiencies on this property, a Section 302 Notice on Title and injunctive action are
recommended by staff. The Notice on Title advises the current and future owners of the deficiency
and injunctive action will require that the deficiencies be remedied and the property be brought
into compliance with RDOS bylaws.

Alternatives:
1. Do not proceed with enforcement action

2. Place a notice of deficiencies on the folio file (Category 1)
3. Place a Section 302 Notice on title (Category 2)
Respectfully submitted:

“L. Miller”

Laura Miller, Manager of Building and Enforcement Services
Endorsed by:

“B. Dollevoet”

B. Dollevoet, Development Services General Manager

https://portal.rdos.bc.ca/departments/officeofthecao/BoardReports/2019/20191219/BoardReports/B.4. 20191219 RPT BRD Building
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT _‘ .
1

TO: Board of Directors RDOS
FROM:  B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer OKANAGAN-
SIMILKAMEEN

DATE: December 19, 2019

RE: Agricultural Land Commission Referral (ALR Exclusion) — Electoral Area “A”

Administrative Recommendation:

THAT the RDOS Board not “authorize” the application to exclude a 0.899 ha parcel located at 15811
89t Street (Lot A, Plan KAP68381, DLs 2450s and 3450s, SDYD) to proceed to the Agricultural Land
Commission.

Purpose: To exclude a 0.899 ha parcel from the Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR)

Owner:  Perch Osoyoos Lake Ltd. Applicant: Richard Hellofs Folio: A-05967.120
Civic: 15811 89" Street Legal: Lot A, Plan KAP68381, DL 2450s and 3450s, SDYD
OCP: Agriculture (AG) Zoning: Agriculture One (AG1) Zone

Proposed Development:

An application to the Agricultural Land Commission (ALC) under Section 30 (1) of the Agricultural Land
Commission Act (the Act) in order to have land excluded from the Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR).

Specifically, the applicant is seeking the Commission’s approval to exclude a 8,990 m? parcel of land at
15811 89t Street from the reserve.

The applicant has indicated that “the purpose of the proposal is to request that the lot be removed
from the ALC and changed from AG1 to RS1 zoning for family/friends usage in the future”.

In support of exclusion, the applicant has stated “not only does this removal make sense based on
ALR criteria but it also accomplishes numerous RDOS Social, Economic, Environmental goals to make
life better for all in the area” and has noted the following:

The lot has never been used for farming and has no farming potential

There are significant topographical restraints throughout the lot

The important protected riparian area drastically affects the only flat area of the lot

These constraints mean the only area that could possibly be farmed would be roughly 0.07 ha
There is a large buffer of road, land and slope between the AG1 orchard to the West and this lot

Statutory Requirements:

Under Section 34 of the Agricultural Land Commission Act, the Regional District of Okanagan-
Similkameen (RDOS) must “review the application, and ... forward to the commission the application

File No: A2019.024-ALC
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together with [its] comments and recommendations”, unless Section 25(3) applies wherein the Board
has the ability to refuse to “authorise” an application.

Site Context:

The subject property is approximately 0.899 ha in area, situated to the east of 89" Street, and is
located approximately 3.5 km north of the Town of Osoyoos. The subject parcel contains a mobile
home, and five accessory buildings, including one accessory dwelling (cabin).

The surrounding pattern of development is generally characterised by agriculture, with residential
along the lakeshore to the north and south.

Background:
Parcel Information

The current boundaries of the subject property were created by a Plan of Subdivision deposited with
the Land Titles Office in Kamloops on February 2, 2001, while available Regional District records
indicate building permits for siting a mobile home (2017).

The subject parcel is entirely within the Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR), is entirely surrounded by ALR
lands, is partially located within a floodplain associated with Osoyoos Lake and has classified as
Residential (01) by BC Assessment.

RDOS Regional Growth Strategy (RGS)

Under the Regional Growth Strategy (RGS) Bylaw No. 2770, 2017, development is to be focussed on
designated Primary Growth Areas and Rural Growth Areas (Goal 1) and the agricultural land base is to
be protected by supporting “urban growth boundaries that are consistent with the Agricultural Land
Reserve boundaries” (1D-7) and by discouraging “further subdivision of farm parcels” (1D-3). The
subject parcel is not within a Primary or Rural Growth Area.

Electoral Area “A” OCP Bylaw

Under the Electoral Area “A” Official Community Plan (OCP) Bylaw No. 2450, 2008, the subject
property is currently designated Agriculture (AG) and is also within the “Agricultural Protection Area”
in Electoral Area “A”.

The property is also located within a Watercourse Development Permit (WDP) Area, and has been
designated as Important Ecosystem and very high conservation ranking in the South Okanagan
Similkameen Conservation Program (SOSCP) Biodiveristy Conservation Strategy.

The OCP Bylaw further states that the Board “will generally not support applications seeking to
rezoning lands designated as Agriculture, within the Agricultural Protection Area, or exclude land from
the Agricultural Land Reserve for the purposes of future urban, recreation or amenity uses (Section
6.3.19).

The OCP Bylaw also contains the following policies applicable to potential OCP and Zoning Bylaw
amendments to allow for the residential development of the subject property:

Support and encourage agriculture in the community through preservation of the agricultural
land base and restrictions on uses that are not compatible with agricultural activities (Section
3.2.1).

File No. A2019.024-ALC
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Encourages development of existing vacant lots and those lands with development approval prior
to redesignating new areas to permit residential use (Section 4.4.1).

Generally, does not support increasing densities or intensifying land uses with areas...shown as
Important Ecosystem (Section 4.4.4).

Generally, directs new urban residential growth to those urban communities within the Plan area
that currently have the community infrastructure, services and employment opportunities to
sustain higher densities (Section 4.4.7).

Considers the extension of the Town of Osoyoos’ Northwest Sector Sewer Service along Osoyoos
Lake to be primarily for the protection of water quality and not in support of facilitating future
non-agricultural development on the agriculturally designated properties (Section 6.3.18).

Electoral Area “A” Zoning Bylaw

Under the Electoral Area “A” Zoning Bylaw No. 2451, 2008, the property is currently zoned Agriculture
One Zone (AG1), which requires a minimum lot size of 4.0 ha.

The applicant has indicated that the purpose of removing this property from the ALR is to put forward
a rezoning application to change the designation from AG1 to Residential Single Family One (RS1)
zone,

The minimum parcel size in the RS1 Zone is 505 m?, subject to servicing. Should additional sewer
connections be available, the 0.899 ha parcel would have potential for an additional 16 residential
lots (based on minimum lot area only).

Public Process:

Under Section 36 of the Agricultural Land Commission Act, a person who makes an application to
exclude lands from the ALR is required to give notice of the application in accordance with
Agricultural Land Reserve General Regulation 171/2002, including newspaper publications, a
notification sign on the property, and notification to adjacent owners of agricultural land.

All comments submitted to the Regional District in relation to these notification requirements are
included as a separate agenda item.

Analysis:

In considering this proposal, Administration notes that Agricultural Protection Area Policies under
Section 6.3.19 of the Electoral Area “A” OCP Bylaw were enacted by the Board to indicate non-
support of applications seeking to exclude land from the ALR for the purposes of future urban,
recreation or amenity uses.

Excluding this agriculturally-designated property from the ALR will provide opportunity for
development speculation that is not in alignment to the goals and objectives of Electoral Area “A”
policies on growth management, protection of agriculture, and maintaining rural character.

Further, it does not support urban growth boundaries that are consistent with the Agricultural Land
Reserve boundaries, which contravenes RGS policy.

Instead of restricting uses that are not compatible with agricultural activities (Section 3.2.1), this
proposal seeks to introduce residential (non-farm) uses in an active farming area.

File No. A2019.024-ALC
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Administration has concerns that neighbouring farming operations will be impacted over time
through the introduction of competing interests and increasing the potential for land use conflicts by
increasing residential use in the area.

Although it is unlikely that the subject property will be used for farming purposes, given the
topography, size and soil conditions, it should be noted that this application has not been supported
by a capability study prepared by a qualified individual that would support the exclusion of this
property on the basis of it being unsuitable for agricultural use.

Given the site constraints and environmental values of the property, the existing use of the property,
which includes one principal dwelling and one accessory dwelling, is considered appropriate use of
the land and is consistent with current land use permissions in the AG1 Zone.

This proposal further represents the erosion of the agricultural land base in favour of residential
development in the Electoral Area “A” Agricultural Protection Area and represents a shift to favour
non-agricultural uses which may increase expectations for future development.

Conversely, this parcel has not been recently used for farming and contains site constraints that limits
the potential for agricultural uses. The existing road, and steep slope along 89t Street, provide a
buffer between the parcel and farming operations on the west side of the road.

A residential designation would also provide protection to the foreshore of Osoyoos Lake through
application of riparian area regulations, for which agricultural operations are exempt.

Summary:

Exclusion from the ALR is in contravention of the intent of the Area “A” Agricultural Protection Area
and raises concerns about consistency with the RGS given the applicant’s stated intention of seeking
to amend the zoning to RS1 in future in order to facilitate residential development.

For these reasons, Administration is recommending that this application not be authorised to proceed
to the Agricultural Land Commission.

Alternatives:

1. THAT the RDOS Board “authorize” the application to allow exclusion of land from the Agricultural
Land Reserve at 15811 89 Street to proceed to the Agricultural Land Commission; OR

2. THAT the RDOS Board defers making a decision and directs that the proposal be considered by
the Electoral Area “A” Advisory Planning Commission (APC).

Respectfully submitted Endorsed by: Endorsed by:
Q\-fgi,- ~— - 5 ) T
J. Peachey, Planner | C. Garrish, Planning Manager B. Dollevoet, G.M. of Dev. Services

Attachments: No. 1 — Context Map
No. 2 — Applicant’s Site Plan
No. 3 — Aerial Photo (Google Earth)
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Attachment No. 1 — Context Maps
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Attachment No. 2 — Applicant’s Site Plan

TOPOGRAPHIC SITE PLAN OF PART OF
LOT A, DL 2450s AND 3460s, SDYD, PLAN KAPGB381.
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Attachment No. 3 — Aerial Photo (Google Earth)
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Dec. 4, 2019

R.D.O.S.
101 Martin St.
Penticton, B.C
VZ2A 519

Attn: JoAnne Peachey
Dear Ms. Peachey

Re: Application For Land Exclusion In The
Agriculture Land Reserye
Perch Osoyoos Lake Ltd.
15811 89 St., Osoyoos, B, C.

We, Teunis and Pam Van Kalkeren, are owners of the orchard to the west of the
property mentioned above. As long time resident orchardists who are familiar with this
property we have been asked to provide a letter of support regarding the removal of
15811 89™ St. from the ALR and to have it re-classified.

It is the wish of the owners of 15811 89t St. to have this property removed from the
ALR, therefore, we support their right for the request.

If this application for exclusion is accepted or rejected by the ALR we will respect the
decision. Please feel free to contact us at hould you have any questions.




RDOS, \ BC V2A5J8
101 Main Street,

Penticton, B.C.

V2A 5J9

In reference to: Lot A, Lots 2450 S and 3460 S
SDYD, Plan KAP 68381, PID 024-942-596
Located at 15811 89" street, Osoyoos

and regarding an application to change zoning AG1 to zoning RS1.

To whom it may concern:

| have no objection to the change in zoning that is requested as, in my opinion, this property is not
suitable for a viable agriculture usage. However, since this zoning is requested to be changed to RS1, its
taxation rate should also be changed to reflect RS1 zoning. If its proximity to a different AG1 property
allows it to retain an AG1 taxation rate, as you specifically applied it to 8902 168" street and many
properties in the 18000 block of 87t street, then neighboring properties on the 16000 block of 87
street should also be taxed the same. What is good for one, should be good for all.

Respectfully submitted,

Don Steinbart

Osoyoos

S ./:»‘

-
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT -“.

TO: Board of Directors RUDOS
OKANAGAM-
FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer SIMILKAMEEN

DATE: December 19, 2019

RE: Floodplain Exemption Application — Electoral Area “C”

Administrative Recommendation:

THAT the Board of Directors approve a floodplain exemption for Lot 1, Plan KAP10647, Section 25 36,
SDYD, in order to permit the development of an educational facility consisting of a school building
and staff accommodation building below and within the flood construction level of Victoria Creek,
subject to the following condition:

1) astatutory covenant is registered on title in order to:

a) “save harmless” the Regional District against any damages as a result of a flood occurrence;
and

b) secure the recommendations contained within the flood hazard assessment report, dated
October 9, 2019, prepared by Wendy Yao (P.Eng.) of Aplin & Martin Consultants Ltd.

Purpose: To allow for the construction of a school building and single detached dwelling below and within the
flood construction level of Victoria Creek.

Owners: University of British Columbia Agent: Tom Beeby (UBC) Folio: C-07938.100
Civic: 1813 Willowbrook Road Legal: Lot 1, Plan KAP10647, Section 25 36, SDYD
OCP: Resource Area (RA) Zoning: Resource Area Zone (RA)

Proposed Development:

This application seeks to vary the floodplain construction level regulations contained within the
Electoral Area “C” Zoning Bylaw No. 2453, 2008, in order to allow for the construction of a school
building and single detached dwelling below and within the flood construction level of Victoria Creek.

In support of the proposal, the applicant has provided a flood hazard assessment report, prepared by
Wendy Yao (P.Eng) of Aplin & Martin Consultants Ltd. The engineer report states that “based on the
hydrological and hydraulic analysis, the estimated 200-year flood flow would be contained within the
banks of the creek.”

Site Context:

The subject parcel is approximately 35.6 hectares in area and is situated on the west side of
Willowbrook Road approximately 9 km north of the Town of Oliver and is bounded by the South
Okanagan Grasslands Protected Area along its north property line. The property is currently developed
with a number of structures related to the UBC Geology Field School (see Attachment No. 3).

File No: C2019.002-FPE
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The surrounding pattern of development consists of privately held rural parcels with those to the east
fronting Willowbrook Road under agricultural production and the remainder to the south and west
largely undeveloped.

Background:

The subject property was created by a plan of subdivision deposited with the Land Titles Office in
Kamloops on June 8, 1960, while available Regional District records indicate building permits has
previously been issued for a sleeping unit (1987), the demolition of geology camp buildings (2012) and
the demolition of a bunkhouse and trailer (2014).

Under Electoral Area “C” Official Community Plan (OCP) Bylaw No. 2452, 2008, the subject property is
designated as Resource Area (RA) and is situated within a Watercourse Development Permit (WDP)
and Environmentally Sensitive Development Permit (ESDP) Areas.

With regard to the WDP area, institutional developments are exempt from the WDP process,
therefore no WDP is required for the proposed development.

With regard to the ESDP Area, the applicant successfully applied and obtained an Environmentally
Sensitive Development Permit (C2019.004-ESDP) to remove five existing wooden tent pads as well as
the development of a new buildings and structures.

Under the Electoral Area “C” Zoning Bylaw No. 2453, 2008, the subject property is zoned Resource
Area (RA) Zone, which lists “education facility” as a principal permitted use and defines this as
meaning “the use of land, buildings or structures for education, instruction and training and may
include administration offices and dormitories to house students ...”

Under Section 8.1 (Floodplain Regulations) of the Zoning Bylaw, lands below 1.5 metres above the
natural boundary of any watercourse are designated floodplain, and under Section 8.3.2, no person
must construct, reconstruct or extend a floor system or pad that supports a habitable area below the
flood level specified in Section 8.1.

Statutory Requirements
Section 524(7) of the Local Government Act allows the Regional District to consider exempting a
specific parcel from its floodplain regulations if the Board considers it advisable and either:

(a) considers that the exemption is consistent with the Provincial guidelines, or

(b) hasreceived a report that the land may be used safely for the use intended, which report is
certified by a person who is

(i) aprofessional engineer or geoscientist and experienced in geotechnical engineering, or
(i) aperson in a class prescribed by the environment minister under subsection (9).

Analysis:

In considering this floodplain exemption request against the requirements of Section 524(7) of the
Local Government Act, Administration notes that the property owners have submitted a flood hazard
assessment report prepared by a professional engineer experienced in geotechnical engineering
(Wendy Yao, P. Eng., of Aplin & martin Consultants Ltd.) dated October 9, 2019, which concludes the
following:

File No: C2019.002-FPE
Page 2 of 6



Based on the hydrological and hydraulic analysis, the estimated 200-year flood flow would be
contained within the banks of the creek. The minimum floor elevations of the proposed buildings
would have a minimum freeboard of 1.1m for the field houses and 2.0m for the staff cabin under
the 200-year flood condition. These design elevations meet the provincial guidelines, that
requires FCLs or MBEs not to be lower than the 200-year flood levels plus a 0.3m freeboard.

The existing design shows that the 15m setback to natural boundary requirement would be met
at all the other buildings and structures, except at the proposed main Field School building and
porch area. The building would have 14.1m clearance and the porch area would have 12.3m
clearance from the approximate natural boundary. Based on our analysis, a 10m clearance to
the 200-year flood extent boundary can be provided with the design, indicating that the
proposed buildings would be away from areas of potential erosion and would not restrict the
flow capacity of the 200-year floodway.

Conversely, it is noted that the OCP speaks to preventing or minimizing “property damage as a result
from natural hazards” and to discouraging “development of land susceptible to flooding”. In this
instance, and given the size of the property, other options appear to be available to the applicant such
as constructing outside of the floodplain or elevating the structures in order to meet the regulations.

In summary, and based upon the recommendations contained within the flood protection report,
Administration is recommending that the floodplain exemption request be approved, and that the
applicant enter into a statutory covenant in order to “save harmless” the Regional District in the event
of future flood events.

Alternative:
THAT the Regional Board deny the Floodplain Exemption request.

Respectfully submitted Endorsed by: Endorsed by:

Jeff Thompson i =
J. Thompson, Planning Tech  C. Garrish, Planning Manager B. Dollevoet, G.M. of Dev. Services

Attachments: No. 1- Context Maps
No. 2 — Applicant’s Site Plan

No. 3 - UBC Geological Field School — Flood Protection Confirmation Statement
(November 29, 2019); and Technical Memorandum: UBC Geological Field
School —100/200 Year Flood Level Review (October 9, 2019)
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Attachment No. 1 — Context Maps
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Attachment No. 2 — Applicant’s Site Plan
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Attachment No. 3 — Engineer’s Estimated 200-Year Flood Extent
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4 APLIN MARTIN

ENGINEERING ARCHITECTURE PLANNING SURVEYING

November 29, 2019

Our File: 18-5201

Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen

101 Martin Street

Penticton, BC V2A 5J9

Attention: Jeff Thompson, MA, Planning Technician
Dear Jeff:

Re: UBC Geological Field School - Flood Protection Confirmation Statement

This letter is to confirm that the technical memorandum, entitled UBC Geological Field School -
100/200-Year Flood Level Review, prepared by Aplin & Martin Consultants Ltd on October 2019
is a flood protection report that was prepared in accordance with Section 524, Requirements in
Relation to Flood Plain Areas, of the Local Government Act. This report/technical memorandum
provided a review to both the provincial regulation and the District of Okanagan-Similkameen’s
bylaw requirements on Minimum Building Elevation (MBE) and floodplain setback, presented
the analysis results for the design flood elevation and floodplain boundary near the proposed
UBC Geological Field School. Our findings concluded that the design of the proposed structures
for the UBC Geological Field School meets the provincial guidelines for MBE and the proposed
building would be away from areas of potential erosion and would not restrict the flow capacity
of the 200-year flood.

We hope this letter along with the attached technical memorandum meet the District’s
requirement for the floodplain review. Please feel free to contact the undersigned if you have
further questions and concerns.

Yours truly,

APLIN & MARTIN CONSULTANTS LTD.

Wendy X. Yao, P.Eng., M.A.Sc.
Senior Water Resources Engineer
Tel: 604-597-9058

Email: wyao@aplinmartin.com

wY/
Enclosure
18-5201-wxylt01_20119-11-29.docx

APLIN & MARTIN CONSULTANTS LTD.
201-12448 82 AVE, SURREY, BC V3W 3E9 | WWW.APLINMARTIN.COM | (604) 597-9058
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TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM

To: Tom Beeby, Director of Market File No: 18-5201
Development, UBC Properties Trust

From: Wendy X.Yao, M.A.Sc., P.Eng. Date: October 9, 2019

Re: UBC Geological Field School - 100/200-Year Flood Level Review

As per request by UBC Properties Trust, Aplin & Martin Consultants Ltd. (Aplin Martin)
has completed the hydrological/hydraulic analysis to determine the 200-year flood
level and flood extent at the UBC Geological Field School site in Oliver BC. The
estimated 200-year flood level and flood extent are to be used to check the design for
the proposed buildings onsite. This technical memorandum summarizes our findings
and recommendations.

BACKGROUND

UBC Properties Trust is in the process of developing the UBC Geological Field School
site in Oliver BC. The site is located adjacent to the Victoria Creek north bank
immediately upstream of the Willowbrook Road crossing. The Regional District of
Okanagan-Similkameen (Regional District) requires that the proposed buildings and
structures shall have a minimum floodplain setback of 15m from the natural boundary
(visible high water mark) and a minimum Flood Construction Level (FCL) or Minimum
Building Elevations (MBE) of 1.5m above the natural boundary of the adjacent Victoria
Creek (Area “C” Oliver Rural Zoning Bylaw No. 2453, 2008 - Regional District of
Okanagan-Simitkameen, December 6, 2018).

According to the provincial guidelines, Flood Hazard Area Land Use Management
Guidelines (Ministry of Water, Land and Air Protection, May 2004, last amended in
January 2018), areas used for habitation, business, or storage of goods damageable by
floodwaters should be constructed with a 15m setback requirement and a FCL no lower
than the designated flood levels of the adjacent waterbodies plus a freeboard
allowance. Only at where the designated flood elevation level is not available, the
required FCL is typically referenced as an elevation above the natural boundary as per
the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen’s requirement.

The purpose of this assignment is to estimate the 200-year flood elevation and flood
extent in Victoria Creek and therefore to identify if the variance required to lower the
MBE is feasible, to satisfy the provincial requirement.

Aplin & Martin Consultants Ltd. Page 1
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METHODOLOGY

To determine the 200-year flood level in Victoria Creek adjacent to the project site,
Aplin Martin first estimated the 200-year flood flow based on regional hydrological
analysis and then develop a hydraulic model of Victoria Creek from Willowbrook Road
to approximately 200m upstream, to model the 200-year flood level in this reach of
the creek. A conservative approach has been taken to estimate the flood flows and
model flood levels as discussed in the sections below.

200-YEAR PEAK FLOOD FLOW ESTIMATION

Victoria Creek is situated in the mountain range of the Okanagan Valley on its west
slope. It is a main tributary of Park Rill Creek, which further enters to the Okanagan
River just north of Oliver. Victoria Creek has a watershed area of 31.2km?. Several
controlled lakes, including Ripley Lake, Madden Lake and Burnell Lake are located
within its upper watershed.

The UBC Geological School site is adjacent to an upstream reach of the Victoria Creek
catchment which has a tributary area of 14.3km?2. Refer to Figure 1 for an overall creek
catchment plan. To estimate design flood flows of Victoria Creek at the project site, a
regional hydrological analysis was performed based on available flow data from
Water Survey of Canada (WSC) hydrometric stations in the region.

Nearby WSC stations were reviewed to find gauged natural watercourses with similar
watershed characteristics and sufficient data to develop a meaningful statistical
analysis. A total of six stations were selected for the analysis; station information is
summarized in Table 1.

Table 1: Summary of Selected WSC Hydrometric Stations

O8NMO035 Bellevue Creek Near Okanagan Mission 73.3 1920-1986 29
O8NM133 Bull Creek Near Crump 46.9 1965-1986 22
O8NM134 Camp Creek At Mouth Near Thirsk 34.6 1965-2015 51
O8NM137 Daves Creek Near Rutland 311 1965-1986 22
O8NM164 Testalinden Creek in Canyon 13 1969-1986 18
O8NM171 Vaseux Creek Above Solco Creek n7z 1970-2015 46

A flood frequency analysis was conducted to determine the 200-year flow for the
respective selected catchments. Analysis was conducting using maximum daily flow
data.

A regression analysis was conducted on the derived 200-year flows from the flood
frequency analysis to determine the maximum daily flow at Victoria Creek near the
UBC Geological School Site. Figure 2 presents the analysis results. A power trendline
was fit to the data to determine the expected peak flows to Victoria Creek at this
location (14.3 km? catchment).

Aplin & Martin Consultants Ltd. Page 2
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Figure 2: 200-Year Regional Analysis Results
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The peak 200-year design flow for this reach of Victoria Creek based on the
completed regional analysis is estimated to be 1.16m3/s.

This flow is further compared with the Victoria Creek flow estimated in the Park Ril/
Flood Response Feasibility Study, prepared by Ecora in April 2019. The 200-year
peak flow estimated in Ecora’s report for Victoria Creek of 27.4km?2 catchment area is
2.1 m3/s. However, based on the regional curve created for our study, the estimated
flow for a 27.4km? catchment area would be 2.95 m3/s. Our analysis is based on more
regional stations and provides with a more conservative value that we feel confident
for use in this study:.

HEC-RAS MODEL

In order to determine the 200-year expected flood level, a steady state hydraulic
model was developed using the HEC-RAS program. Cross sectional data at regular
intervals were created from a topographic survey. The model has encompassed
Victoria Creek and the surrounding area creek area from the culvert crossing west of
Willowbrook Road to approximately 200 m upstream of the culvert. Conservative
roughness parameters were assigned to the model based on a review of site
photographs. Additional field pickup of downstream culvert data was added to the
model in order to consider potential backwater effects in the lower reaches of the
creek that could be resulted from the inlet-controlled culvert crossings.

Aplin & Martin Consultants Ltd. Page 4
Project No. 18-5201 October 9, 2019



Memorandum

200-YEAR FLOOD LEVELS

Table 2 summarises the results from the hydraulic model. The estimated 200-year
flood levels appear to be contained within the banks of the creek. The UBC Geological
Field School is proposing a new Field School building, a new staff cabin and five new
tent pads. The estimated 200-year flood levels in comparison with the required FCLs
as per the provincial guidelines and the proposed building elevations are summarized
in Table 3.

Table 2: Estimated Creek Flood Levels

0 453.7 454.8 454.9 4547 0.1
314 4551 455.4 4555 455.3 0.1
51.6 455.6 456.3 456.3 456.0 0.3
71.7 456.3 456.9 456.9 456.6 0.3
89.8 456.9 458.0 457.8 457.4 0.4
1n3.8 458.1 458.7 458.7 458.3 0.4
135.9 458.9 459.9 459.9 459.2 0.6
162.3 460.6 4617 461.2 460.9 0.3

Table 3: Comparison of Design Elevations with the 200-Year Flood Level and FCLs

Field School (East) 4571 456.0 1.1 0.3 456.3
Field School (West) 457.7 456.6 1.1 0.3 456.9
Field School Porch 4571 456.0 11 0.3 456.3

Staff Cabin 460.3 458.3 2.0 0.3 458.6

The building design elevations have been plotted against the 200-year HGL profile
along Victoria Creek, as well as the required FCL profile according to the provincial
guidelines, in Figure 3.

The 200-year flood extent has also been estimated and shown in Figure 4, in
comparison with the locations of the proposed buildings. The proposed buildings for
UBC Field School would have greater than 10m clearance to the 200-year flood
extent.

Aplin & Martin Consultants Ltd. Page 5
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Figure 3: Victoria Creek 200-Year HGL and Required FCL
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CONCLUSIONS

Based on the hydrological and hydraulic analysis, the estimated 200-year flood flow
would be contained within the banks of the creek. The minimum floor elevations of
the proposed buildings would have a minimum freeboard of 1.1 m for the field houses
and 2.0m for the staff cabin under the 200-year flood condition. Theses design
elevations meet the provincial guidelines, that requires FCLs or MBEs not to be lower
than the 200-year flood levels plus a 0.3m freeboard.

The existing design shows that the 15m setback to natural boundary requirement
would be met at all the other buildings and structures, except at the proposed main
Field School building and the porch area. The building would have 14.1m clearance
and the porch area would have 12.3m clearance from the approximate natural
boundary. Based on our analysis, a 10m clearance to the 200-year flood extent
boundary can be provided with the design, indicating that the proposed buildings
would be away from areas of potential erosion and would not restrict the flow
capacity of the 200-year floodway.

CLOSING

We trust that the information presented in this memorandum is adequate for your
current need. Please contact the undersigned should you have any questions or require
additional information.

Yours truly,

APLIN & MARTIN CONSULTANTS LTD.

Wendy X. Yao, M.A.Sc., P.Eng.
Senior Water Resource Engineer

18-5201-WYmeO1-MBE_2019-09-27.docx
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT

TO: Board of Directors

OKAMAGAM-:
FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer SIMILKAMEEN

DATE: December 19, 2019

RE: Park Land Dedication Policy

Administrative Recommendation:
THAT the Park Land Dedication Policy, dated December 19, 2019, be adopted.

Purpose:
To present a revised and updated Park Land Dedication policy for the Board’s consideration.

References:
Local Government Act Section 510: Requirement for provision of park land or payment for park
purposes.

Parkland Acquisition Best Practices Guide, Spring 2006, Development Finance Review Committee,
Ministry of Community Services, Province of B.C.

Background:
Section 510 of the Local Government Act requires an owner of land that is being subdivided to either:

(a) provide, without compensation, park land of an amount and location acceptable to the local
government; or

(b) pay the local government an amount equal to the market value of the land that may be required
for park land purposes.

At its meeting of July 8, 2010, the Regional District adopted a “Park Land Dedication Policy”, which
establishes the administrative procedures to be followed by Regional District when dealing with park
land dedication proposals.

At the Board’s Planning and Development Committee meeting of July 18, 2019, the Board provided the
following resolution:

“THAT the Parkland Dedication policy be referred to the Advisory Planning Commissions for
comment.”

At the Board’s Planning and Development Committee meeting of December 5, 2019, the Board of
Directors motioned to bring forward the draft Park Land Dedication Policy to the Board for adoption.

Analysis:

The proposed Park Land Dediction policy (Attachment No. 1) addresses previously omitted
discretionary items of the Board in its consideration of Park Land Dedication. Examples of this include,
the consideration of Official Community Plan policy, preference for land adjacent to a body of water

File No: F2017.026-DVP
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(i.e. lake), the ability to get a second opinion of the appraisal of land, and the requirement to retain
cash-in-lieu in the applicable park service area where the subdivision occurs.

Administration proposes that following adoption of this updated policy, that a new Administrative
Procedure for park land dedication be developed to maintain a consistent approach to how park land
(or cash-in-lieu) proposals are processed.

Alternatives:

1. Do not adopt a Park Land Dedication Policy dated December 29, 2019, and retain the current Park
Land Dedication policy (adopted July 8, 2010).

Communication Strategy:

If a new Park Land Dedication policy is adopted by the Board, the updated policy will be uploaded to
the Regional District’s website and included in the policy master index with Legislative Services.

Respectfully submitted:

=0

| s

B. Dollevoet, General Manager, Development Services

Attachments: No. 1 - Park Land Dedication Policy (December 19, 2019)

Park Land Dedication Policy Review
Page 2 of 2



Park Land Dedication
December 19, 2019

REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN SIMILKAMEEN

BOARD POLICY
POLICY: PARK LAND DEDICATION POLICY
PURPOSE: To establish conditions for the dedication of lands for park land set out in

Section 510, of the Local Government Act for the subdivision process
which will advance the orderly development of land in accordance with
sound planning principles and in tandem with the provision and
availability of local government services.

WHEREAS section 510 of the Local Government Act (2015) provides the legislated framework
for local government to acquire park land from an owner of land being subdivided without
compensation.

NOW THEREFORE, the Board of Directors for the Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
hereby establishes the following policy and procedures in respect to Park Land Dedication in
the Regional District:

POLICY STATEMENT

1 Itshall be the Policy of the Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen to exercise their
right to require the full five percent (5%) of land proposed for subdivision for Park Land
Dedication, or payment in lieu thereof, within the constraints of the enabling
legislation.

DEFINITIONS

2 “Park Land Dedication” means that land, or payment in lieu of land, taken by the Regional
District during subdivision of land in accordance with section 510 of the Local Government
Act (2015).

3 “Full Narrative Appraisal” means a report completed by an accredited appraiser and is
an in depth report which typically consists of a letter of transmittal; summary of
important conclusions, regional and neighborhood analysis; description of the site and
any improvements; highest and best use analysis; zoning analysis; tax analysis;
statement of ownership; property rights appraised; scope of the appraisal; cost
approach; income approach; direct sales comparison approach utilizing comparable
sales on the comparison grid; reconciliation; description of the appraisal process,
definition of market value; certification; contingent & limiting conditions; photos of the
subject property; photos of all comparable sales used; comparable sales location map;
sketch of subject property showing layout; flood map if in print and qualifications of
the appraiser and reviewer.

Page 1



Park Land Dedication
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REFERENCES

4

Parkland Acquisition Best Practices Guide, Spring 2006, Development Finance Review
Committee, Ministry of Community Services

BACKGROUND

5

In the Regional District, subdivision approval is a responsibility of the Province of British
Columbia, administered by the Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure (MoTlI).
The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen uses the subdivision approval process as
an instrument for regulating the detailed land use requirements established by bylaw,
and determining levels of infrastructure services standards for parcels proposed to be
subdivided.

The Regional District serves as a referral agency to MoTI for subdivision applications
within the RDOS. An important part of the subdivision process is the determination of
the location and amount of land to be conveyed for park land purposes. Land
dedication is typically reflective of the need for parks, recreation opportunities, service
infrastructure, and protection of environmental features. The Parkland Acquisition Best
Practices Guide speaks to principles of fairness and equity in the development of best
practices. These principles speak to the need for consistency in how parkland
acquisition is applied, for openness and transparency, and for predictability in
actions. These principles are fundamental to the development of good relationships
involving local governments, land owners and developers. The kind of development
that benefits communities and helps them to achieve their economic, social and
environmental goals.

EXEMPTIONS

7.

This policy’s Parkland Dedication requirements shall not apply to subdivision applications
identified in section 510 (3) of the Local Government Act :

a) asubdivision by which fewer than 3 additional lots would be created unless the
parcel proposed for subdivision was created within the previous five years;

b) a subdivision by which the smallest lot being created is larger than 2 hectares;
c) aconsolidation of existing parcels.

PROCEDURE FOR PARK LAND DEDICATION

8.

Each applicant proposing a subdivision of land for any use is required to dedicate five
percent (5%) of the total land under subdivision, or cash in lieu of land, for park land
purposes, without compensation. Any environmentally sensitive land that is
considered non-useable (i.e. non-developable) or non-accessible to the public will be
excluded from the calculation of the 5% land. The Regional District prefers that any
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non-useable environmentally sensitive land be donated to the Regional District, in
addition to the 5% parkland dedication requirement, for the purposes of conservation.

9. The location and suitability of land within the proposed subdivision to be dedicated to
park land is subject to RDOS approval (LGA S. 510 (1)(a)). In this regard, the land dedicated
should be free from structures (unless agreed upon by RDOS), maintained in a safe and
well-kept and/or in its natural state prior to dedication.

10. The Local Government Act section 510.1 provides that the owner of land being
subdivided has the option to provide land or cash in lieu of land. However, despite
S.510.1:

@ if there is no park service in the Electoral Area where the subdivision is located then
land dedication is the only option (LGA S. 510 (2)(a)).

O if the RDOS has policies and designations respecting the location and type of future
parks contained in the Official Community Plan, the RDOS may determine whether the
owner must provide land or an equivalent cash in lieu amount (LGA S. 510 (2)(b)).

LANDS THE REGIONAL DISTRICT MAY REQUIRE TO BE INCLUDED

11 The Regional District may require that the following lands be included in the five percent
land dedication:

@ Any part of land being subdivided as deemed appropriate by the Board of Directors.

© The Regional District will consider all relevant policies within an Official
Community Plan specific to Parks and Parkland Dedication, and any other relating
park bylaws or Park Master plans, prior to the acceptance of an identified land
parcel.

© Where land adjacent to surface water or any other body of water is to be subdivided
for purposes other than public recreational uses, the following dedication of park
land may berequired:

i.  Aparcel of land, of such width as may be determined by the Regional District,
lying between the bank of the land containing water and the land to be
retained by the owner, for the preservation of the bank and the protection of
the land retained by the owner against flooding and to provide public access
to the water, unless the land being proposed for subdivision is intended for
public recreational uses.

ii.  In recognition that these lands requested by the Regional District for park
purposes may be of higher appraised value than the average value of all land
associated with a proposed subdivision, the amount of land taken in this
regard shall be based on the principle of it being equal in value to that
required for cash-in-lieu purposes.
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ADDITIONAL LANDS THAT MAY BE TAKEN

12

The Provincial Approving Officer (PAO) has legislated authority to attain additional land
for various reasons: roads, access to bodies of water and land not suitable for public
use or access. Park land dedication is excluded for the PAQ’s authority but both
authorities may work cooperatively for a mutual public park benefit.

CASH IN LIEU OF LAND DEDICATION

13

14

17.

Section 510 of the Local Government Act provides the option to the owner of
property proposed for subdivision to provide cash-in-lieu of land dedication. All
monies received in lieu of land dedication will be deposited into park reserve and
expended only for the acquisition of lands for Park purposes (LGA S. 510.14) within
the Electoral Area or the established park service area of which the subdivision is
proposed.

When cash is determined to be provided in lieu of land, it is to be provided in either of
following manners (LGA S. 510.6):

@ if the Board and the owner agree on a value for the land, the value on which they
have agreed, or

) the average fair market value of all the land in the proposed subdivision identified
for the purpose of calculating the parkland dedication requirement.

The average fair market value of a parcel of land shall be determined on the basis of a
“Full Narrative Appraisal” completed by an accredited appraiser provided by the
developer.

The Regional District retains the right to hire its own accredited appraiser in the event
that the average fair market value determined by the developers’ appraiser is
perceived to be insufficient. In the event of a discrepancy in the developer’s appraisal
and the Regional District’s appraisal, the following process of mediation shall occur:

@ Ifthe developer’s appraisal falls within 10% of the Regional District’s appraisal, the
two parties agree to split the difference;

© If the values vary by more than 10%, the two parties agree to obtain a third
appraisal, cost-shared by both parties, and the third appraisal will be binding on
both parties.

In cases where the identified dedication of land for park purposes do not total 5% of the
subdivision land area, the remaining percentage difference shall be required in a cash-in-
lieu payment to the Regional District. The cash-in-lieu payment shall be determined in a
manner similar to section 14 of this policy for the percentage difference remaining.

Cash-in-lieu payments shall be deposited in a reserve account for the specific Electoral
Area in which the subdivision occurred and shall be used only for purchase or
development of park land. Further, if a subdivision occurs within a specific park service
area, the cash-in-lieu monies collected from that subdivision should only be used for
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purchase or development of park land within that specific park service area.

DISPOSAL OF PARK LAND

19, Local governments have the authority to acquire and dispose of real property.
However, due to the significance of parks to community values, there are two
limitations on local governments' ability to dispose of park land:

@ Disposal of park land dedicated on subdivision: Elector approval is required
for disposal of these parklands. All proceeds from sale must be placed in a
park land acquisition reserve fund.

(0) Removing park land dedicated by bylaw: Elector approval is required to
remove the dedication. Once a dedication is removed, the local government
can dispose of the property under regular land disposal rules.

REPLACEMENT OF PREVIOUS POLICY

2. This Policy Statement shall replace the previous “Park Land Dedication Policy”
adopted by Board of Directors on July 8, 2010 by Resolution No. B319/10.
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT _‘ .
1

TO: Board of Directors RDOS
FROM:  B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer OKANAGAN-
SIMILKAMEEN

DATE: December 19, 2019

RE: Zoning Bylaw Amendment — Electoral Area “F”

Administrative Recommendation:

THAT Bylaw No. 2461.13, 2019, Electoral Area “F” Zoning Amendment Bylaw be read a first and
second time and proceed to public hearing;

AND THAT the holding of the public hearing be delegated to Director Gettens, or their delegate;

AND THAT staff schedule the date, time, and place of the public hearing in consultation with
Director Gettens;

AND THAT staff give notice of the public hearing in accordance with the requirements of the Local
Government Act.

Purpose: To allow for farm worker housing

Owners: Bearfoot Acres Inc., No. BC1043820  Agent: Keith Carlson Folio: F-07214.000
Legal: The South ¥ of DL 3762, ODYD Civic: 48 Savanna Road

OCP: Agriculture (AG) Proposed OCP: Agriculture (AG)

Zone: Agriculture Three Zone (AG3) Proposed Zoning: Site Specific Agriculture Three Zone (AG3s)

Proposed Development:

This application is seeking to amend the zoning of the subject property in order to allow for farm
worker housing for up to 41 bedrooms.

In order to accomplish this, the applicant is proposed to amend the zoning of the property under the
Electoral Area “F” Zoning Bylaw No. 2461, 2008, from Agriculture Three Zone (AG3) to Site Specific
Agriculture Three Zone (AG3s), with the site specific regulation to allow farm worker housing as an
accessory use, and limiting the farm working housing to a maximum of 910 m? of gross floor area and
41 bedrooms.

In support of the rezoning, the applicant has stated that “we propose to have worker accommodation
built on agriculturally unsuitable piece of land consisting of quality, dorm style trailers. There will be
two structures built on blocks, to make them movable per the limitations set out in the ALC’s decision.
The accommodation will house part of the required crew for the harvest season and continue to
house workers as required during other labour intensive times of the year”.

File No: F2019.016-ZONE
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Site Context:

The subject property is approximately 65.84 ha in area and is situated at the end of Savanna Road and
near Garnet Lake. It is understood that the parcel is comprised of an active agricultural operation
including a recently established cherry orchard (27.5 ha planted), a single detached dwelling and
various accessory structures.

The surrounding pattern of development is generally characterised as undeveloped and includes
forested lands to the north and west, agriculture to the south, and single detached dwellings on large
rural residential lots to the east.

Background:
Parcel Information

It is unknown when the current boundaries of the subject property were created, while available
Regional District records indicate that building permits were issued for an addition to the single
detached dwelling (1997), renovation to day care (1986), and new farm building (2016).

BC Assessment has classified the property as part “Residential” (01) and part “Farm” (09).
Non-adhering residential use in ALR

The property is within the Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR).

At its meeting of April 18, 2019, the RDOS Board resolved to “authorize” the application for a “non-
adhering residential use-additional residence for farm use” at 48 Savanna Road to proceed to the ALC
and that the ALC be advised that the RDOS Board supports the use of a statutory covenant to require
the following:
- The use of the sleeping units is restricted to farm labour only;
The structure be removed from the property once an on-going need for farm labour no longer
exists; and
The structure be constructed or manufactured in a manner that makes it easily moveable from
one location to another.

On August 6, 2019, the Agricultural Land Commission (ALC) approved the proposal for non-adhering
residential use, subject to conditions (ALC File #58836). Conditions include that the structure be
easily moveable (i.e. no permanent structures), registration of a covenant on title pertaining to the
items listed above, and siting to be within a 0.3 ha portion of the property identified in the
application.

Electoral Area “F” OCP Bylaw

Under the Electoral Area “F” Official Community Plan (OCP) Bylaw No. 2790, 2018, the subject
property is currently designated Agriculture (AG), and is the subject of a Watercourse Development
Permit (WDP) and is identified as containing an important ecosystem.

The Electoral Area “F” Official Community Plan (OCP) Bylaw No. 2790, 2018, contains the following
applicable objectives and policies:

Maintain existing and encourage new, compatible agricultural activities in the Agricultural Land
Reserve, while limiting subdivision of designated agricultural properties (Section 5.2.5)

File No: F2019.016-ZONE
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Protect the agricultural land base of the Plan Area including associated farming, orchards,
vineyards, ranching, and associated value added activities (Section 9.2.1)

Supports the use of lands designated as Agriculture (AG) identified on Schedule ‘B’ (Official
Community Plan Map) for an agricultural operation or activity generally including the production
of...fruit..., as well as activities associated with the production and processing of these items
(Section 9.3.1)

Supports second dwellings within the ALR where they are used to support agricultural activities
and purposes (e.g. workers’ housing) (Section 9.3.7).

Electoral Area “F” Zoning Bylaw

Under the Electoral Area “F” Zoning Bylaw No. 2461, 2008, the property is currently zoned Agriculture
Three Zone (AG3) which allows for agriculture as a principal use and limits the maximum number of
dwellings on a parcel greater than 16.0 ha to 4 dwellings, up to 360 m?gross floor area.

The Electoral Area “F” Zoning Bylaw does not include provisions for farm labour housing beyond
additional dwellings, which are self-contained units limited to one set of kitchen facilities, and does
not include provisions for temporary housing for seasonal workers, such as “worker’s cabins”,
“bunkhouses” or “boarding houses”.

Referrals:

In accordance with Section 2.3 of Schedule ‘2’ of the Development Procedures Bylaw, this proposal
has been referred to the external agencies. Comments received from this referral are included as a
separate item on the Board’s Agenda.

Approval from the Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure (MoTI) is not required prior to

adoption as the proposed amendments involve lands beyond 800 metres of a controlled access
highway (i.e. Highway 97 & 3).

Public Process:

On November 25, 2019, a Public Information Meeting (PIM) was held at the RDOS Office at 101
Martin Street in Penticton and was attended by approximately 16 members of the public.

At its meeting of November 25, 2019, the Electoral Area “F” Advisory Planning Commission (APC)
resolved to recommend to the RDOS Board that the subject development application be approved.

All comments received to date in relation to this application are included as a separate item on the
Board Agenda.

Analysis:
In considering this proposal, Administration notes that the application aligns with the Electoral Area

“F” OCP Bylaw by supporting the use of property designated Agriculture (AG) for agricultural
operations and by supporting existing agricultural activities in the ALR (OCP Policy 5.2.5 and 9.3.1).

It is acknowledged that the economic viability of agricultural operations is an important factor in

ensuring agricultural lands continue to be used for agricultural purposes and thereby protect the
agricultural land base (OCP Policy 9.2.1).

File No: F2019.016-ZONE
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In this instance, worker’s housing is proposed to support agricultural activities within the ALR (OCP
Policy 9.3.7) as the property contains 27.5 ha of cherry orchard which depends on having labour
available to pick the crop.

In response to concerns regarding the potential use of the units by person unrelated to the
agricultural operation of the property, particularly in the off-season, the ALC has required a covenant
on title restricting the use of accommodations to farm labour only and removal once an on-going
need for farm labour no longer exists, which aligns with the RDOS Board’s previous recommendation
to the ALC.

In response to concerns regarding the intensity of the proposed use, the proposed bylaw limits the

scale and permanency of the proposed use by limiting farm labour housing buildings or structures to
temporary foundations, a floor area of 910 m? and 41-bedrooms to ensure consistency with building
requirements set out in the ALC decision and plans submitted in support of the rezoning application.

In response to concerns regarding water usage and limited water supply, Interior Health Authority
(IHA) advised that this proposal requires a water supply system as defined in the Drinking Water
Protection Act. Proof of potable water supply will be required as a building permit condition, prior to
issuance of occupancy.

With regards to concerns about septic safety, an on-site sewage disposal system designed by a
Registered Onsite Wastewater Practitioner to accommodate the proposed worker accommodation
has been filed with IHA.

Conversely, Administration notes the remoteness of the proposed use and acknowledges that the
location is not ideal for additional accommodation as there are no amenities nearby (e.g. transit,
shopping, parks, medical facilities, etc.) and no community services (e.g. water and sewer).

Further, the impact of an additional 64 seasonal residents on traffic volumes and roads, and the rural
area, is unknown and unprecedented. Adjacent properties to the east are residential, not agricultural,
in nature and may be impacted through loss of privacy, noise, or other factors associated with the
intensity of the proposed use.

In summary, on balance, Administration supports the proposal to facilitate farm labour housing on
the subject property to support the viability of agricultural operations within the ALR and on
agriculturally-designated lands.

Alternatives:

1. THAT Bylaw No. 2461.13, 2019, Electoral Area “F” Zoning Amendment Bylaw be read a first and
second time and proceed to public hearing;

AND THAT the holding of a public hearing be scheduled for the Regional District Board meeting of
January 23, 2019;

AND THAT staff give notice of the public hearing in accordance with the requirements of the Local
Government Act.

2. THAT Bylaw No. 2461.13, 2019, Electoral Area “F” Zoning Amendment Bylaw be deferred; or
3. THAT Bylaw No. 2461.13 2019, Electoral Area “F” Zoning Amendment Bylaw be, be denied.

File No: F2019.016-ZONE
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Respectfully submitted: Endorsed By:

1

Ny

—

JoAnn Peac"ﬁé[y, Planner | C. Garrish, Planning Manager

Attachments: No. 1 — Applicant’s Site Plan

No. 2 — Applicant’s Building Rendering
No. 3 — Applicant’s Floor Plan

No. 4 — Applicant’s Building Elevations
No. 5 — Site Photo (November 2019)

Endorsed By:
...-',1.";/, i y \
" A Y,

-

B. DoIIevoet,W of Dev. Services

Page 5 of 10

File No: F2019.016-ZONE



Attachment No. 1 — Applicant’s Site Plan

View of ground level with foundation blocks

High lighted area is 0.3ha Q

Praject name SRC worker accommodation
ADdress 4E Savanna Rd, Summeriand
PID DD5-210-240;
Disbrict Lod 3752, § 1/2
Sheet number | 10
Fhaet
descripthon Floor plan -
Ground level
116" = 1-0°
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Attachment No. 2 — Applicant’s Building Rendering

Project name SRC worker accommadation
Agdress 48 Savanna Rd, Summeriand
B D05-310-360;

Dislrict Lot 3762, 5 112
Sheet number oi
Sheet
oescription 3D

Impression
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Attachment No. 3 — Applicant’s Floor Plan
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Attachment No. 4 — Applicant’s Building Elevations
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Elevation view East

Elevation view East

Project name SRC worker accommodation
Address 43 Savanna Rd, Summerand
BID DOE-510-350;
District Lok 3762, S 122

Sheet numbsar 20
Sheet
descrption Elevation
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Attachment No. 5 — Site Photo (November 2019)
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BYLAW NO. 2461.13

REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN

BYLAW NO. 2461.13, 2019

A Bylaw to amend the Electoral Area “F” Zoning Bylaw No. 2461, 2008

The REGIONAL BOARD of the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen in open meeting
assembled, ENACTS as follows:

1. This Bylaw may be cited for all purposes as the “Electoral Area “F” Zoning Amendment
Bylaw No. 2461.13, 2019.”

2. The “Electoral Area “F” Zoning Bylaw N0.2461, 2008” is amended by:

i) replacing Section 17.3.1 (Site Specific Agriculture Three (AG3s) Provisions) under
Section 17.0 (Site Specific Designations) in its entirety with the following:

.1 inthe case of land described as the South ¥ of District Lot 3762, ODYD (48
Savanna Road), and shown shaded yellow on Figure 17.3.1:

i) the following accessory use shall be permitted on the land in addition to the
permitted uses listed in Section 10.3.1:

.1 “farm worker housing”, which is defined as meaning buildings or
structures built on a temporary foundation that provide space for
cooking, sanitary, living or sleeping units, for individuals who carry out
agricultural work for a farm operation on a seasonal basis.

i)  The maximum gross floor area of all farm worker housing shall be 910.0 m?.

i)  The maximum number sleeping units for all farm worker housing shall not
exceed 41.

Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13, 2019
(F2019.016-ZONE)
Page 1 of 3



Agriculture Three Site
Specific (AG3s)
(YELLOW SHADED AREA)

1
)

-
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o

I :
| Figure 17.3.1 \

3. The Official Zoning Map, being Schedule ‘2’ of the Electoral Area “F” Zoning Bylaw No. 2461,
2008, is amended by changing the land use designation on the land described the South ¥
of District Lot 3762, ODYD, and shown shaded yellow on Schedule ‘A’, which forms part of
this Bylaw, from Agriculture Three Zone (AG3) to Site Specific Agriculture Three Zone

(AG3s).
READ A FIRST AND SECOND TIME this day of , 2019.
PUBLIC HEARING held on this day of , 2020.
READ A THIRD TIME this day of , 2020.
ADOPTED this day of , 2020.
Board Chair Corporate Officer

Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13, 2019
(F2019.016-ZONE)
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Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen

101 Martin St, Penticton, BC, V2A-5]9
Tel: 250-492-0237 Email: info@rdos.bc.ca

OKANAGAN-
SIHILKAMEEN

Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13, 2019

File No. F2019.016-ZONE
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Lauri Feindell

Subject: FW: Bylaw Referral (F2019.016-ZONE)

From: Hedderson, Lisa <Lisa.Hedderson@dfo-mpo.gc.ca>
Sent: November 4, 2019 8:08 AM

To: Lauri Feindell <Ifeindell@rdos.bc.ca>

Subject: RE: Bylaw Referral (F2019.016-ZONE)

Dear Lauri Feindell,

At this time, the Fish and Fish Habitat Protection Program will not be participating in the Bylaw referral for 48 Savanna
Road. The role of the DFO’s Fish and Fish Habitat Protection Program (FFHPP) is to protect and conserve fish and fish
habitat in support of Canada’s coastal and inland fisheries resources, and to make regulatory decisions under the
fisheries protection provisions of the Fisheries Act. The FFHPP is specifically responsible for reviewing projects for which
a s.35(2) Fisheries Act Authorization is required.

If you feel that the project proposes works, undertakings or activities that may result in harm to fish or fish habitat,
DFQ’s Projects Near Water website (http://www.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/pnw-ppe/index-eng.html) includes information for
proponents on how to comply with the Fisheries Act, request a DFO review of a project, and request a Fisheries Act
authorization.

If you have any further questions about DFO’s regulatory process or need general information, contact DFO’s Fish and
Fish Habitat Protection Program toll free: 1-866-845-6776 or email: ReferralsPacific. XPAC@dfo-mpo.gc.ca.

Lisa Hedderson

Biologist

Fish and Fish Habitat Protection Program

Ecosystem Management Branch

Fisheries and Oceans Canada / Government of Canada



RESPONSE SUMMARY

AMENDMENT BYLAW NOS. 2461.13

O Approval Recommended for Reasons O Interests Unaffected by Bylaw
Outlined Below

M Approval Recommended Subject to 0 Approval Not Recommended Due
Conditions Below to Reasons Outlined Below

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments for consideration regarding this application. It is our understanding
that the rezone the property from Agriculture Three Zone (AG3) to Site Specific Agriculture Three Zone (AG3s) to
facilitate the development of farm worker housing. This referral has been reviewed from a Healthy Food System and an
Environmental Public Health perspectives and will be outlined below. The following information is for your consideration:

Healthy Food System

* Interior Health has an interest in protecting agricultural land and increasing the capacity of local food systems as a

way to support our community’s food security. Food security is vital to the health and well-being of a community and is the
foundation for healthy eating.

+ Farmland preservation helps to maintain a level of food production that contributes to food self-sufficiency, and food
self-sufficiency increases food security and supports healthy eating. Although this proposal does take away some potential
farm land, it will be built on blocks and is thus removable should the land be needed for farming in the future.

+ Ensuring minimal impact to land where the housing is located may preserve the potential future use of the farmland
for agriculture activities.

- Food self-sufficiency in BC is increasingly important, as extreme weather will affect food production in California and
elsewhere. Currently, California supplies 40%-50% of BC's imported fruits and vegetables.

Environmental Management

An internal file search has produced appropriate documentation for the on-site sewage disposal system. The plans were
filed on 27th of February 2019. This office is pending a Letter of Certification from the Authorized Person to finalize the
completion of the works. The Authorized Person has two years from the filing date to submit this paperwork.

Additionally, the applicant is proposing onsite well water as the method of water supply for this proposal. It is presumed

that water will be provided to the workers for domestic purposes as part of the temporary accommodation. Water supply
systems serving seasonal accommodations for workers would meet the definition of a “water supply system” as defined

in the Drinking Water Protection Act. The applicant must obtain the relevant permits in consultation with a drinking water
officer and Interior Health.

If you have any questions, concerns or require additional explanation, please email HBE@InteriorHealth.ca or phone
toll free at 1-855-744-6328, then choose the HBE option.

o

Agency: Interior Health Title: Community Health Facilitator

Signature: Signed By: _ Tanya Osbome

Date: November8, 2019

Bylaw Referral Sheet — F2019.16-ZONE Page20f2
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Agricultural Land Commission
201 - 4940 Canada Way
Burnaby, British Columbia V5G 4K6

Tel: 604 660-7000 | Fax: 604 660-7033
S | o

November 5, 2019
Reply to the attention of Sara Huber
ALC Issue: 51599
Local Government File: F2019.016-ZONE
Lauri Feindell,
Administrative Assistant, Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen
Ifeindell@rdos.bc.ca

Delivered Electronically

Re:  Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen Zoning Amendment Bylaw No.
2461.13

Thank you for forwarding a draft copy of Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen (RDOS)
Electoral Area “F” Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13 (the “Bylaw”) for review and comment
by the Agricultural Land Commission (ALC). The following comments are provided to help
ensure that the Bylaw is consistent with the purposes of the Agricultural Land Commission Act
(ALCA), the Agricultural Land Reserve General Regulation, (the “General Regulation”), the
Agricultural Land Reserve Use Regulation (the “Use Regulation”), and any decisions of the
ALC.

Current Proposal:

The Bylaw proposes to rezone the property identified as 48 Savanna Road, PID: 006-910-360
(the “Property”) from Agriculture Three Zone (AG3) to Site Specific Agriculture Three Zone
(AG3s), in order to facilitate the development of farm worker housing. Under the AG3s Zone,
farm worker housing would be permitted as an accessory use limited to 910 m? and a maximum
of 41 sleeping units. The Property currently contains 27.5 ha of high density cherry orchard, a
dwelling and farm buildings.

Application History:

In 2019, the Commission approved the proposal to construct a 41-bedroom structure to house
up to 64 seasonal farm workers (ALC Application 58836; Resolution #279/201 9), subject to
conditions. The two-storey farm worker accommodations would consist of 14 pre-fabricated
dorm-style trailers and two shared kitchens over a foundation of approximately 360 m?. The two-
storey structure, an associated utility building and septic system would require 0.3 ha of the

Property.
The conditions of approval included the following:

e The structure be constructed such that it is easily moveable from one location to another
(i.e. no permanent structures);

e The registration of a covenant to ensure that the structure is constructed according to
the approval (i.e. for farm labour only, easily moveable, and removed once no longer
required);

Page 1 of 2
Brrvroor -

e



ALC File: 51599

» Siting in accordance with the approved plan.

ALC Staff Comments:

ALC staff recognizes that the Bylaw is intended to facilitate the construction of farm worker
housing, a use which was previously approved by the Commission under Resolution #279/2019.
The Bylaw is specific to the Property and establishes parameters in terms of size and number of
sleeping units in accordance with the previous approval. For this reason, ALC staff has no
objection to the proposed Bylaw.

Fokdkkk

The ALC strives to provide a detailed response to all bylaw referrals affecting the ALR: however,
you are advised that the lack of a specific response by the ALC to any draft bylaw provisions
cannot in any way be construed as confirmation regarding the consistency of the submission
with the ALCA, the Regulations, or any Orders of the Commission.

If you have any questions about the above comments, please contact the undersigned at 604-
660-7019 or by e-mail (Sara.Huber@gov.bc.ca).

Yours truly,

PROVINCIAL AGRICULTURAL LAND COMMISSION

Sara Huber, Regional Planner
Enclosure: Referral of F2019.016-ZONE
58836d1 (Carlson, 2019) PREV

CC: Ministry of Agriculture — Attention: Christina Forbes
51599m1

Page 2 of 2
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October 31 2019
File No: F2019.016-ZONE

Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen
101 Martin Street
Penticton, B.C. V2A 5J9

Via E-mail: planning@rdes.be.ca

Re: Bylaw Referral — File No. F2019.016-ZONE
Dear Ms. Peachey,

Thank you for providing the B.C. Ministry of Agriculture the opportunity to comment on the proposed
site specific zoning bylaw amendment for 48 Savanna Road to facilitate the development of farm
worker housing. I have reviewed the documents you have provided. From an agricultural perspective I
can provide the following comments for your consideration:
° Ministry staff support the development of farm worker accommodation appropriate to the farm
operation’s agricultural activity and consistent with the ALC’s Act and Regulations.
® Ministry staff note that the site plan indicates the building is to be located on non-productive land
on the east side of the property. The size and scope of the accommodation appear to be in line with
the size of the orchard operation.
® The BC cherry industry continues to expand approximately 5-7% per year. Labour shortage is
common in the cherry industry resulting in the necessity of using Temporary Farm Workers to fill
the gaps. The distance of this operation from the local labour supply increases the labour shortage
issues. More information on the federal Seasonal Farm Worker Program (SAWP) can be located

online here: ht_tps:r’/www.canada.ca!em’emgloxment-social-development/service_s_fforeien-
workers/agricultural/seasonal-agricultural. html

If you have any questions, please contact me directly at christina.forbes@gov.bc.ca or 250-861-7201.

Sincerely,
Christina Forbes, P.Ag
Regional Agrologist

B.C. Ministry of Agriculture — Kelowna
Office: (250) 861-7201

E-mail: christina.forbes@gov.bc.ca

Email copy: ALC Planner, ALC.Okanagan@gov.be.ca

Ministry of Agriculture Sector Development Branch Mailing Address: Telephone: 250 861-7201
Ste. 200 1630 Powick Road Web Address: http:/igov.be.calagri/
Kelowna BC VIX7G5
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Lauri Feindell

Subject: FW: Bylaw Referral (F2019.016-ZONE) (2019085)

From: Leathem, Jamie FLNR:EX <Jamie.Leathem@gov.bc.ca>
Sent: November 27, 2019 9:45 AM

To: Planning <planning@rdos.bc.ca>

Cc: Lacey, Cathy M FLNR:EX <Cathy.Lacey@gov.bc.ca>
Subject: RE: Bylaw Referral (F2019.016-ZONE) (2019085)

Hi there,

The Ecosystems Section of the Ministry of Forests, Lands, Natural Resource Operations and Rural Development has
reviewed the above noted referral (our file 2019085), and, provided the proposed housing structure is greater than 30
m away from any watercourse, there are no concerns with the re-zoning as proposed.

Thank you,

Jamie Leathem, M.Sc.

Ecosystems Biologist | BC Ministry of Forests, Lands, Natural Resource Operations and Rural Development
102 Industrial Place, Penticton, BC V2A 7C8 | (250) 490-8294| Jamie.Leathem@gov.bc.ca

Please note my regular hours are Mon-Thurs 9:00am-5:00pm.



Lauri Feindell

From: Danielson, Steven <Steven.Danielson@fortisbc.com>
Sent: November 27, 2019 11:19 AM

To: Planning

Subject: Savanna Rd, 48 RDOS Electoral F (F2019.016-ZONE)

With respect to the above noted file,

There are no FortisBC Inc (Electric) (“FBC(E)") facilities affected by this application. As such FBC(E) has no concerns with
this circulation.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at your convenience.

Best Regards,

Steve Danielson, AACI, SR/WA

Contract Land Agent | Property Services | FortisBC Inc.
2850 Benvoulin Rd

Kelowna, BC V1W 2E3

Mobile: 250.681.3365

Fax: 1.866.636.6171

FBCLands@fortisbc.com

FORTIS BC

This email and any files transmitted with it, are confidential and are intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to
whom they are addressed. If you are not the original recipient or the person responsible for delivering the email to the
intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error, and that any use, dissemination, forwarding,
printing, or copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you receive this email in error, please notify the sender
immediately.

This email was sent to you by FortisBC*. The contact information to reach an authorized representative of FortisBC is 16705 Fraser Higr:nway, Surrey, British
Columbia, V4N 0EB, Attention: Communications Department. You can unsubscribe from receiving further emails from FortisBC by emailing

unsubscribe@fortisbc.com.

“"FortisBC” refers to the FortisBC group of companies which includes FortisBC Holdings. Inc., FortisBC Energy Inc., FortisBC Inc., FortisBC Alternative Energy
Services Inc. and Fortis Generation Inc.

This e-mail is the property of FortisBC and may contain confidential material for the sole use of the intended recipient(s). Any review, use, distribution or disclosure
by others is strictly prohibited. FortisBC does not accept liability for any errors or omissions which arise as a result of e-mail transmission. If you are not the
intended recipient, please contact the sender immediately and delete all copies of the message including removal from your hard drive. Thank you.
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Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen

OKANAGAN- 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC, V2A-5J9

SIMILKAMEEN Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.bc.ca

TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: F2019.016-ZONE

FROM: Name: 5’2\4‘@ ‘7€MU .Ul

Street Address:

RE: Electoral Area “F” Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13
48 Savanna Road — The South ¥ of District Lot 3762, ODYD

My comments / concerns are:
@ | do support the proposed rezoning of the subject parcel.

l:] | do support the proposed rezoning of the subject parcel, subject to the comments listed
below.

El | do not support the proposed rezoning of the subject parcel.

Written submissions received from this information meeting will be considered by the
Regional District Board prior to 1% reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13.

Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional District
no later than the start of the Public hearing for Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13.

Protecting your personal information is an obligation the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen takes seriously. Our practices have been designed to
ensure compliance with the privacy provisions of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act (British Columbia) (“FIPPA”). Any personal or
proprietary information you provide to usis collected, used and disclosed in accordance with FIPPA. Should you have any questions about the collection, use
or disclosure of this information please contact: Manager of Legislative Services, RDOS, 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC V2A 5)9, 250-492-0237. \/

)} r-::‘

-/\\,



e
=== Feedback Form

rRDOS . . .
Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen

OKANAGAN- 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC, V2A-5J9

SIMILKAMEEN  Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.bc.ca
TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: F2019.016-ZONE
FROM: Name: %\ ()] )S’ ‘ /\@

Street Address:

RE: Electoral Area “F” Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13

48 Savanna Road — The South % of District Lot 3762, ODYD

My comments / concerns are:
D | do support the proposed rezoning of the subject parcel.

[:] | do support the proposed rezoning of the subject parcel, subject to the comments listed
below.

é@ | do not support the proposed rezoning of the subject parcel.

Written submissions received from this information meeting will be considered by the
Regional District Board prior to 1% reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13.
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Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional District
no later than the start of the Public hearing for Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13.

Protecting your personal information is an obligation the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen takes seriously. Our practices have been designed to
ensure compliance with the privacy provisions of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act (British Columbia) (“FIPPA”). Any personal or
proprietary information you provide to us is collected, used and disclosed in accordance with FIPPA. Should you have any questions about the collection, use
or disclosure of this information please contact: Manager of Legislative Services, RDOS, 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC V2A 5J9, 250-492-0237.
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Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
OKANAGAN- 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC, V2A-5J9

SIMILKAMEEN  Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.bc.ca

TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: F2019.016-ZONE

FROM: Name: A dv"% R //%Jn 0&/ eal
7 :

Street Address:

- ol /]
bd/‘¢/’7“* ﬂ—f"/
RE: Electoral Area “F” Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13
48 Savanna Road — The South ¥ of District Lot 3762, ODYD

My comments / concerns are:
I:l | do support the proposed rezoning of the subject parcel.

D | do support the proposed rezoning of the subject parcel, subject to the comments listed

below.
I_ZZ/I:o not support the proposed rezoning of the subject parcel.

Written submissions received from this information meeting will be considered by the
Regional District Board prior to 1% reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13.
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Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional District
no later than the start of the Public hearing for Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13.

Protecting your personal information is an obligation the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen takes seriously. Our practices have been designed to
ensure compliance with the privacy provisions of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act (British Columbia) (“FIPPA”). Any personal or
proprietary information you provide to usis collected, used and disclosed in accordance with FIPPA. Should you have any questions about the collection, use
or disclosure of this information please contact: Manager of Legislative Services, RDOS, 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC V2A 5J9, 250-492-0237. -~
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Feedback Form

Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC, V2A-5)9
OKANAGAN- e S
SIMILKAMEEN  Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.bc.ca
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TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: F2019.016-ZONE

FROM: Name: m WS@W d&&e/f
w128

Street Address:

RE: Electoral Area “F”"Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13
48 Savanna Road — The South % of District Lot 3762, ODYD

My comments / concerns are:
D I do support the proposed rezoning of the subject parcel.
D I do support the proposed rezoning of the subject parcel, subject to the comments listed

below.
[D/l do not support the proposed rezoning of the subject parcel.

Written submissions received from this information meeting will be considered by the
Regional District Board prior to 1% reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13.
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Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional District
no later than the start of the Public hearing for Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13.

Protecting your personal information is an obligation the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen takes seriously. Our practices have been designed to
ensure compliance with the privacy provisions of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act (British Columbia) (“FIPPA”). Any personal or
proprietary information you provide to us is collected, used and disclosed in accordance with FIPPA. Should you have any questions about the collection, use
or disclosure of this information please contact: Manager of Legislative Services, RDOS, 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC V2A 519, 250-492-0237.



Feedback Form
Page 2 of 2

We do not support the proposed zoning amendment of the subject parcel.

We submit that allowing the zoning amendment, thereby allowing the development of a 41-unit
farm labour accommodation building(s), would be wholly inconsistent with the intent of the Area
“F” Okanagan Lake West, West Bench Official Community Plan (“OCP”) that serves as a policy
foundation for the Zoning Bylaw.

In the interest of brevity, rather than quoting from the many paragraphs and subparagraphs of the
OCP that would be contravened by allowing this zoning amendment, | will simply list the
references in point form below.

¢ 1.0 Interpretation and Administration, Sections 1.1; 1.3 .2; and 1.4 .1, .2, .4, .5, .6, .7, .8,
and .9.

e 2.0 Okanagan Lake West/West Bench Context, paragraph 2 of 3. (“...Meadow Valley
and Dean Road areas provide some additional opportunities for rural residential
development, although these are limited by the predominance of Crown Land, limited
water supply and agricultural activities.”)

e 4.0 Objectives, Section 4.1 .2, .5, .6, .12 and .13.

e 5.0 Resource Area, Section 5.2 .1.

e 7.0 Rural Holdings, Section 7.2 .3 (c) and (d) and .4.

e 13.0 Natural Environment & Conservation, Sections 13.1; 13.1.1 .2 and .4; 13.2; and
13.2.1 .6; 13.2.2 .5and .6.

¢ 16.0 Temporary Use Permits, Sections 16.1; 16.2 .3; 16.3 .4 (c), (d) and (e).

e 17.0 Development Permit Areas, Section17.3.5.

We urge you to review these portions of the OCP and consider the importance of adhering to it
and respecting the intent to preserve, in particular, the limited water supply; the immediate riparian
areas; the impact of the proposed use on the natural environment, including groundwater, wildlife,
aquatic ecosystem and biodiversity, wildlife and all environmentally sensitive areas; the intensity
of the proposed use; and the opportunity to conduct the proposed use on land elsewhere in the
community (such as in Summerland or closer to the town centre, where there is much greater
access to sustainable services and utilities).

These written submissions are merely a starting point for our serious concerns regarding this
proposed zoning amendment. We are also deeply concerned that extensive building materials
have already been not only requisitioned but delivered to the proposed construction site. In our
view this shows a disregard and disrespect for the rules and regulations that govern this area.

We respectfully request that the RDOS board fulfil their important duties and obligations to enforce
existing bylaws; to maintain good governance; and to implement and maintain policies that
preserve and enhance the quality of life and serve the broader public interest in an effective,
equitable, and environmentally responsible manner.
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Feedback Form

Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC, V2A-5J9
OKANAGAN- £ R
SIMILKAMEEN  Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.bc.ca
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TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: F2019.016-ZONE

FROM: Name: @(\c\r\ ar\d LCLu(‘Q a«\c\ Sara\(\bga(\

Street Address: NAWO Q\’\C&

RE: Electoral Area “F” Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13
48 Savanna Road — The South % of District Lot 3762, ODYD
My comments / concerns are:
l:l | do support the proposed rezoning of the subject parcel.

D | do support the proposed rezoning of the subject parcel, subject to the comments listed
‘below.

ﬂz/ I do not support the proposed rezoning of the subject parcel.

Written submissions received from this information meeting will be considered by the
Regional District Board prior to 1% reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13.

L ey coneecned thadr g dows\onment o\ ceodrivele,
Loy Q. w0l Soulcodlo A .PYSag (5te
SSOC. € . b
\icences. | : _
2. P00y s NS ook So\lewuad W0 RS pracesSS
i S o ¢ on
COASHCLSON 2Xc. TS en A0 teust o g
s eSS Adowest an NJQD%&CHQQ
A2 \S (A g app\s o0 ood QadionsS coadkeadkion.

Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional District
no later than the start of the Public hearing for Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13.

Protecting your personal information is an obligation the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen takes seriously. OQur practices have been designed to
ensure compliance with the privacy provisions of the Freedom of Information ond Protection of Privacy Act (British Columbia) ("FIPPA"), Any personal or
proprietary infarmation you provide to us is collected, used and disclosad in accordance with FIPPA. Should you have any questions about the collection, use
or disclosure of this information please contact: Manager of Legislative Services, RDOS, 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC V2A 59, 250-492-0237.



Feedback Form

Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC, V2A-5J9
Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email:

TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: F2019.016-ZONE

FROM: Name: 6@)-\)“3 anch addA oo \On' dceﬁf

(please print)

Street Address:

RE: Electoral Area “F” Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13
48 Savanna Road — The South % of District Lot 3762, ODYD

My comments / concerns are:
D | do support the proposed rezoning of the subject parcel.

] I do support the proposed rezoning of the subject parcel, subject to the comments listed
below.

[Z] | do not support the proposed rezoning of the subject parcel.

Written submissions received from this information meeting will be considered by the
Regional District Board prior to 1% reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13.

"ﬂr\u& \S no '\n‘graelrrur'mnb to  cupoott “RA/V) YO\UMM ‘QQADZL
A2 do yet Loas  oitu wotey ov asaiay luge .. ~J '
Toin oudol Ve o ecdjud So ofher farmoess in e ora
Yo Ovovidd  Neubure S/ \ovar umbesrt o1 people
Concnsd  poaxt NETTENS o B \M\Lﬁ VAN S oun
\ucé@v oo d

Concarmad MMAT+ C‘_J,QKALL\J‘)J:.X !g‘)

Y AR BAAAD

Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional District
no later than the start of the Public hearing for Amendment Bylaw No. 2461.13.

Protecting your personal information is an obligation the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen takes seriously. Our practices have been designed to
ensure compliance with the privacy provisions of the Freedom of information and Protection of Privacy Act (British Columbia) {“FIPPA"). Any persenal or
proprietary information you provide to us is collected, used and disclosed in accordance with FIPPA. Should you have any questions about the collection, use
or disclosure of this information please contact: Manager of Legislative Services, RDOS, 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC V2A 519, 250-492-0237.



ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT -“.

TO: Board of Directors

RDOS
FROM:  B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer Sy fal R
DATE: December 19, 2019
RE: Official Community Plan & Zoning Bylaw Amendment — Residential Zone Update (Phase 1)

EleCtOfal AreaS “AH’ HCH’ “D”, “E”, HFH & “|11

Administrative Recommendation:

THAT Bylaw No. 2804, 2019, Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Residential Zone Update
(Phase 1) Zoning Amendment Bylaw be read a first and second time and proceed to public hearing;

AND THAT the Board of Directors considers the process, as outlined in this report from the Chief
Administrative Officer dated December 19, 2019, to be appropriate consultation for the purpose of
Section 475 of the Local Government Act;

AND THAT, in accordance with Section 477 of the Local Government Act, the Board of Directors has
considered Amendment Bylaw No. 2804, 2019, in conjunction with its Financial and applicable
Waste Management Plans;

AND THAT the holding of a public hearing be scheduled for the Regional District Board meeting of
January 23, 2020;

AND THAT staff give notice of the public hearing in accordance with the requirements of the Local
Government Act.

Proposed Development:

The purpose of Bylaw No. 2804, 2019, is to update the objective and policies for the various
residential land use designations in the South Okanagan Official Community Plan (OCP) Bylaws and to
further update the residential medium density (RM) zones in the zoning bylaws.

These amendments are part of on-going work related to the preparation of an Okanagan Valley
Electoral Area Zoning Bylaw and represent Phase 1 of consolidating the residential zones. Subsequent
phase(s) will deal with the low density residential (RS) zones.

Background:

At its meeting of October 16, 2008, the Board considered an Administrative Report proposing the
creation of a single Electoral Area Zoning Bylaw and directed staff to investigate the preparation of
such a bylaw.

Since that time, Administration has balanced work on a consolidated Okanagan Valley zoning bylaw
with competing demands related to current planning (i.e. rezoning and permit applications) and other
long-range planning projects (i.e. RGS, OCP & Area Plan reviews).

File No: X2018.053-ZONE
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In support of this project, the Regional District’s recent Business Plan’s have included the adoption of
“a consolidated Okanagan Valley Zoning Bylaw” and ensuring “all existing bylaws and policies are kept
in a current and useful form ...” as on-going projects

In anticipation of bringing forward a draft zoning bylaw for consideration to the Board as a target in
Q2 of 2020, Administration will be presenting a series of draft amendments (by zone category) over
the coming months intended to update various zones and facilitate their eventual consolidation in a
new bylaw.

At its meeting of April 19, 2018, the Planning and Development (P&D) Committee of the Board
considered an Administrative report the provided a broad outline of the Residential Zone Update.

Referrals:

Approval from the Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure (MoTI) is required prior to adoption
as the proposed zoning amendments involve lands within 800 metres of a controlled access highway
(i.e. Highway 97 & 3).

Pursuant to Section 476 of the Local Government Act, the Regional District must consult with the
relevant School District when proposing to amend an OCP for an area that includes the whole or any
part of that School District. In this instance, School District No. 53 & 67 have been made aware of the
proposed amendment bylaw.

Pursuant to Section 477 of the Local Government Act, after first reading the Regional Board must
consider the proposed OCP amendment in conjunction with Regional District's current financial and
waste management plans. The proposed OCP amendment has been reviewed by the Public Works
Department and Finance Department, and it has been determined that the proposed bylaw is
consistent with RDOS’s current waste management plan and financial plan.

Pursuant to Section 475 of the Local Government Act, the Regional District must consult with the
Agricultural land Commission (ALC) when proposing to amend an OCP which might affect agricultural.
Both the ALC and the Ministry of Agriculture have been made aware of the proposed amendment
bylaw.

Public Process:

On October 10, 2019, the Regional District sent letters to all owners of land currently zoned RM1
(approximately 40 different parcels) advising of the proposed changes contained within Bylaw No.
2804, and offering to meet to discuss any questions or comments they may have had. In response,
approximately five (5) property owners contacted the Regional District.

The bylaw was also notified on the Regional District’s web-site, social media accounts and by inclusion
in the “bi-weekly” advertisement in local newspapers.

Administration recommends that the written notification of affected property owners as well as
formal referral to the agencies listed at Attachment No. 1, should be considered appropriate
consultation for the purpose of Section 475 of the Local Government Act. As such, the consultation
process undertaken is seen to be sufficiently early and does not need to be further ongoing.

All comments received to date in relation to this application are included as a separate item on the
Board Agenda.

File No: X2018.053-ZONE
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Analysis:

Administration supports the proposed amendments as they will facilitate the introduction of a single
zoning bylaw for the South Okanagan Electoral Areas. The following is a summary overview of some
of the more salient amendments contained within Bylaw 2804:

OCP Bylaws - Uses:

For ease of amendment, Administration is recommending that the Residential section of each OCP
Bylaw be replaced in its entirety in order to ensure consistent layout, formatting and description of
common Board objectives and policies across Electoral Areas.

In terms of changes to existing Residential policies, Administration is recommending that the type of
dwellings and uses associated with each designation (i.e. LR & MR) found in the Electoral Area “D”,
“F” & “I” bylaws be applied consistently across Electoral Areas.

For the Low Density Residential (LR) designation this would be the following:

Generally supports the use of lands designated Low Density Residential (LR) identified in Schedule
‘B’ (Official Community Plan Map) for single detached dwellings, duplexes, secondary suites,
manufactured homes, parks, religious buildings and facilities, institutional buildings, local
convenience stores and other uses that fit with the low density residential character of the
designation.

For the Medium Density Residential (MR) designation this would be the following:

Generally supports the use of lands designated Medium Density Residential (MR) identified in
Schedule ‘B’ (Official Community Plan Map) for multi-family developments, including triplexes,
fourplexes, townhouses and apartment buildings that fit with the residential intent of the
designation.

OCP Bylaws - Densities:

The current OCP Bylaws speak to supporting a range of maximum densities of 15 to 20 dwelling units
per gross hectare in the LR designation and 30 to 60 dwelling units per gross hectare in the MR
designation.

Administration is concerned that the current densities for dwelling types in the LR designation is not
consistent with long-standing zonings and also do not reflect the gradual introduction of secondary
suites that has been occurring in the Electoral Areas since 2002.

For instance, a manufactured home park could realise a maximum density of 29 dwelling units/ha, a
neighbourhood of single detached dwellings where secondary suites are permitted could result in a
density of 20-40 units/ha, while a neighbourhood comprised entirely of duplexes could result in a
density of 30 units/ha (a number which could increase to 45 units/ha under proposed changes to the
duplex zone). NOTE: these calculations assume perfect site efficiency can be achieved on a parcel.

To address these conflicts, it is being proposed that the maximum densities of the LR designation be
increase to 30 units/ha, that secondary suites and accessory dwellings do not count towards this total
and that the allowance for duplexes be increased to 45 units/ha.

Similarly, to ensure consistency in the MR designation, it is being proposed that a uniform density of
60 units/ha be introduced.

File No: X2018.053-ZONE
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OCP Bylaws — 1.0 ha Policy:

It is being proposed that references to the “1.0 ha Policy” be more explicitly stated in the LR & MR
designations through the introduction of the following policy statements:

Requires that new parcels to be created by subdivision that are less than 1.0 hectare in area be
connected to a community sanitary sewer system.

Requires that accessory dwellings on parcels less than 1.0 hectare in area be connected to a community
sanitary sewer system.

Requires that secondary suites on parcels less than 1.0 hectare in area be connected to a community
sanitary sewer system or the same septic system that serves the principal dwelling unit.

Medium Density Residential Zones:

It is being proposed to standardize minimum densities, maximum densities, floor area ratios, setbacks
and parcel coverage of the RM1 Zone across Electoral Areas (see Attachment No. 2). This will result
in, amongst other things, the following:

amended and new definitions for “amenity space”, “apartment building” and “townhouse”;
replacing references to “multi-dwelling units” with “apartment building” and “townhouse”;
deleting low density dwellings (i.e. single detached & duplexes) as permitted types/uses;
deleting references to a minimum density of 3 dwelling units in the RM1 Zone;

introducing a minimum floor area of 40.0 m? for dwelling units;

deleting Floor Area Ratio (FAR) requirements;

revising the amenity space requirements “apartment building” and “townhouse” units; and
combining the RM1 & RM2 Zones in Electoral Area “F”;

introducing a new Comprehensive Development Zone for a “share lot” development in Area “D”.

Alternatives:

1. THAT Bylaw No. 2804, 2019, Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Administrative and
Institutional Zone Update Zoning Amendment Bylaw be deferred; or

2. THAT Bylaw No. 2804, 2019, Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Administrative and
Institutional Zone Update Zoning Amendment Bylaw be denied.

Respectfully submitted: Endorsed By:
e S P Tl :
- @.{_f (e . -
C. Garrish, Planning Manager B. Dollevoet, G:NT. of Development Services

Attachments: No. 1 - Agency Referral List
No. 2 — Comparison Table: Current vs. Proposed RM1 Zones
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Attachment No. 1 — Agency Referral List

Referrals have been sent to the following agencies as highlighted with a p, regarding Amendment

Bylaw No. 2804:
o | Agricultural Land Commission (ALC) O | Fortis
o | Interior Health Authority (IHA) O | City of Penticton
o | Ministry of Agriculture O | District of Summerland
O | Ministry of Energy, Mines & Petroleum | O | Town of Oliver
Resources
O | Ministry of Municipal Affairs & Housing | P | Town of Osoyoos
o | Ministry of Environment & Climate O | Town of Princeton
Change Strategy
O | Ministry of Forest, Lands, Natural O | Village of Keremeos
Resource Operations & Rural
Development (Archaeology Branch)
O | Ministry of Jobs, Trade & Technology O | Okanagan Nation Alliance (ONA)
o | Ministry of Transportation and o | Penticton Indian Band (PIB)
Infrastructure
O | Integrated Land Management Bureau b | Osoyoos Indian Band (OIB)
O | BC Parks O | Upper Similkameen Indian Band (USIB)
o | School District #53 O | Lower Similkameen Indian Band (LSIB)
O | School District #58 O | Environment Canada
o | School District #67 O | Fisheries and Oceans Canada
O | Central Okanagan Regional District O | Canadian Wildlife Services
O | Kootenay Boundary Regional District b | OK Falls Irrigation District
O | Thompson Nicola Regional District b | Kaleden Irrigation District
O | Fraser Valley Regional District
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ELECTORAL AREA “A”

ELECTORAL AREA “C”

Attachment No. 2 — Comparison Table: Current vs. Proposed RM1 Zones

ELECTORAL AREA “D”

ELECTORAL AREA “E”

ELECTORAL AREA “F”

ELECTORAL AREA “1”

PROPOSED RM1 ZONE

Principal Uses:

boarding homes;

community care or social care;
duplex;

multi-dwelling units;

single detached dwelling.

Principal Uses:

special needs/afford. housing;
duplex;

multi-dwelling units;

single detached dwelling.

Principal Uses:

boarding homes / group home;
churches;

congregate care housing;
duplex;

multi-dwelling units;

single detached dwelling.

Principal Uses:

boarding homes;

community care or social care;
duplex;

multi-dwelling units;

single detached dwelling.

Principal Uses:
congregate care /seniors
housing;

duplex or semi-detahed;
rowhouse or townhouse;
single detached dwelling.

Principal Uses:

special needs housing;
duplex;

rowhouse;

single detached dwelling.

Principal Uses:
apartment building;
community care facility;
townhouse;

Accessory Uses:
home occupation;

accessory buildings/structures.

Accessory Uses:
home occupation;

accessory buildings/structures.

Accessory Uses:

bed and breakfast;

home occupation;

retail sales;

accessory buildings/structures.

Accessory Uses:
home occupation;
accessory buildings/structures.

Accessory Uses:
home occupation;
accessory buildings/structures.

Accessory Uses:
amenity area;
home occupation;
RV storage;

accessory buildings/structures.

Accessory Uses:
home occupation;
accessory buildings/structures.

Minimum Parcel Size:

Minimum Parcel Size:

Minimum Parcel Size:

Minimum Parcel Size:

Minimum Parcel Size:

Minimum Parcel Size:

Minimum Parcel Size:

1,010 m? 1,010 m? 1,000 m? 2,020 m? [varies by dwelling type] 505 m? 1,000 m2

Minimum Parcel Width: Minimum Parcel Width: Minimum Parcel Width: Minimum Parcel Width: Minimum Parcel Width: Minimum Parcel Width: Minimum Parcel Width:

30.0 metres 25.0 metres Not less than 25% parcel depth | Not less than 25% parcel depth | [varies by dwelling type] 16.0 metres 30.0 metres

Density: Density: Density: Density: Density: Density: Density:

Minimum: 3 dwellings Minimum: 3 dwellings Minimum: N/A Minimum: 3 dwellings Minimum: N/A Minimum: N/A Minimum Floor Area per unit:

Maximum: 50 dwellings/ha
Floor Area Ratio: N/A

Maximum: 40 dwellings/ha
Floor Area Ratio: N/A

Maximum: 60 dwellings/ha
Floor Area Ratio: 0.45

Maximum: 50 dwellings/ha
Floor Area Ratio: N/A

Maximum: [varies # bedrooms]
Floor Area Ratio: 0.45

Maximum: 20 dwellings/ha
Floor Area Ratio: N/A

40 m?2
Maximum: 60 dwellings/ha
Floor Area Ratio: N/A

Minimum Setbacks:
Principal buildings:

Front: 7.5 metres
Rear: 4.5 metres
Interior side: 3.0 metres
Exterior side: 4.5 metres

Accessory buildings:

Front: 7.5 metres
Rear: 1.0 metres
Interior side: 1.0 metres
Exterior side: 4.5 metres

Minimum Setbacks:
Principal buildings:

Front: 7.5 metres
Rear: 4.5 metres
Interior side: 3.0 metres
Exterior side: 4.5 metres

Accessory buildings:

Front: 7.5 metres
Rear: 1.0 metres
Interior side: 1.0 metres
Exterior side: 4.5 metres

Minimum Setbacks:
Principal buildings:

Front: 7.5 metres
Rear: 7.5 metres
Interior side: 6.0 metres
Exterior side: 4.5 metres

Accessory buildings:

Front: 7.5 metres
Rear: 1.5 metres
Interior side: 1.5 metres
Exterior side: 4.5 metres

Minimum Setbacks:
Principal buildings:

Front: 7.5 metres
Rear: 7.5 metres
Interior side: 4.5 metres
Exterior side: 4.5 metres

Accessory buildings:

Front: 7.5 metres
Rear: 3.0 metres
Interior side: 3.5 metres
Exterior side: 4.5 metres

Minimum Setbacks:
Principal buildings:

Front: 6.0 metres
Rear: 4.5 metres
Interior side: 3.0 metres
Exterior side: 3.5 metres

Accessory buildings:

Front: 3.0 metres
Rear: 1.0 metres
Interior side: 1.0 metres
Exterior side: 3.5 metres

Minimum Setbacks:
Principal buildings:

Front: 6.0 metres
Rear: 6.0 metres
Interior side: 1.5 metres
Exterior side: 4.5 metres

Accessory buildings:

Front: 6.0 metres
Rear: 1.5 metres
Interior side: 1.5 metres
Exterior side: 4.5 metres

Minimum Setbacks:
Principal buildings:

Front: 7.5 metres
Rear: 4.5 metres
Interior side: 3.0 metres
Exterior side: 4.5 metres

Accessory buildings:

Front: 7.5 metres
Rear: 1.0 metres
Interior side: 1.0 metres
Exterior side: 4.5 metres

Maximum Height:
10 m (principal) / 4.5 m (acce.)

Maximum Height:
10 m (principal) / 4.5 m (acce.)

Maximum Height:
12 m (principal) / 5.5 m (acce.)

Maximum Height:
10 m (principal) / 4.5 m (acce.)

Maximum Height:
10 m (principal) / 4.5 m (acce.)

Maximum Height:
10 m (principal) / 5.5 m (acce.)

Maximum Height:
12 m (principal) / 4.5 m (acce.)
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ELECTORAL AREA “A”

Maximum Parcel Coverage:
40%

ELECTORAL AREA “C”

Maximum Parcel Coverage:
40%

ELECTORAL AREA “D”

Maximum Parcel Coverage:
35%

ELECTORAL AREA “E”

Maximum Parcel Coverage:
50%

ELECTORAL AREA “F”

Maximum Parcel Coverage:
30% (1 storey)/22.5% (2 storey)

ELECTORAL AREA “1”

Maximum Parcel Coverage:
40%

PROPOSED RM1 ZONE

Maximum Parcel Coverage:
50%

Amenity & Open Space Area:
a) 40 m2for each dwelling
unit;

b) aminimum of 25% of
required amenity and open
space areas shall be at
grade, and the remainder
shall be provided in a
convenient and accessible
location within the
development;

c) for the purpose of
calculating the amenity and
open space area
requirement, any indoor
amenity space provided
shall be counted as double
its actual floor area and
credited towards this
requirement;

d) the amenity and open
space areas shall not
include parking areas,
driveways, service or
storage areas, or setbacks,
except the rear yard
setbacks;

e) where more than 900
square metres of amenity
and open space area is
required, two or more
areas may be provided,;

f)  amenity and open space
areas shall be of a grass or
asphalt surface and shall be
properly landscaped with
natural or introduced
vegetation.

Amenity & Open Space Area:
a) 40 m2for each dwelling
unit;

b) aminimum of 25% of
required amenity and open
space areas shall be at
grade, and the remainder
shall be provided in a
convenient and accessible
location within the
development;

c) for the purpose of
calculating the amenity and
open space area
requirement, any indoor
amenity space provided
shall be counted as double
its actual floor area and
credited towards this
requirement;

d) the amenity and open
space areas shall not
include parking areas,
driveways, service or
storage areas, or setbacks,
except the rear yard
setbacks;

e) where more than 900
square metres of amenity
and open space area is
required, two or more
areas may be provided,;

f)  amenity and open space
areas shall be of a grass or
asphalt surface and shall be
properly landscaped with
natural or introduced
vegetation.

Amenity & Open Space Area:

a) 40.0 m?for each dwelling
unit;

b) aminimum of 25% of
required amenity and open
space areas shall be at
grade and outdoors, and
the remainder shall be
provided in a convenient
and accessible location
within the development;

c) where open space is
provided at a right angle to
a principal window of a
living or family room, the
minimum depth of the
privacy area shall be 4.5
metres when a window is
within 1.8 metres of grade,
with a minimum building
separation of 7.0 metres;

d) where open space is
provided at a right angle to
a principal window of other
habitable rooms, the
minimum depth of the
privacy area shall be 3.5
metres when a window is
within 1.8 metres of grade.

Amenity & Open Space Area:
a) 40 m2for each dwelling
unit;

b) aminimum of 25% of
required amenity and open
space areas shall be at
grade, and the remainder
shall be provided in a
convenient and accessible
location within the
development;

c) forthe purpose of
calculating the amenity and
open space area
requirement, any indoor
amenity space provided
shall be counted as double
its actual floor area and
credited towards this
requirement;

d) the amenity and open
space areas shall not
include parking areas,
driveways, service or
storage areas, or setbacks,
except the rear yard
setbacks;

e) where more than 900 m? of
amenity and open space
area is required, two or
more areas may be
provided,;

f)  amenity and open space
areas shall be of a grass or
asphalt surface and shall be
properly landscaped with
natural or introduced
vegetation.

Amenity & Open Space Area:
Site area less ground floor area,
parking and circulation in m2 /
site area in m2:

a) 45% for a one (1) storey
building;

b) 55% for a two (2) storey
building.

Amenity Area Ratio:

Site area less site coverage
parking, circulation less 3.5
metres front yard, plus
commercial recreation
facilities, in m2 / floor area in
building in m2:

a) 0.63

An amenity area must be
provided as defined at Section
12.1.11 (Amenity Area Ratio).
An amenity area is space set
aside for landscaping and/or
communal recreational
purposes. The area must form
part of the same site as the
dwelling units and may include
landscaped areas, roof-top
gardens, tennis courts,
swimming pools, communal
lounges and the like, private
balcony space where those
portions of private balcony
space have a width of not less
than 1.25 metres and length
not more than twice the width.

Amenity & Open Space Area:

50 m? for each dwelling unit

Amenity Space Requirement:

a) The following amenity
space shall be provided for
each dwelling unit:

i)  studio suite: 7.5 m?2

ii) one (1) bedroom:
15.0 m?

iii) two (2) or more
bedrooms: 25.0 m?

b) notless than 25% of
required amenity space is
to be located at grade;

c) for the purpose of
calculating the amenity
space requirement, any
indoor amenity space
provided shall be counted
as double its actual floor
area and credited towards
this requirement.
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BYLAW NO. 2804

REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN

BYLAW NO. 2804, 2019

A Bylaw to amend the Electoral Area “A”, “C”, “D”, “E”, “F” & “I”
Official Community Plan and Zoning Bylaws

The REGIONAL BOARD of the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen in open meeting
assembled ENACTS as follows:

1. This Bylaw may be cited for all purposes as the “Okanagan Electoral Area Residential OCP
& Zone Update Amendment Bylaw No. 2804, 2019.”

Electoral Area “A”

2. The Electoral Area “A” Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 2450, 2008, is amended by:

i) replacing Section 8.0 (Residential) in its entirety with the following:

8.0 RESIDENTIAL

8.1  Background

There are two residential land use designations recognized within this Plan.
Rural Holdings (i.e., Large Holdings and Small Holdings) are not included as
residential designations.

Low Density Residential (LR): generally includes single detached
dwellings, mobile homes, duplexes, and complementary secondary uses
such as daycares, preschools, and parks which are integral to a low
density residential neighbourhood.

Medium Density Residential (MR): generally includes townhouses,
triplexes, fourplexes, and those complementary secondary uses such as
daycares, preschools, and parks, which are integral to a medium density
area.
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8.2

8.3

Low Density Residential (LR) development in the Plan Area has typically
occurred adjacent to or near Osoyoos Lake and low-density single detached
dwellings are the predominant housing form throughout the Plan Area. Other
forms of low-density residential housing include semi-detached, and
manufactured homes.

Medium Density Residential (MR) designated lands in the Plan Area are
limited and exist at the north end of Osoyoos Lake and also near the Town of
Osoyoo0s.

Under the South Okanagan Regional Growth Strategy (RGS) Bylaw, Willow
Beach and Osoyoos Mountain Estates have been designated as Rural Growth
Areas in the Plan area, while the Town of Osoyoos is a designated Primary
Growth Area.

The Plan supports these designations by directing new LR and MR
designations to Rural Growth Areas, subject to servicing, as well as to Primary
Growth Areas (i.e. Town of Osoyoos), and that proposed high density
residential developments also be directed to Primary Growth Areas.

Objectives

.1 Direct new residential development to existing serviced areas, within
designated Primary and Rural Growth Areas to protect the predominately
rural character of the Plan Area.

.2 Minimize impacts from new residential development on the natural
environment.

.3 Accommodate a range of housing types and tenures to meet the socio-
economic needs of the community.

4 Direct new residential development away from hazard lands, critical habitat
areas, and watercourses.

Policies — General Residential
The Regional Board:

.1 Directs the development of new housing to existing vacant lots (with
servicing), or previously approved residential subdivisions, prior to
considering more residential development on non-residential designations in
identified Primary and Rural Growth Areas.

.2 Encourages residential infill development to maximize land use and servicing
efficiencies.

.3 Supports a range of residential densities and parcel sizes for the existing
residential areas in the Plan Area.
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4 Supports housing for a range of income levels, lifestyles and ages including
rental housing and secondary suites where appropriate and feasible.

5 Will assess proposed residential developments on the following development
criteria:

a) capability of accommodating on-site domestic water and sewage
disposal, or the availability of community water or sewer;

b) ability of community water or sewer systems to be extended to existing
neighbouring subdivisions which are presently un-serviced,;

c) proximity to Environmentally Sensitive Development Permit Areas;

d) proximity to Watercourse Development Permit Areas;

e) impact on adjacent land uses and character of the existing area;

f)  proximity to existing roads and other community and essential services;

g) susceptibility to natural hazards including, but not limited to, flooding,
soil instability, land slide, rockfall, moderate or higher forest fire;

h) parkland dedication; and

i) demonstration of housing need, and provision for a variety of housing
types.

.6 Will evaluate any new residential development on its implications and
impacts on adjacent lands designated as Agriculture (AG).

.7 Encourages new developments that abut agricultural land or livestock grazing
land to provide perimeter fencing.

.8 Encourages residential development that abuts land designated Agriculture
(AG) to provide buffers pursuant to Ministry of Agriculture guidelines.

.9 Requires that new parcels to be created by subdivision that are less than 1.0
hectare in area be connected to a community sanitary sewer system.

.10 Requires that accessory dwellings on parcels less than 1.0 hectare in area be
connected to a community sanitary sewer system.

.11 Requires that secondary suites on parcels less than 1.0 hectare in area be
connected to a community sanitary sewer system or the same septic system
that serves the principal dwelling unit.

.12 Encourages new residential development to locations away from Osoyoos
Lake to protect this important resource, reducing human impact on the
lake and maintaining and improving water quality and habitat, and
encourages a strong component of redesign for redevelopment of areas
adjacent to the lake.
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8.4

8.5

Policies — Low Density Residential

The Regional Board:

1

Generally supports the use of lands designated Low Density Residential
(LR) identified in Schedule ‘B’ (Official Community Plan Map) for single
detached dwellings, duplexes, secondary suites, accessory dwellings,
manufactured homes, parks, religious buildings and facilities, institutional
buildings, local convenience stores and other uses that fit with the low
density residential character of the designation.

Support a maximum net density for single detached dwelling units on
lands designated Low Density Residential (LR) to be 30 units per hectare for
areas served by a community water system and a community sewage
treatment system. The calculation of net density does not include accessory
dwellings and secondary suites.

Supports a maximum net density for duplexes on lands designated Low
Density Residential (LR) to be 45 dwelling units per hectare for areas served
by a community water system and a community sewage treatment
system.

Supports the re-designation of lands to Low Density Residential (LR) only
within designated Primary and Rural Growth Areas in order to achieve lower
servicing costs and to minimize environmental impacts.

Supports home occupations and bed and breakfasts within a single
detached dwelling provided the operation does not have an unacceptable
negative impact on the surrounding homes and the quality of life of
existing residents.

Policies — Medium Density Residential

The Regional Board:

1

Generally supports the use of lands designated Medium Density
Residential (MR) identified in Schedule ‘B’ (Official Community Plan Map)
for multi-family developments, including triplexes, fourplexes,
townhouses and apartment buildings that fit with the residential intent of
the designation.

Supports a maximum net density on lands designated Medium Density
Residential (MR) of 60 dwelling units per hectare for areas served by a
community water system and a community sewage treatment system.

Supports the re-designation of lands to Medium Density Residential (MR) only
within designated Primary and Rural Growth Areas in order to achieve lower
servicing costs and to minimize environmental impacts.
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4 Encourages affordable, community care housing, seniors housing, and
special needs housing in Medium Density Residential (MR) areas.

5 Requires a high standard of architectural building design and landscaping
for medium density residential development by supporting the inclusion
of lands designated as Medium Density Residential (MR) in a Multi-Family
Development Permit Area.

.6 Will avoid locating Medium Density Residential (MR) development next to
land designated as Agriculture (AG). If multiple family development is to
be located near land designated as Agriculture (AG), then the following
steps must be taken:

a) buffering should be constructed in accordance with Ministry of
Agriculture guidelines;

b) the ground floor of the building should be set back far enough from
the agricultural use to minimize conflicts; and

c) the building should be designed to step back away from the
Agriculture land as the building increases in height.

8.6  Policies — Vacation Rentals
The Regional Board:

.1 Supports the provision of paid accommodation for visitors through the
short-term rental of residences provided that community and
neighbourhood residential needs and other land use needs can be
addressed.

.2 Supports the use of a residence for short-term vacation rental where
permitted by a Temporary Use Permit. The Regional Board may use the
following criteria to assess applications:

a) capability of accommodating on-site domestic water and sewage
disposal,

b) mitigating measures such as screening and fencing;
c) provision of adequate off-street parking;

d) confirmation that the structure proposed complies with the BC
Building Code; and

e) benefits that such accommodation may provide to the community.

3. The Electoral Area “A” Zoning Bylaw No. 2451, 2008, is amended by:

i) deleting the definitions of “boarding home”, “cluster housing development”,
“integrated housing” and “multi-dwelling unit” under Section 4.0 (Definitions).
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ii)

Vi)

Vi)

replacing the definition of “amenity and open space area” under Section 4.0
(Definitions) in its entirety with the following:

“amenity space” means a useable open space area exclusive of required front and
side parcel line setback areas and parking areas which is developed for the
recreational use of the residents of a residential dwelling unit, and may include
balconies, patios, decks and level landscaped recreation areas;

adding the definition of “apartment building” under Section 4.0 (Definitions) to read
as follows:

“apartment building” means a building other than a townhouse containing three (3)
or more dwellings each of which has its principal access from an entrance common to
the dwellings;

adding the definition of “apartment building” under Section 4.0 (Definitions) to read
as follows:

“townhouse” means a building not more than three storeys high divided into three
or more dwelling units located side by side under one roof with private entrances to
each dwelling from the exterior of the building and with each dwelling sharing
common walls or party walls;

replacing the reference to “Medium Density Residential Zones” under Section 5.1
(Zoning Districts) in its entirety with the following:

Medium Density Residential Zones
Medium Density Residential One Zone RM1

adding a new Section 6.1.3 (Minimum Parcel Size Exceptions for Subdivisions) under
Section 6.0 (Subdivision Regulations) to read as follows and renumbering all
subsequent sections:

.3 building strata lots authorised pursuant to the Strata Property Act.

replacing the reference to the “Residential (Multi-Dwelling)” use under Table 9.2 (Off-
Street Parking and Loading Requirements) in its entirety with the following:

Residential (apartment | 1.75 dwelling unit 0
building, townhouse)

viii) replacing Section 12.0 (Medium Density Residential) in its entirety with the following:

12.0 MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
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12.1
12.1.1

12.1.2

12.1.3

12.1.4

12.1.5

12.1.6

12.1.7

MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL ONE ZONE (RM1)

Permitted Uses:

Principal Uses:

a) apartment building;

b) community care facility;
c) townhouse;

Secondary Uses:

d) home occupations, subject to Section 7.17,
e) accessory buildings and structures, subject to Section 7.13.

Site Specific Medium Density Residential One (RM1s) Provisions:
a) see Section 17.10

Minimum Parcel Size:

a) 1,000 m?, subject to servicing requirements.

Minimum Parcel Width:

a) 30.0 metres

Maximum Density:

a) 60 dwellings per hectare

Minimum Floor Area:

a) 40.0 m?for dwelling units

Minimum Setbacks:

a) Principal Building:

i)  Front parcel line 7.5 metres
i) Rear parcel line 4.5 metres
iii) Interior side parcel line 3.0 metres
iv) Exterior side parcel line 4.5 metres

b) Accessory Buildings or Structures:

i) Front parcel line 7.5 metres
i) Rear parcel line 1.0 metres
iii) Interior side parcel line 1.0 metres
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12.1.8

12.1.9

12.1.10

iv) Exterior side parcel line 4.5 metres

c) Despite 12.1.7(a) and (b), internal parcel lines for a strata subdivision
are subject to Section 7.21.

Maximum Height:
a) No building shall exceed a height of 12.0 metres;

b) No accessory building or structure shall exceed a height of 4.5 metres.

Maximum Parcel Coverage:
a) 50%

Amenity Space Requirements:

a) The following amenity space shall be provided for each dwelling unit:

i) studio suite: 7.5m?
ii) one (1) bedroom: 15.0 m?
i) two (2) or more bedrooms: 25.0m?

b) not less than 25% of required amenity space is to be located at grade;

c) for the purpose of calculating the amenity space requirement, any
indoor amenity space provided shall be counted as double its actual
floor area and credited towards this requirement.

replacing Section 17.10 (Site Specific Residential Multiple Family (RM1s) Provisions)
under Section 17.0 (Site Specific Designations) in its entirety with the following:

17.10

Site Specific Medium Density Residential One (RM1s) Provisions:

.1 In the case of land described as Lot 2, Plan KAP32993, District Lot
24508, SDYD, Portion L 507, Except Plan 35191 (9705 87t Street) and
Lot A, Plan KAP28945, District Lot 2450S, SDYD, Portion L 507 (9707
87t Street), and shown shaded yellow on Figure 17.10.1:

i) the following principal use shall be permitted on the land in addition
to the permitted uses listed in Section 12.1.1:

1 “community care facility”.
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4. The Zoning Map, being Schedule ‘2’ of the Electoral Area “A” Zoning Bylaw No. 2451, 2008,
is amended by:

i) changing the land use designation of the land described as Lot 2, Plan KAP32993,
District Lot 2450S, SDYD, Portion L 507, Except Plan 35191; and Lot A, Plan KAP28945,
District Lot 2450S, SDYD, Portion L 507, and as shown shaded yellow on Schedule ‘A-
201", which forms part of this Bylaw, from Residential Multiple Family (RM1) to
Medium Density Residential One Site Specific (RM1s).

i) changing the land use designation of all parcels zoned Residential Multiple Family
(RM1) to Medium Density Residential One (RM1).
Electoral Area “C”
5. The Electoral Area “C” Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 2452, 2008, is amended by:
i) replacing Section 11.0 (Residential) in its entirety with the following:

11.0 RESIDENTIAL

11.1 Background

There are two residential land use designations recognized within this Plan.
Rural Holdings (i.e., Large Holdings and Small Holdings) are not included as
residential designations.
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Low Density Residential (LR): generally includes single detached
dwellings, mobile homes, duplexes, and complementary secondary uses
such as daycares, preschools, and parks which are integral to a low
density residential neighbourhood.

Medium Density Residential (MR): generally includes townhouses,
triplexes, fourplexes, and those complementary secondary uses such as
daycares, preschools, and parks, which are integral to a medium density
area.

Low Density Residential (LR) development in the Plan Area has typically
occurred at Vaseux Lake, the Gallagher Lake area, south end of Island Road,
Inkaneep Provincial Park area, and along Sawmill Road, with low-density
single detached dwellings being the predominant housing form throughout
the Plan Area. Other forms of low-density residential housing include semi-
detached, and manufactured homes.

At present, there is a single Medium Density Residential (MR) designated
parcel within the Plan Area located at Rabbit Brush Street.

Under the South Okanagan Regional Growth Strategy (RGS) Bylaw, Gallagher
Lake has been designated as Rural Growth Areas in the Plan area, while the
Town of Oliver is a designated Primary Growth Area.

The Plan supports these designations by directing new LR and MR
designations to Rural Growth Areas, subject to servicing, as well as to Primary
Growth Areas (i.e. Town of Oliver), and that proposed high density residential
developments also be directed to Primary Growth Areas.

11.2 Objectives

.1 Direct new residential development to existing serviced areas, within
designated Primary and Rural Growth Areas to protect the predominately
rural character of the Plan Area.

.2 Minimize impacts from new residential development on the natural
environment.

.3 Accommodate a range of housing types and tenures to meet the socio-
economic needs of the community.

4 Direct new residential development away from hazard lands, critical habitat
areas, and watercourses.

.5 Protect the Dominion Radio Astrophysical Observatory by minimizing
residential uses in the White Lake Basin, St. Andrews and other areas within
the RFI areas shown on Schedule ‘C’ (Dominion Radio Astrophysical
Observatory RFI Area), to help minimize Radio Frequency Interference (RFI)
from residential uses.
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11.3 Policies — General Residential
The Regional Board:

.1 Directs the development of new housing to existing vacant lots (with
servicing), or previously approved residential subdivisions, prior to
considering more residential development on non-residential designations in
identified Primary and Rural Growth Areas.

.2 Encourages residential infill development to maximize land use and servicing
efficiencies.

.3 Supports a range of residential densities and parcel sizes for the existing
residential areas in the Plan Area.

4 Supports housing for a range of income levels, lifestyles and ages including
rental housing and secondary suites where appropriate and feasible.

5  Will assess proposed residential developments on the following development
criteria:

a) capability of accommodating on-site domestic water and sewage
disposal, or the availability of community water or sewer;

b) ability of community water or sewer systems to be extended to existing
neighbouring subdivisions which are presently un-serviced;

c) proximity to Environmentally Sensitive Development Permit Areas;

d) proximity to Watercourse Development Permit Areas;

e) impact on adjacent land uses and character of the existing area;

f)  proximity to existing roads and other community and essential services;

g) susceptibility to natural hazards including, but not limited to, flooding,
soil instability, land slide, rockfall, moderate or higher forest fire;

h) parkland dedication; and

i) demonstration of housing need, and provision for a variety of housing
types.

.6 Inconsideration of the potential of RFl impacts on the Dominion Radio
Astrophysical Observatory facility, generally will not support applications for
rezoning or subdivision upon lands identified as radio frequency interference
(RFI) areas as shown on Schedule ‘C’ (Dominion Radio Astrophysical
Observatory RFI Area).

.7 Will evaluate any new residential development on its implications and
impacts on adjacent lands designated as Agriculture (AG).

.8 Encourages new developments that abut agricultural land or livestock grazing
land to provide perimeter fencing.
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9

Encourages residential development that abuts land designated Agriculture
(AG) to provide buffers pursuant to Ministry of Agriculture guidelines.

.10 Requires that new parcels to be created by subdivision that are less than 1.0

hectare in area be connected to a community sanitary sewer system.

.11 Requires that accessory dwellings on parcels less than 1.0 hectare in area be

connected to a community sanitary sewer system.

.12 Requires that secondary suites on parcels less than 1.0 hectare in area be

connected to a community sanitary sewer system or the same septic system
that serves the principal dwelling unit.

11.4 Policies — Low Density Residential

11.5

The Regional Board:

1

Generally supports the use of lands designated Low Density Residential
(LR) identified in Schedule ‘B’ (Official Community Plan Map) for single
detached dwellings, duplexes, secondary suites, accessory dwellings,
manufactured homes, parks, religious buildings and facilities, institutional
buildings, local convenience stores and other uses that fit with the low
density residential character of the designation.

Support a maximum net density for single detached dwelling units on
lands designated Low Density Residential (LR) of 30 units per hectare for
areas served by a community water system and a community sewage
treatment system. The calculation of net density does not include accessory
dwellings and secondary suites.

Supports a maximum net density for duplexes on lands designated Low
Density Residential (LR) of 45 dwelling units per hectare for areas served by
a community water system and a community sewage treatment system.

Supports the re-designation of lands to Low Density Residential (LR) only
within designated Primary and Rural Growth Areas in order to achieve lower
servicing costs and to minimize environmental impacts.

Supports home occupations and bed and breakfasts within a single
detached dwelling provided the operation does not have an unacceptable
negative impact on the surrounding homes and the quality of life of
existing residents.

Policies — Medium Density Residential

The Regional Board:

1

Generally supports the use of lands designated Medium Density
Residential (MR) identified in Schedule ‘B’ (Official Community Plan Map)
for multi-family developments, including triplexes, fourplexes,

Amendment Bylaw No. 2804, 2019
(X2018.053-ZONE)
Page 12 of 60



townhouses and apartment buildings that fit with the residential intent of
the designation.

.2 Supports a maximum net density on lands designated Medium Density
Residential (MR) of 60 dwelling units per hectare for areas served by a
community water system and a community sewage treatment system.

3 Supports the re-designation of lands to Medium Density Residential (MR) only
within designated Primary and Rural Growth Areas in order to achieve lower
servicing costs and to minimize environmental impacts.

4 Encourages affordable, community care housing, seniors housing, and
special needs housing in Medium Density Residential (MR) areas.

5 Requires a high standard of architectural building design and landscaping
for medium density residential development by supporting the inclusion
of lands designated as Medium Density Residential (MR) in a Multi-Family
Development Permit Area.

.6 Will avoid locating Medium Density Residential (MR) development next to
land designated as Agriculture (AG). If multiple family development is to
be located near land designated as Agriculture (AG), then the following
steps must be taken:

a) buffering should be constructed in accordance with Ministry of
Agriculture guidelines;

b) the ground floor of the building should be set back far enough from
the agricultural use to minimize conflicts; and

c) the building should be designed to step back away from the
Agriculture land as the building increases in height.

11.6 Policies — Vacation Rentals
The Regional Board:

.1 Supports the provision of paid accommodation for visitors through the
short-term rental of residences provided that community and
neighbourhood residential needs and other land use needs can be
addressed.

.2 Supports the use of a residence for short-term vacation rental where
permitted by a Temporary Use Permit. The Regional Board may use the
following criteria to assess applications:

a) capability of accommodating on-site domestic water and sewage
disposal,

b) mitigating measures such as screening and fencing;

c) provision of adequate off-street parking;
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d) confirmation that the structure proposed complies with the BC
Building Code; and

e) benefits that such accommodation may provide to the community.

The Official Community Plan Map, being Schedule ‘B’ of the Electoral Area “C” Official
Community Plan Bylaw No. 2452, 2008, is amended by:

)

changing the land use designation of the land described as Lot 14, Plan KAP12820,
District Lot 2450S, SDYD, Portion Lot 135 (5611 Rabbit Brush Street), and as shown
shaded yellow on Schedule ‘C-102’, which forms part of this Bylaw, from Low Density
Residential (LR) to Medium Density Residential (MR).

The Electoral Area “C” Zoning Bylaw No. 2453, 2008, is amended by:

i)

ii)

deleting the definitions of “boarding home”, “cluster housing development”,

“integrated housing”, “multi-dwelling unit” and “residential use zone” under Section
4.0 (Definitions).

replacing the definition of “amenity and open space area” under Section 4.0
(Definitions) in its entirety with the following:

“amenity space” means a useable open space area exclusive of required front and
side parcel line setback areas and parking areas which is developed for the
recreational use of the residents of a residential dwelling unit, and may include
balconies, patios, decks and level landscaped recreation areas;

adding the definition of “apartment building” under Section 4.0 (Definitions) to read
as follows:

“apartment building” means a building other than a townhouse containing three (3)
or more dwellings each of which has its principal access from an entrance common to
the dwellings;

adding the definition of “apartment building” under Section 4.0 (Definitions) to read
as follows:

“townhouse” means a building not more than three storeys high divided into three
or more dwelling units located side by side under one roof with private entrances to
each dwelling from the exterior of the building and with each dwelling sharing
common walls or party walls;

deleting the reference to “Medium Density Residential Zones” under Section 5.1
(Zoning Districts) in its entirety.
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vi) adding a new Section 6.1.3 (Minimum Parcel Size Exceptions for Subdivisions) under
Section 6.0 (Subdivision Regulations) to read as follows and renumbering all
subsequent sections:

.3 building strata lots authorised pursuant to the Strata Property Act.

vii) replacing the reference to the “Residential (Multi-Dwelling)” use under Table 9.2 (Off-
Street Parking and Loading Requirements) in its entirety with the following:

Residential (apartment | 1.75 dwelling unit 0

building, townhouse)

viii) replacing Section 12.0 (Medium Density Residential) in its entirety with the following:

12.0 MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL

12.2 MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL ONE ZONE (RM1)

12.1.11 Permitted Uses:
Principal Uses:
a) apartment building;
b) community care facility;
c) townhouse;

Secondary Uses:

d) home occupations, subject to Section 7.17,
e) accessory buildings and structures, subject to Section 7.13.

12.1.12 Site Specific Medium Density Residential One (RM1s) Provisions:
a) see Section 16.13

12.1.13 Minimum Parcel Size:
a) 1,000 m?, subject to servicing requirements.

12.1.14 Minimum Parcel Width:
a) 30.0 metres

12.1.15 Maximum Density:

a) 60 dwellings per hectare

12.1.16 Minimum Floor Area:
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a) 40.0 m?for dwelling units

12.1.17 Minimum Setbacks:
a) Principal Building:

i) Front parcel line 7.5 metres
i) Rear parcel line 4.5 metres
iii) Interior side parcel line 3.0 metres
iv) Exterior side parcel line 4.5 metres

b) Accessory Buildings or Structures:

i) Front parcel line 7.5 metres
i) Rear parcel line 1.0 metres
iii) Interior side parcel line 1.0 metres
iv) Exterior side parcel line 4.5 metres

c) Despite 12.1.7(a) and (b), internal parcel lines for a strata subdivision
are subject to Section 7.21.
12.1.18 Maximum Height:
a) No building shall exceed a height of 12.0 metres;

b) No accessory building or structure shall exceed a height of 4.5 metres.

12.1.19 Maximum Parcel Coverage:
a) 50%

12.1.20 Amenity Space Requirements:

a) The following amenity space shall be provided for each dwelling unit:

i) studio suite: 7.5m?
ii) one (1) bedroom: 15.0 m?
iii) two (2) or more bedrooms: 25.0 m?

b) not less than 25% of required amenity space is to be located at grade;

c) for the purpose of calculating the amenity space requirement, any
indoor amenity space provided shall be counted as double its actual
floor area and credited towards this requirement.

iX)  replacing Section 17.13 (Site Specific Residential Multiple Family (RM1s) Provisions)
under Section 17.0 (Site Specific Designations) in its entirety with the following:
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17.13 Site Specific Medium Density Residential One (RM1s) Provisions:
.1 Not applicable.

X)  replacing Section 17.14 (Site Specific Integrated Housing (RM2s) Provisions) under
Section 17.0 (Site Specific Designations) in its entirety with the following:

17.14 deleted.

8. The Zoning Map, being Schedule ‘2’ of the Electoral Area “C” Zoning Bylaw No. 2453, 2008,
is amended by:

i) changing the land use designation of the land described as Lot 14, Plan KAP12820,
District Lot 2450S, SDYD, Portion Lot 135, and as shown shaded yellow on Schedule ‘C-
202’, which forms part of this Bylaw, from Residential Single Family One (RS1) to
Medium Density Residential One (RM1).

Electoral Area “D”
9. The Electoral Area “D” Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 2603, 2013, is amended by:

i) replacing Section 11.0 (Residential) in its entirety with the following:

11.0 RESIDENTIAL

11.1 Background

There are two residential land use designations recognized within this Plan.
Rural Holdings (i.e., Large Holdings and Small Holdings) are not included as
residential designations.

Low Density Residential (LR): generally includes single detached
dwellings, mobile homes, duplexes, and complementary secondary uses
such as daycares, preschools, and parks which are integral to a low
density residential neighbourhood.

Medium Density Residential (MR): generally includes townhouses,
triplexes, fourplexes, and those complementary secondary uses such as
daycares, preschools, and parks, which are integral to a medium density
area.

Low Density Residential (LR) development in the Plan Area has typically
occurred in Okanagan Falls and adjacent to Skaha Lake with low-density single
detached dwellings being the predominant housing form throughout the Plan
Area. Other forms of low-density residential housing include semi-detached,
and manufactured homes.

Medium Density Residential (MR) designated lands and developments in the
Plan Area occur primarily in Okanagan Falls.
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11.2

11.3

Under the South Okanagan Regional Growth Strategy (RGS) Bylaw, Skaha
Estates and Eastside Road have been designated as Rural Growth Areas in the
Plan area, while the Okanagan Falls is a designated Primary Growth Area. The
City of Penticton, which is also a designated Primary Growth Area also adjoins
the Plan area at its north-west boundary.

The Plan supports these designations by directing new LR and MR
designations to Rural Growth Areas, subject to servicing, as well as to Primary
Growth Areas, and that proposed high density residential developments also
be directed to Primary Growth Areas.

Comprehensive Development (CD) zones have also been applied to lands
designated LR and MR, generally in order to address legally non-conforming
‘shared lot’ residential use that have existing for several decades.

Objectives

.1 Direct new residential development to existing serviced areas, within
designated Primary and Rural Growth Areas to protect the predominately
rural character of the Plan Area.

.2 Minimize impacts from new residential development on the natural
environment.

.3 Accommodate a range of housing types and tenures to meet the socio-
economic needs of the community.

4 Direct new residential development away from hazard lands, critical habitat
areas, and watercourses.

Policies — General Residential
The Regional Board:

.1 Directs the development of new housing to existing vacant lots (with
servicing), or previously approved residential subdivisions, prior to
considering more residential development on non-residential designations in
identified Primary and Rural Growth Areas.

.2 Encourages residential infill development to maximize land use and servicing
efficiencies.

.3 Supports a range of residential densities and parcel sizes for the existing
residential areas in the Plan Area.

4 Supports housing for a range of income levels, lifestyles and ages including
rental housing and secondary suites where appropriate and feasible.

5  Will assess proposed residential developments on the following development
criteria:
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10

11

12

13

14
15

a) capability of accommodating on-site domestic water and sewage
disposal, or the availability of community water or sewer;

b) ability of community water or sewer systems to be extended to existing
neighbouring subdivisions which are presently un-serviced,;

c) proximity to Environmentally Sensitive Development Permit Areas;

d) proximity to Watercourse Development Permit Areas;

e) Impact on adjacent land uses and character of the existing area;

f)  proximity to existing roads and other community and essential services;

g) susceptibility to natural hazards including, but not limited to, flooding,
soil instability, land slide, rockfall, moderate or higher forest fire;

h) parkland dedication; and

i) demonstration of housing need, and provision for a variety of housing
types.

Will evaluate any new residential development on its implications and
impacts on adjacent lands designated as Agriculture (AG).

Encourages new developments that abut agricultural land or livestock grazing
land to provide perimeter fencing.

Encourages residential development that abuts land designated Agriculture
(AG) to provide buffers pursuant to Ministry of Agriculture guidelines.

Requires that new parcels to be created by subdivision that are less than 1.0
hectare in area be connected to a community sanitary sewer system.

Requires that accessory dwellings on parcels less than 1.0 hectare in area be
connected to a community sanitary sewer system.

Requires that secondary suites on parcels less than 1.0 hectare in area be
connected to a community sanitary sewer system or the same septic system
that serves the principal dwelling unit.

Will ensure that an adequate buffer shall be maintained around the
Okanagan Falls Sewage Treatment Plant through the discouragement of
new residential areas being designated within 300 metres of the facility.

Strongly discourages the re-designation and re-zoning of the Industrial
lands in the Okanagan Falls Primary Growth Area to allow residential
uses.

Will consider preparing a Housing Needs Report.

Encourages new residential development to take advantage and retain
natural amenities including tree stands, view potential, natural features
and view corridors;
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.16
A7

18

19

.20

Discourages subdivisions that will result in the creation of hooked parcels.

Will consider zoning bylaw amendment proposals that would allow
clustering of development on appropriate parts of a site, leaving other
parts undeveloped.

Ensures that all new residential neighbourhoods have at least two road
access points.

Discourages the re-designation of land within the Okanagan Falls Primary
Growth Area to accommodate additional manufactured home parks in
view of the high numbers of manufactured homes and manufactured
home park units that already exist in these areas.

Will consider the provision of affordable, rental or special needs housing
when reviewing options for using land held by the Regional District, or land to
be acquired by the Regional District.

11.4 Policies — Low Density Residential

The Regional Board:

1

Generally supports the use of lands designated Low Density Residential
(LR) identified in Schedule ‘B’ (Official Community Plan Map) for single
detached dwellings, duplexes, secondary suites, accessory dwellings,
manufactured homes, parks, religious buildings and facilities, institutional
buildings, local convenience stores and other uses that fit with the low
density residential character of the designation.

Support a maximum net density for single detached dwelling units on
lands designated Low Density Residential (LR) of 30 units per hectare for
areas served by a community water system and a community sewage
treatment system. The calculation of net density does not include accessory
dwellings and secondary suites.

Supports a maximum net density for duplexes on lands designated Low
Density Residential (LR) of 45 dwelling units per hectare for areas served by
a community water system and a community sewage treatment system.

Supports the re-designation of lands to Low Density Residential (LR) only
within designated Primary and Rural Growth Areas in order to achieve lower
servicing costs and to minimize environmental impacts.

Supports home occupations and bed and breakfasts within a single
detached dwelling provided the operation does not have an unacceptable
negative impact on the surrounding homes and the quality of life of
existing residents.

Requires that all new Low Density Residential designations shall be
connected to a community water system and a community sewer system
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and be located within either the primary or secondary growth
containment boundaries.

Requires that any proposal seeking to rezone the parcel described as Lot
8, Plan KAP34520, District Lot 374, SDYD, Except Plan 35861, 35862 and
38924 (1138 Maple Street, Okanagan Falls) in order to facilitate
subdivision demonstrate the ability to connect to a community water and
sewer system.

11.5 Policies — Medium Density Residential

The Regional Board:

1

Generally supports the use of lands designated Medium Density
Residential (MR) identified in Schedule ‘B’ (Official Community Plan Map)
for multi-family developments, including triplexes, fourplexes,
townhouses and apartment buildings that fit with the residential intent of
the designation.

Supports a maximum net density on lands designated Medium Density
Residential (MR) of 60 dwelling units per hectare for areas served by a
community water system and a community sewage treatment system.

Supports the re-designation of lands to Medium Density Residential (MR) only
within designated Primary and Rural Growth Areas in order to achieve lower
servicing costs and to minimize environmental impacts.

Encourages affordable, community care housing, seniors housing, and
special needs housing in Medium Density Residential (MR) areas.

Requires a high standard of architectural building design and landscaping
for medium density residential development by supporting the inclusion
of lands designated as Medium Density Residential (MR) in a Multi-Family
Development Permit Area.

Ensures the overall building form and character, as well as roof slopes,
design details, landscaping, street orientation and other features shall be
designed to reduce the impression of mass and ensure the building fits
with the small town rural character of Okanagan Falls.

Ensures that, to the greatest extent possible, lake and mountain views,
and access to sunlight and air circulation for surrounding uses are
respected in the design of Multiple Family developments.

Requires that all Medium Density Residential development connect to a
community water system and a community sewer system.

Will avoid locating Medium Density Residential (MR) development next to
land designated as Agriculture (AG). If multiple family development is to
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be located near land designated as Agriculture (AG), then the following
steps must be taken:

a) buffering should be constructed in accordance with Ministry of
Agriculture guidelines;

b) the ground floor of the building should be set back far enough from
the agricultural use to minimize conflicts; and

¢) the building should be designed to step back away from the
Agriculture land as the building increases in height.

11.6 Policies — Vacation Rentals
The Regional Board:

.1 Supports the provision of paid accommodation for visitors through the
short-term rental of residences provided that community and
neighborhood residential needs and other land use needs can be
addressed. In the areas shown on Eastside Road North and Eastside Road
South on Figures 4-9 and 4-10, and generally known as Heritage Hills,
Lakeshore Highlands and Skaha Estates, the short-term rental of
residences is generally discouraged.

.2 Supports the use of a residence for short-term vacation rental where
permitted by a Temporary Use Permit. The Regional Board may use the
following criteria to assess applications:

a) capability of accommodating on-site domestic water and sewage
disposal;

b) mitigating measures such as screening and fencing;
c) provision of adequate off-street parking;

d) confirmation that the structure proposed complies with the BC
Building Code; and

e) benefits that such accommodation may provide to the community.

10. The Official Community Plan Map, being Schedule ‘B’ of the Electoral Area “D” Official
Community Plan Bylaw No. 2603, 2013, is amended by:

i) changing the land use designation of the land described as Lot 8, Plan KAP34520,
District Lot 374, SDYD, Except Plan 35861, 35862 & 38924 (1138 Maple Street), and
shown shaded yellow on Schedule ‘D-101’, which forms part of this Bylaw, from
Medium Density Residential (MR) to Low Density Residential (LR).

11. The Electoral Area “D” Zoning Bylaw No. 2455, 2008, is amended by:
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ii)

Vi)

Vi)

deleting the definitions of “boarding home”, “cluster housing development”, “density
averaging”, “designated official”, “integrated housing” and “multi-dwelling unit”
under Section 4.0 (Definitions).

replacing the definition of “amenity area” under Section 4.0 (Definitions) in its entirety
with the following:

“amenity space” means a useable open space area exclusive of required front and
side parcel line setback areas and parking areas which is developed for the
recreational use of the residents of a residential dwelling unit, and may include
balconies, patios, decks and level landscaped recreation areas;

adding the definition of “apartment building” under Section 4.0 (Definitions) to read
as follows:

“apartment building” means a building other than a townhouse containing three (3)
or more dwellings each of which has its principal access from an entrance common to
the dwellings;

adding the definition of “apartment building” under Section 4.0 (Definitions) to read
as follows:

“townhouse” means a building not more than three storeys high divided into three
or more dwelling units located side by side under one roof with private entrances to
each dwelling from the exterior of the building and with each dwelling sharing
common walls or party walls;

replacing the section for “Medium Density Residential Zones” under Section 5.1
(Zoning Districts) in its entirety with the following:

Medium Density Residential Zones

Medium Density Residential One Zone RM1

adding a reference under “Comprehensive Development Zones” under Section 5.1
(Zoning Districts) to read as follow:

Maple Street Comprehensive Development Zone CD5

adding a new Section 6.1.3 (Minimum Parcel Size Exceptions for Subdivisions) under
Section 6.0 (Subdivision Regulations) to read as follows and renumbering all
subsequent sections:

.3 building strata lots authorised pursuant to the Strata Property Act.

viii) replacing the reference to the “Residential (Multi-Dwelling)” use under Table 9.2 (Off-

Street Parking and Loading Requirements) in its entirety with the following:
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Residential (apartment | 1.75 dwelli