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AGENDA

APPROVAL OF AGENDA
RECOMMENDATION 1
THAT the Agenda for the Corporate Services Meeting of June 18, 2020 be adopted.

2021 RDOS BUDGET PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT PROCESS
1. Report
2. Engagement Strategy

RECOMMENDATION 2
THAT the Board of Directors implement the administrative recommendations for the 2021 RDOS
budget public engagement process as contained in the report of June 18, 2020.

COMMUNICATIONS UPDATE
1. Report
2. CivicReady Notification Options - Mark Up

2020 UBCM PROPOSED RESOLUTION -EFFECTIVE ENFORCEMENT OPTIONS FOR DEVELOPMENT
PERMITS
1. Report

RECOMMENDATION 3

THAT Committee instruct staff to bring forward options for bylaw amendments to allow for the
ticketing of development permit infractions rather than pursue legislative changes through a
resolution to UBCM.

2020 UBCM CONVENTION — FOR INFORMATION ONLY
1. Report

CITIZEN SURVEY
1. Report
2. Proposed Survey
3. Previous Survey Question Sets

ADJOURNMENT
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT

TO: Corporate Services Committee

FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer
DATE: June 18, 2020

RE: RDOS Budget Public Consultation

Administrative Recommendation:
THAT the Board of Directors implement the administrative recommendations for the 2021 RDOS
budget public engagement process as contained in the report of June 18, 2020.

Purpose:
To establish a comprehensive plan for gathering feedback and sharing information about the
proposed 2021 RDOS budget.

Business Plan Objective:
KSD 1.1 — To be an effective, fiscally responsible organization
KSD 2.1 —to provide a high level of customer service

Background:

In 2020, videos were created for each Electoral Area draft budget and posted on the RDOS YouTube
channel. Information releases provided links to the videos as well as additional budget information.
Links were also posted on the Electoral Area News web pages.

2020 RDOS Electoral Area Budget Videos Online — January 23, 2020
http://www.rdosmaps.bc.ca/min bylaws/NewAndEvents/Press Releases/2020/20200123 RDOS 2
020 Budget Info Release.pdf

Analysis:

Establishing procedures for booking and organizing public presentations, and employing the use of
videos and an online engagement platform are key elements in the development of a successful
and transparent budget consultation process.

2020 budget videos received an average of 50 views each. The RDOS Budget Overview video
received approximately 90 views. The videos included powerpoint slides used during budget
presentations. The videos provided residents with an on-demand option about draft budgets for
each Electoral Area. The videos also offered an alternative to public meetings.

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2020/20200618/Corporate Services/B.1 RDOS 2021 Budget
Public Engagement.Docx Page 1 of 2


http://www.rdosmaps.bc.ca/min_bylaws/NewAndEvents/Press_Releases/2020/20200123_RDOS_2020_Budget_Info_Release.pdf
http://www.rdosmaps.bc.ca/min_bylaws/NewAndEvents/Press_Releases/2020/20200123_RDOS_2020_Budget_Info_Release.pdf
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Alternatives:

The RDOS Regional Connections public engagement website can be used to gather feedback on
proposed changes and existing services. This feedback would then be incorporated into the
powerpoint presentations for the proposed 2021 draft budgets, and incorporated into separate
videos for each.

In addition, electronic public meetings in place of in-person meetings with the Finance Manager
would offer another option for residents. This would limit the need to travel during often inclement
conditions. The electronic meetings can be facilitated through the Webex platform or via YouTube.
Questions and comments can be gathered in realtime through email or phone.

Communication Strategy:

All public engagement activities will be promoted using the RDOS website, Facebook page and
CivicReady Mass Notification System. Information releases and media advisories will also be shared
throughout the process. In addition, all materials, meetings and videos will be posted on the RDOS
Regional Connetions online public engagement platform, as well as the RDOS website and Facebook
page.

Respectfully submitted:

“Christy Malden”

C. Malden, Manager of Legislative Services

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2020/20200618/Corporate Services/B.1 RDOS 2021 Budget
Public Engagement.Docx Page 2 of 2



RDOS 2021 Budget

Public Engagement Overview

Strategy
Create a 2021 Budget tab on the RDOS Regional Connections website to provide a comprehensive
overview of the public engagement process.

Include the following:

Board Review Process and Timeline: First, Second and Third Reading
Public Engagement Opportunities: Feedback and Questions

Engagement Material:

Information Release: Public Engagement Opportunities and Timeline

> Include Budget Fact Sheet: Regional District Structure and Legislative Requirements
Regional Connections Editorial Content: Message from the Chair
Videos and PowerPoint: RDOS and Electoral Area Proposed Budgets

» Provide link to Power Point presentations which are updated throughout the process

Public Input:

Budget Workshops & Board Meetings
Electronic Public Meetings with PowerPoint: Webex Platform on YouTube
» Public participation through email and phone
Electoral Area Public Meeting: Finance Manager via Webex Platform On Screen or In Person
RDOS Regional Connections: Feedback and Questions via Email
Drop off or Mail Letter or Email directly to the RDOS

Public Notification:

>

VVVYVYYVY

RDOS Website

Regional Connections Website
RDOS Calendar

RDOS Facebook

Newspaper and Online Advertising
CivicReady Mass Notification System

2021 Budget Timeline

November/December 2020: Three Board Workshops — Open to the Public

January 2021: First Reading — Open to the Public

Finance Manager creates proposed budget Power Point presentations

e Includes RDOS 2021 and Electoral Area Budgets

e Budget slides are updated throughout the process and available to view on the RDOS website
February 2021: Second Reading

March 18, 2021: Final Reading
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT

TO: Board of Directors

FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer
DATE: June 18, 2020

RE: Communications Update

Purpose:

To streamline internal and external RDOS communications through electronic notification,
information updates and regular meetings and discussions.

Reference:
CivicReady Notification Options

Business Plan Objective:
KSD#2: Optimize the Customer Experience

Background:

CivicReady
The RDOS uses the CivicReady Mass Notification System to update residents (who have signed up

for the service) on topics of interest in their area. Notifications can be sent via email, text message
or phone call by either using text-to-voice or creating a pre-recorded message. As indicated on the
original notification options document, not all groups were enabled to receive notifications across
all platforms. This is limiting for residents who, for example, may not have internet access due to
their rural location.

Issues?

1. Threshold for use of CivicReady for Emergency Notifications
Inter-departmental consistency
Clear definition of expectations (what citizens received vs. what they signed up for)
How & when do Directors get notified of a news burst?
When do we use CivicReady v. other social media platforms?

ik wnN

Analysis:

CivicReady
Expanding the use of the CivicReady platform provides additional opportunities to share

information with residents. Users can choose their preferred method of contact (email, text or

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2020/20200618/Corporate Services/C.1 Report_Communications
Update.Docx  File No: 1480-01
Page 1 of 3
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phone call) to receive notifications about community events including open house and town hall
meetings and workshops, land use changes relating to applications and projects, public safety
notifications, sewer and water systems, regional recreation and emergency notices. In order to
provide more opportunities for residents to receive notifications, the restrictions on CivicReady
groups will be removed. All notifications on the CivicReady platform will be available via email, text
message or text-to-voice/pre-recorded phone call.

Notifications will be sent when there is a change to regular service, when notices are advertised in
newspapers or on social media, to inform residents of RDOS events and meetings, and at the
discretion of the Emergency Operations Centre (EOC) to inform residents about public safety and
emergency situations. CivicReady will be used to inform RDOS board members in advance of the
public messaging relating to public safety and emergency situations.

Residents will be encouraged to sign up for CivicReady notifications whenever possible, including
during open house and town hall meetings, at RDOS facilities, through the RDOS and EOC websites,
Facebook and RDOS information releases. Staff are currently exploring a text-to-register option to
facilitate easy sign up, and are exploring hosting registration sessions. These would be similar to an
open house format where participants receive a brief presentation about the CivicReady platform
followed by sign up and registration assistance.

Staff are also in discussion with CivicReady regarding the Alert Me mobile app. If feasible, residents
will also be encouraged to download this app during regular CivicReady promotions.

Intercommunications Committee

By establishing an Intercommunications (InterComm) Committee, departments can meet regularly
to discuss upcoming projects and support public outreach intiatives including, but not limited to the
RDOS website and social media, CivicReady, brochures, and community events and will help in
providing regular, consistent updates via standard communication methods.

Additional Tools

Templates are another tool that will help coordinate communications across RDOS messaging.
Using templates ensures writing voice remains the same across departments and having them
readily available means communication can be disseminated quicker and more efficiently.
Templates for CivicReady notifications, routine correspondence such as public notices and other
publications in print and online, including processes for use will be developed accordingly.
Templates are currently being used in the EOC.

RDOS Board Members can also help streamline corporate communications. The Chair is designated
to speak on behalf of the RDOS for all matters including corporate information. The Chair can also
designate an Area Director or staff to speak on behalf of the RDOS. In the event an isolated incident
takes place in an Electoral Area, the Communications Coordinator may work with the Area Director
to provide background information, speaking notes and an updated status report. Official
statements on behalf of the Board come from the Chair, including directives, next steps and

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2020/20200618/Corporate Services/C.1 Report_Communications
Update.Docx  File No: 1480-01
Page 2 of 3
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policies. Any statements or comments from individual board members should be on their
respective letterhead, or posted with a disclaimer indicating the comments are their own, and not
the official position of the RDOS.

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2020/20200618/Corporate Services/C.1 Report_Communications
Update.Docx  File No: 1480-01
Page 3 of 3



CivicReady

Be Safe — Be Informed — Be Involved in Your Community!

Sign Up Now For Routine & Emergency Notifications!

We want to make sure our citizens are safe, informed and involved in their communities.
CivicReady ® Mass Notification System is a communication service available to our residents to
receive emergency and routine notifications. You have the ability to customize your notification
preferences once signed up. Communications can be received through email, text and/or phone
call. Your notification preferences, account information and groups can be managed by signing
in below. The information you provide is confidential and will not be shared.

To learn more about the CivicReady Mass Notification

What kinds of notifications should you expect to receive?

Group

Description

Community Events

Get notified when any RDOS events are
happening in your area i.e.: Town Halls
Meetings, Open Houses, Workshops etc.

Notificati | . ErnailOnly

Curbside Garbage and Recycling Collection

Be informed of changes or concerns to
collection of garbage, recycling, yard waste
or large items from rural RDOS properties

(Netificati I  Ermail & T
Messages)

Emergency Notifications

Receive Emergency Operations Center (EOC)
updates on evacuation alerts, orders and
rescinds, as well as, information regarding
sandbag locations, Emergency Support
Services (ESS) locations, public information
meetings and wildfire updates in your area

Notificati I il T
Message-andText-to-Voice Phone Calh




Land Use Changes: Applications

Receive notifications on Bylaw Amendment
(rezoning) applications in your area.
Notifications will include dates for Public
Information Meetings, Advisory Planning
Commission meetings, and Public Hearings

Notificati | . Ermail-Only)

Land Use Changes: Projects

Receive notifications for larger projects such
as Official Community Plan reviews taking
place in your area.

Notificati | . Ermail-Only)

Landfills and Recycling

Find out about programs and changes at all
RDOS managed Landfills including Campbell
Mountain (Penticton), Oliver, Okanagan Falls
and Keremeos Landfills. Also be informed
about new recycling programs at landfills and
at businesses in the community.

Notificati | . ErnailOnly

Public Safety Notifications

Alerts or notifications will be issued in the
event of a wildlife conflict issue such as:
Warning — Bears in your area

Notificati | . Ermail-Only)

Regional Recreation

Sign up to receive our e-newsletter for the
RDOS operated rec programs (Kaleden — Area
|, OK Falls — Area D, Naramata — Area E, West
Bench — Area F, and Simlkameen Area G).

Get notified when RDOS recreation events
and programs are happening in and around
your area, i.e.: Physical Activity Trailer (PAT),
general recreation and fitness programs,
special events. (Currently Electoral Areas D,
E, F, Gand Il only)

(Netificati I . Ernail T
Message-and Text-to-\oice Phone Call)




Sewer Systems

Alerts or notifications will be used for events
that directly affect the RDOS owned and
managed sewer system and its users such as:
system upgrades or construction,
maintenance, cleaning, flushing, system
issues or meetings (Okanagan Falls
Treatment Plan, Gallagher Lake Sewer)

Netificati I Ermail T
' )

Water Systems

Alerts or notifications will be issued for
events that directly affect the RDOS owned
and managed water system and its users
such as: Water Quality Advisories, Boil Water
Notices, system upgrades or construction.
Maintenance related water disruptions,
watering restrictions, system issues or
meetings (Faulder, Naramata, Sage Mesa,
Sun Valley, Olalla, West Bench and
Willowbrook.

Netificati | - Eenail T
' )
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FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer SIMILKAMEEN
DATE: June 18, 2020
RE: Effective Enforcement Options for Development Permits

Administrative Recommendation:

THAT Committee instruct staff to bring forward options for bylaw amendments to allow for the
ticketing of development permit infractions rather than pursue legislative changes through a
resolution to UBCM.

Background:

The Regional District has a history of frustration with retroactive enforcement for contravention of
development permits. There was a contemplation of sending a resolution forward to UBCM to
recommend a legislative change to the Province to enable enforcement in the Local Government Act,
other than seeking a court injunction.

Under Section 488(1) of the Local Government Act, the Regional District has authority to designate
development permit areas for, amongst other things:

« the protection of the natural environment its ecosystems and biological diversity;

« the protection of development from hazardous conditions;

« the protection of farming; and

« the form and character of commercial, industrial or multi-family residential development.

At present, there is no authority under the Local Government Act, the Community Charter or the Local
Government Bylaw Notice Enforcement Act that would allow a local government to enforce violations
to a development permit requirement.

Rather, violations of a development permit are seen to be against Section 489 (Activities that require
a development permit) of the Local Government Act and not a local government bylaw.

Accordingly, the only recourse available to a local government seeking to enforce a development
permit is by way of civil proceeding in B.C. Supreme Court, which is costly, administratively onerous
and time consuming.

This issue has previously been considered at the UBCM Annual Convention on three different
occasions:

“Development Permit Areas: Enforcement” (2003);
« “Enforcement of Development Permits” (2011); and
« “Development Permit Area Requirements: (2019).

The 2003 Resolution, which was endorsed by the Convention, requested that “legislative changes be
made to the Local Government Act to provide local governments the ability to levy fines and/or other

Proposed UBCM Resolution (2020) — Effective Enforcement of Development Permits
Page 1 of 3



enforcement tools, for use when development permit requirements associated with environmental
protection have been violated.”

In response, the province advised that a bylaw notice enforcement system (then “being tested in
selected locations” and anticipated to be available to all municipalities by 2005) would “permit the
levying of monetary penalties for simple bylaw contraventions and an administrative, rather than
judicial, forum for handling disputed allegations.” The province further considered that municipalities
could seek injunctions against actions that contravene their bylaws.

The 2011 Resolution, which was endorsed by the Convention, requested “the provincial government
make changes to the Local Government Act to permit local governments to issue tickets and initiate
prosecution through municipal ticketing processes to enforce ...” development permits.

In response, the province advised that they considered this to be a “new interpretation of how the
legislation governing the enforcement of development permit violations operates” and that “the
Ministry will look into this issue further and will clarify if needed.” It is not clear if any clarification
from the province was forthcoming.

The 2019 Resolution, which was endorsed by the Convention, requested “the provincial government
improve enforceability of development permit area requirements by enabling local governments to
enforce violations by way of prosecution, ticket or bylaw notices.

In response, the province advised that it considers local governments already have the ability to
enforce development permit violations through ticketing “where the development permit
requirements are established in a regulatory manner in the bylaw. For example, some local
governments have included development permit rules in the matters that can be enforced under their
Municipal Ticket Information bylaws ...”

UBCM Resolutions:

While local governments are encouraged to submit resolutions for consideration at the annual UBCM
Convention through their local Area Association (e.g. Southern Interior Local Government
Association), resolutions may also be submitted directly to UBCM prior to June 30 of each year.

Analysis:

In light of the recentness in which a similar resolution regarding the enforceability of development
permits was endorsed at a UBCM Annual Convention, that the provincial government has advised that
it considers local governments to already have the necessary authority under the Act to ticket
development permit infractions and that no legislative changes are currently being contemplated,
Administration is recommending that a resolution on this matter not be forwarded to the UBCM for
consideration.

That said, Administration does consider there to be merit in exploring bylaw amendments, either to
the Regional District’s Electoral Area Official Community Plan (OCP) Bylaws or Bylaw Notice
Enforcement Bylaw or other applicable bylaws to allow for ticketing of development permit
violations.

Accordingly, it is further recommended that Administration be directed to bring forward options to a
forthcoming meeting of the Planning and Development (P&D) Committee regarding such
amendments in order that bylaw infractions may be ticketed.

Proposed UBCM Resolution (2020) — Effective Enforcement of Development Permits
Page 2 of 3



Alternative:
THAT the Board of Directors submit the following resolution for consideration at the UBCM
Convention:

WHEREAS development permit violations are seen as being against the Local Government Act and
not local government bylaws;

AND WHEREAS local governments do not have the authority to penalize property owners through
ticketing or prosecution in provincial court for these development permit violations:

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that UBCM lobby the provincial government to make changes to the
Local Government Act to permit local governments to issue tickets and initiate prosecution through
municipal ticketing processes to enforce the prohibitions in s. 484 and the requirement s. 501 that
land be developed strictly in accordance with the permit.

Respectfully submitted:

C. Garrish, Planning Manager

i

Proposed UBCM Resolution (2020) — Effective Enforcement of Development Permits
Page 3 of 3
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT

TO: Board of Directors

FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer

DATE: June 2, 2020

RE: 2020 UBCM Convention — For Information Only

The Union of BC Municipalities (UBCM) convention will take place September 22 through 24 in a
virtual format, as a result of the COVID-19 pandemic. Exact details of the virtual platform will be
released in late June. Cabinet Ministers and provincial staff will still be receiving resolution requests
in an abbreviated format.

The typical process involves the Board identifying issues they would like to discuss with the
Province. Administration will then submit the list along with the issue/purpose, background and
expected outcome. Shortly before the convention, we will be advised of a meeting time if our
meeting request has been approved.

The Deadline to request meetings has not be determined as of yet. Further discussion on the
details and process for booking UBCM meetings will take place at the Corporate Services meeting of
July 2; however, Directors with an interest in having issues considered should provide those, on the
form approved in the UBCM Meeting Request Policy, to the Manager of Legislative Services prior so
they can be distributed with the report for July 2.

In 2019, meetings were requested with Ministers and/or Senior Provincial Staff on the following

topics:
Minister Topic
Forests, Lands, Natural Resource Operations & Chain Lake Dam

Rural Development

Forests, Lands, Natural Resources Operations & | OBWB Milfoil Program
Rural Development

Forests, Lands, Natural Resource Operations & Christie Memoral Aster
Rural Development
Environment - Deputy Minister Mark Zacharias Single Use Plastics

Environment - Deputy Minister Mark Zacharias National Park Consultations and negotiations to
include areas A, B, C, and G.

Staff Topic

Municipal Affairs & Housing Incorporation of OK Falls

Forests, Lands & Natural Resources Permitting for works in creeks/streams

Forests, Lands & Natural Resources Cutting Practices in mixed use areas and watersheds

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2020/20200618/Corporate Services/E.1 UBCM 2020 Rpt.Docx
Page 1 of 2
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Health Physician Recruitment and Retention
Health Okanagan Falls Primary Care Space
Health Rural Prace Subsidy Formula

Municipal Affairs & Housing

Options on new funding Streams - Housing for OK
Falls

Tourism, Arts & Culture

Support for local rural economic development and

tourism funding.

Transportation & Infrastructure

Road Right of Way Maintenance

Transportation & Infrastructure

Sport Bicycles on narrow agricultural roads. Signage,

license fees and penalty fines

Public Safety and Solicitor General

Use of Community gas tax for rural volunteer/on call

fire department/Funding Rural Fire Departments

Due to the cancellation of the in-person conference, hotel rooms have been cancelled. If any
Directors have booked their own accomodations, they may wish to proceed with cancellation of

those accomodations at this time, as well.
Respectfully submitted:

“C. Malden”

C. Malden, Manager, Legislative Services

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2020/20200618/Corporate Services/E.1 UBCM 2020 Rpt.Docx

Page 2 of 2
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT

TO: Board of Directors

FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer
DATE: June 18, 2020

RE: Citizen Survey 2020

The Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen (RDOS) Citizen Survey provides an opportunity to
engage and educate residents about local government services. The Citizen Survey will also help
determine how informed residents are about those services, and their level of satisfaction.
Feedback and opinions gathered from residents is vital to the effective delivery of local government
services, just as customer surveys are to private sector companies

The RDOS will use the data from the Citizen Survey to to gauge customer satisifcation with services
and programs, and to determine where improvements and public education can be advanced.

Purpose:

To determine and guide educational and engagement strategies to promote RDOS services and
programs, and to learn how and where residents prefer to get information about their local
government.

Reference:
Proposed Survey

Business Plan Objective:
KSD#2: Optimizing the Customer Experience

Background:

The last Citizen Survey was conducted in 2017 through phone calls and online polls. It had several
open-ended questions for citizens to share what they like, what they want to see, how they can
become more involved in decision making. The survey focused on identifying citizen involvement
barriers.

Analysis:

The 2020 Citizen Survey seeks to establish how and to what level of frequency the public uses RDOS
services, how satisfied they are with those services, and what their sources are for learning about
changes to theose services.

This survey information will help RDOS staff better communicate with the public. For example, if
the majority of respondents cite the corporate website as their main source of information but rate

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2020/20200618/Corporate Services/F.1 Report_Citizen
Survey.Docx Page 1 of 2
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the site as difficult to navigate, staff can take appropriate measures to ensure information
continues to be posted. Changes could be explored such as different layout options to make
accessing the information easier for the end user, and ultimately improving the customer service
experience.

The 2020 Citizen Survey will be created using Lime Survey software, and facilitated through the
RDOS Regional Connections public engagement website. Regional Connections will include a project
timeline and links to RDOS departments and services. Results from the survey will be shared
internally across departments to develop action plans as required based on the recommendations
generated from the survey. Results from the survey, including the action plans, will be shared with
the public as the final stage of engagement through the Regional Connections website.

Alternatives:
Postpone the Citizen Survey until 2021.

Respectfully submitted:

“Christy Malden”

C. Malden, Manager of Legislative Services

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2020/20200618/Corporate Services/F.1 Report_Citizen
Survey.Docx Page 2 of 2



Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen (RDOS)
2020 Citizen Survey

Tell us about yourself, your community and how we can serve you better. This survey will take
approximately 10 minutes to complete.

Getting to know you

1. Which Electoral Area do you live in?
o Electoral Area “A” — Osoyoos Rural
Electoral Area “B” — Cawston
Electoral Area “C” — Oliver Rural
Electoral Area “D” - Skaha East and OK Falls
Electoral Area “E” — Naramata
Electoral Area “F” — Okanagan Lake West/West Bench
Electoral Area “G” Keremeos Rural/Hedley
Electoral Area “H” Princeton Rural
Electoral Area “I” Skaha West, Kaleden and Apex

O O 0O O 0O O O O

2. How long have you lived in the RDOS?
o 0-10vyears
o 10-20years
o 20+ years

3. Isyour principal residence in the RDOS?
o Yes
o No

4. Do you use Email and Social Media? Please select all that apply:
o Facebook
o Twitter
o Instagram
o LinkedlIn
o | do not use social media
5. Do you follow the RDOS on social media?
o Yes
o No
o | do not use social media



Please rate the following 3 questions.

1 = poor
2 = below average
3 = average

3 = above average
5 = excellent

6. How do you rate the overall quality of life in your community?

7. How do you rate your community as a place to raise children?
8. How do you rate your community as a place to retire?

9. Inyour opinion, what is the single most important issue facing the Regional District of Okanagan
Similkameen; that is, the one issue you feel should receive the greatest attention?

Please note: the RDOS does not maintain roads or highways. The Province contracts this work to

AIMRoads.

Vacation Rentals

Climate Change

Unsightly premises
Homelessness

Dogs at large, no clean up, barking
Residential growth

Water quality and protection
Crime Prevention

Sewer

Health Care

Land Preservation/Agriculture
Taxes

Environment

Recreation (Parks and Trails)

O O 0O Oo0o OO o0 O o0 o o0 o o

10. How satisfied are you with each of the following services?

Parks/Trails
Recreation Facilities and Programing
Public Transit

Emergency Planning and Response
Flooding Response and Recovery
Air Quality

Water quality
Mosquito Control
Bylaw Enforcement
Building Inspections

O 0O 0O O 0o 0O o O o0 o o

Land-Use Planning & Development

Recycling/ Compost/ Garbage pick-up



11

12

13

14

15.

16

O
O

Invasive plants
Preserving environmentally sensitive areas

. Which services would you like to see provided or improved by the RDOS in your community?

. Please rate the RDOS on each of the following relating to the District:

e Informing you of important information and decisions
e Consulting you about topics and decisions

e Responding to your feedback on topics and decisions

. | am aware of the mass notification system Civic Ready

@)
O

Yes
No

. I have signed up with Civic Ready to receive emergency and/or routine notifications

o]
©]

©]
o
(©]

Yes
No

In the last 12 months, have you contacted the RDOS?

Yes
No
Not Sure

. If yes, how did you contact the RDOS?

O

0O O 0 O O O O

In person at the RDOS office (Penticton, OK Falls, other)

In person at a community event (Open House, Information Meeting, Party in the Park)
Telephone

Mail

Email

Social Media

RDOS Website

Have not contacted the RDOS

17. Used a recreation centre.

18.

@)

o O O O

O
o
O

Never

1-2 times
3-4times
5-11 times
12+ times

Used a park, trail or beach

Never
1-2 times
3-4times



o 5-11 times
o 12+ times

19. Attended a public meeting about RDOS matters

o) Never

o 1-2times
o  3-4times
o 5-11times
o 12+ times

20. Visited the RDOS Office

o  Never

o 1-2times

o 3-4times

o 5-11times
e} 12+ times

21. Visited a landfill

o Never

o 1-2times
o 3-4times
o 5-11 times
o 12+times

22. Used regional transit

o) Never

o 1-2times
o 3-4times
o 5-11times
o 12+times

23. Please rate the following with 1 equal to very dissatisfied and 5 as very satisfied. If less than 3,
please indicate your concern:

Curbside Garbage and Recycling Collection
Treatment of invasive, unwanted plant species
Subdivision Services

Development Services

Bylaw Enforcement — Dog Control

Mosquito Control

Parks and Recreation Services (Trails/KVR)
Protective Services

Regional Transit

O O 0O O 0O 0O O O O



O O O O O

24. If faced with the following realistic choices, what would you advise the RDOS Board to do?

Regional Library
Water

Sewer

Landfill Operations
Wildsafe Program

o Increase taxes to improve or expand services
o Keep taxes the same with service levels unchanged
o Reduce taxes and provide fewer services

Your sources:

25. How do you learn about local government issues?

O O 0O 0O o0 OO0 0O O O o0 o o

Contact RDOS staff

Contact RDOS Board

Community Association

RDOS website

RDOS Social Media

TV

Community bulletin board

Word of mouth: neighbours, friends
Online news service

Through my Area Director’s website (personal web page/Facebook page/etc)
Radio

Newspaper

Attend public meetings

26. If newspaper above, which newspaper?

27. If online news service above, which news service?

28. What would be your preferred method of engagement regarding RDOS initiatives and projects?

o}

O O O O 0O O O O O

Town Halls/Public Meetings

RDOS website (www.rdos.bc.ca)

RDOS Regional Connections website (www.rdosregionalconnections.ca)
Social Media

Newsletter

Newspaper

CivicReady

Online Surveys

Electronic town meetings

Phone Survey

29. The RDOS website (www.rdos.bc.ca) is easy to navigate



http://www.rdos.bc.ca/
http://www.rdosregionalconnections.ca/
http://www.rdos.bc.ca/

O O O O O
U b WN B

30. The information on the RDOS website is useful and relevant
o 1

O O O O
v b WD

31. My community is well represented on the RDOS website
o

O O O O
u b W N -

32. The online payment system is an easy and convenient option to pay my bills, taxes or tickets

o 1
o 2
o 3
o 4
o 5
o ldo not use the online payment system

Please provide any additional comments you would like us to know:

Thank you for taking our survey! Your input is important to us.



Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen (RDOS)
2020 Citizen Survey

Tell us about yourself, your community and how we can serve you better. This survey will take
approximately 10 minutes to complete.

Getting to know you

1. Which Electoral Area do you live in?
o Electoral Area “A” — Osoyoos Rural
Electoral Area “B” — Cawston
Electoral Area “C” — Oliver Rural
Electoral Area “D” - Skaha East and OK Falls
Electoral Area “E” — Naramata
Electoral Area “F” — Okanagan Lake West/West Bench
Electoral Area “G” Keremeos Rural/Hedley
Electoral Area “H” Princeton Rural

O O 0O O 0O 0O O O

Electoral Area “I” Skaha West, Kaleden and Apex

2. How long have you lived in the RDOS?
o 0-10years
o 10-20years
o 20+ years

3. Isyour principal residence in the RDOS?
o Yes
o No

4. Do you rent or own your home?
o Rent

o Own

5. What is your age category?

o 18-39
o 49-64
o 65+

6. What is your gender?
o Male
o Female
o Prefer not to disclose



7. Do you use email?
o Yes
o No

8. Do you use Social Media? Please select all that apply:

o Facebook

o Twitter

o Instagram
o LinkedIn
o

| do not use social media

9. Do you follow the RDOS on social media?
o Yes
o No
o | do not use social media

10. Do you know who your Electoral Area Director is?
o Yes
o No

Please rate the following.

1 = poor
2 = below average
3 = average

3 = above average
5 = excellent

11. How do you rate the overall quality of life in your community?
1

O O O O O
v b WN

12. How do you rate your community as a place to raise children?
1

O O O O O
v b WN

13. How do you rate your community as a place to retire?
o 1



o O O O
b~ WN

14. Which of the following are issues in your community? Please select all that apply.

Please note: the RDOS does not maintain roads or highways. The Province contracts this work to
AlMRoads.

Affordable housing options
AirBNB/seasonal housing taking up real estate space
Unsightly premises

Homelessness

Noise control

Dogs at large, no clean up, barking
Retail and employment opportunities
Residential growth

Water quality and protection
Protective Services (policing, fire and 911)
Crime/Safety of citizens

Lack of services

Economy

Infrastructure

Sewer

Schools/education

National Park

Affordable Housing

Health Care

Land Preservation/Agriculture
Beautification/Revitalization

Internet access/cell service
Taxes/Budget

Immigration

Environment

Recreation (Parks and Trails)

o 0O 0 o o0 o O o0 o o o o o o o0 o o O o o0 o o o o o o

15. Which of the following are issues in the Regional District? Please select all that apply.
o Air Quality

Water quality

Water supply

Wildlife

Wildfire

Invasive plants

Reducing Carbon Footprint

O O 0 O O O



O
O
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Over development
Preserving environmentally sensitive areas
Enhancing parks and trails

16. Are you aware of the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Hospital Board?

o Yes
o No
RDOQOS Services:

17. Inthe last 12 months, have you contacted the RDOS?

O
O
O

Yes
No
Not Sure

18. If yes, how did you contact the RDOS?

o

O 0O 0O 0O 0O 0O O O

In person at the RDOS office (Penticton, OK Falls, other)

In person at a community event (Open House, Information Meeting, Party in the Park)
Telephone

Mail

Fax

Email

Social Media

RDOS Website

Have not contacted the RDOS

19. When you contacted the RDOS, what type of service or assistance were you seeking?

O

0O 0O 0O OO0 0O O O o o0 o o

Animal Control

Building Permits, Permits, Temporary Use Permits
Zoning — Land Use, Setbacks

Utility payments

Property Taxes, where do | pay?

Bylaw enforcement

Burning permits

Regulatory bylaws (burning/fire permits)
Water supply (charges, issues)
Recreation or Community program
Transit

Garbage, recycling

Other: please specify

Have not contacted the RDOS



In the last 12 months, please indicate the number of times you have used one of the following services,
facilities or events:

20. Visited a library

o Never

o 1-2times
o 3-4times
o 5-11times
o 12+times

21. Used a recreation centre.

o Never

o 1-2times
o 3-4times
o 5-11times
o 12+times

22. Used a park, trail or beach

o Never

o 1-2times
o  3-4times
o 5-11 times
o 12+times

23. Attended a public meeting about RDOS matters

o) Never

o 1-2times
o  3-4times
o 5-11times
o 12+times

24. Visited the RDOS Office

o Never

o 1-2times
o  3-4times
o 5-11 times
o 12+times

25. Visited a landfill

o  Never

o 1-2times
o  3-4times
o 5-11times
o 12+times



26. Used regional transit

O

O O O O

Never

1-2 times
3-4times
5-11 times
12+ times

Please rate the following with 1 equal to very dissatisfied and 5 as very satisfied:

27. Curbside Garbage and Recycling Collection

O

o O O ©

1

u b wWN

28. Treatment of invasive, unwanted plant species

o}

O O O O

1

u b WN

29. Development of Subdivision Services

O

O O O O

1

u b WN

30. Bylaw Enforcement — Dog Control

O

O O O O

1

g b W N

31. Mosquito Control

O

O
O
@)
O

ua b WN -



32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

Parks and Recreation Services (Trails/KVR)

O

O
O
O
O

Protective Services

o

o O O O

Regional Transit

O

©]
o
o
o

Regional Library

O

O O O O

Water

O O O O

Sewer
o

O
O
O
©]

Landfill Operations

©]
0]
o]

u b WN

1

v b WN

1

u b WN

1

u b WN - u b W N
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1
2
3



o 4
o 5

39. Wildsafe Program
o) 1

u b wWnN

O
@)
O
O

40. If faced with the following realistic choices, what would you advise the RDOS Board to do?
o Increase taxes to improve or expand services
o Keep taxes the same with service levels unchanged
o Reduce taxes and provide fewer services

Your sources:

41. How do you learn about local government issues?
Contact RDOS staff

Contact RDOS Board

Community Association

RDOS website

RDOS Social Media

TV

Word of mouth: neighbours, friends
Online news service

Radio

Newspaper

Attend public meetings

o 0O 0 O 0o 0O o 0O o o0 O

42. If newspaper above, which print paper?
o Penticton Herald
Oliver Chronicle
Penticton Western News
Keremeos Review
Summerland Review
Osoyoos Times
Similkameen Spotlight
Skaha/Apex Matters
Vancouver Province, Sun
Similkameen News Leader

O O 0O O 0O o0 O O O



Please rank the following with 1 being not important and 5 being very important:

43. Advisory Committees
o 1

u b wWN

O
@)
O
O

44. Public Opinion Surveys
o 1

O O O O
v b WN

45. Community Associations
1

0O O O O O
u b W N

46. E-town Meetings

o 1
o 2
o 3
o 4
o 5

47. Public Meetings/Hearings
o) 1

u b~ W N

O
O
O
O

48. Referendum/Other Voting Opportunities
o 1

O O O O
u b WN



49. What would be your preferred method of engagement regarding RDOS initiatives and projects?

O

O O O O O O O

Town Halls/Public Meetings
RDOS website (www.rdos.bc.ca)
Social Media

Newsletter

Newspaper

Online Surveys

Electronic town meetings
Phone Survey

Please rate the following with 1 equal to strongly disagree and 5 as strongly agree:

50. My Electoral Area Director listens to citizens and encourages involvement

O

O
@)
O
O

1

u b wWN

51. My Electoral Area Director provides informative communication updates to my community on a
regular basis

o}

o O O O

1

u b~ W N

Please provide any additional comments you would like us to know:

Thank you for taking our survey! Your input is important to us.


http://www.rdos.bc.ca/
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REGIONAL DISTRICT

RIDOS
REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN OKANAGAN.
Environment and Infrastructure Committee SIMILKAMEEN
Thursday, June 18, 2020
11:00 am
AGENDA

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

RECOMMENDATION 1

THAT the Agenda for the Environment and Infrastructure Committee Meeting of June 18, 2020 be
adopted.

DELEGATION

1. Michael Bezener, ECOmmunity Program Director, En’owkin Centre

Mr. Bezener will address the Board to discuss the South Okanagan Conservation Fund project and
proposed collaborative establishment of snpinktn Conservation Land Trust by the En’owkin Centre and
Penticton Indian Band

RECYCLEBC BANS BLUE BAGS
1. Presentation

ADJOURNMENT
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Environment and Infrastructure

Blue Bags Banned
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RDOS Re CyC|e BC

AAAAAAAA
SIMILKAMEEN

e RecycleBC (MMBC) formed under the BC
Recycling Regulation to manage residential
recycling of packaging and printed paper

* RecycleBC contracts the RDOS to provide
curbside and depot recycling collection

e Contributed S400,000 in 2019 to curbside
collection of recyclable



e e |
REGIONAL DISTRICT

RDOS PlaStiC Bags

OKANAGAN-
SIMILKAMEEN

* Plastic bags by weight
and volume a major
source of
contamination

* Damage equipment
and require constant
cleaning

* Blue and Clear Bags
banned as containers
July 1%, 2020




Survey Results _

SIMILKAMEEN

Potential Option Responses
Option 1: Cart Supplied by 35%
RDOS
Option 2: Blue Bins 18%
Supplied by RDOS
Options 3: Customer 47%
Supplies Cart, Bin or Can




SIMILKAMEEN

g Recycling Collection -

Bundled cardboard
placed separately
remains allowed.

Shredded paper in
separate clear bag
remains allowed.




%

RDOS

Communications -

SIMILKAMEEN

Survey sent Feb 2019

* Newsletter sent May 2019 with billing
 Reminder Information Release Dec 2019

* Information Release May 2020

* Newsletter June 2020 with billing

* No collection of Blue Bags July 15t

* Blue bags placed out July 6t to 10t not collected
* 5000 + “Recycle Only” stickers provided




Solid Waste Services -

Questions?

‘



REGIONAL DISTRICT

RIDOS
REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN
Thursday, June 18, 2020 3'@’.‘&232&
12:00 pm
REGULAR AGENDA

A. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
RECOMMENDATION 1 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)
THAT the Agenda for the RDOS Board Meeting of June 18, 2020 be adopted.

1. Consent Agenda — Corporate Issues
a. Corporate Services Committee — June 4, 2020
THAT the Minutes of the June 4, 2020 Corporate Services Committee meeting be received.

b. Environment and Infrastructure Committee — June 4, 2020
THAT the Minutes of the June 4, 2020 Environment and Infrastructure Committee meeting be
received.

¢. Planning and Development Committee — June 4, 2020
THAT the Minutes of the June 4, 2020 Planning and Development Committee meeting be
received.

d. RDOS Regular Board Meeting — June 4, 2020
THAT the minutes of the June 4, 2020 RDOS Regular Board meeting be adopted.

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

2. Consent Agenda — Development Services

a. Electoral Area “D” Advisory Planning Commission (APC) Appointment
THAT the Board of Directors appoint Bob Pearce as a member of the Electoral Area “D” Advisory

Planning Commission until October 31, 2022.

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

B. DELEGATIONS

1. Mr. Richard Cannings, Member of Parliament, New Democratic Party of South Okanagan-West
Kootenay
Mr. Cannings will address the Board to with regards to 5G networks.

0550-03 BD



RDOS Board Meeting 2 June 18, 2020

2. Mr. Leighton McCarthy, South Okanagan Performing Arts Position Centre Society
Mr. McCarthy will address the Board to discuss the SOPAC Workshop Results.

C. DEVELOPMENT SERVICES - Rural Land Use Matters
1. Housing Needs Assessment Report — Contract Award

RECOMMENDATION 4 (Weighted Corporate Vote —Majority)

THAT the Board of Directors award the Housing Needs Assessment Report contract to EcoPlan in
the amount of $116,827.

2. Floodplain Exemption Application — 3297 Coalmont Road, Electoral Area “H”
a. Flood Protection Report

To allow for the construction of a single detached dwelling within the floodplain setback and below
the flood construction level of Perley Creek.

RECOMMENDATION 5 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)

THAT the floodplain exemption application for Lot 2, Plan KAP18873, District Lot 1740, YDYD, in

order to permit the development of a single detached dwelling within the floodplain setback and

below the flood construction level of Perley Creek, be approved subject to a statutory covenant

being 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
May 5, 2020, prepared by Alan Bates (P.Eng.), of Streamworks Consulting Inc.

3. Agricultural Land Commission Referral (“non-farm” use) — 7738 Island Road, Electoral Area “C”

RECOMMENDATION 6 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

THAT the Board of Directors “not authorize” the application to operate a “small trailer/modular
repair” for a “non-farm use” at 7738 Island Road (Lot 57, Plan 1729, District Lot 2450S, SDYD,
Except (1) Parcel A (DD144161F) and (2) Plans 12996 and 14574) in Electoral Area “C” to proceed
to the Agricultural Land Commission.

4. Liquor and Cannabis Regulation Branch Referral — Unit 8A, 5350 Highway 97, Electoral Area “D”
a. Representations

RECOMMENDATION 7 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

THAT the Board of Directors direct staff to forward the following recommendation to the Liquor &
Cannabis Regulation Branch (LCRB); and further,

THAT in accordance with Section 33(1) of the Cannabis Control and Licencing Act, the Board of
Directors recommends support of an application from Sticky Leaf for a proposed non-medical retail
cannabis location at Unit 8A, 5350 Highway 97, Okanagan Falls (Lot A, Plan KAP60058, District Lot



RDOS Board Meeting 3 June 18, 2020

2883s, 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 proposed store is located in the General Commercial (C1) and the use is permitted in the
C1 zone.

ii)  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 June 5, 2020 was published in the Penticton Western News on May 13, 2020
and May 20, 2020, published on Castanet from May 13 to May 15, 2020, posted on the
municipal web site from May 1, 2020, were mailed to owners and tenants within 100 metres
of the subject parcel on May 8, 2020. Further, a notification sign was posted on the store front
at Unit 8A, 5350 Highway 97 from April 28, 2020 until the Board considered the application on
June 18, 2020.

iv) The views of the residents were considered by the Board and attached to the agenda of June
18, 2020 Regular Board meeting or delivered as late items if correspondence was received
after the agenda was published.

D. COMMUNITY SERVICES
1. South Okanagan-Similkameen Community Child Care Planning Project — Contract Award
RECOMMENDATION 8 (Weighted Corporate Vote — Majority)
THAT the Board of Directors award the South Okanagan-Similkameen Community Child Care
Planning Project (the Project) to Social Planning and Research Council of British Columbia (Sparc
BC) in the amount of $114,520.
E. FINANCE
1. 2019 Audited Financial Statements
Mr. Markus Schrott, Engagement Partner of BDO Canada LLP will present to the Board:
a. Report
b. Okanagan Similkameen Regional District Audit Final Report
c. Draft 2019 Financial Statements
RECOMMENDATION 9 (Weighted Corporate Vote —Majority)
The 2019 Audited Financial Statements of the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen as of
December 31, 2019 be received; and
THAT the RDOS Board adopts all reported 2019 transactions as amendments to the 2019 Final
Budget.
F. LEGISLATIVE SERVICES

1. Okanagan Sterile Insect Release Program
a. Report
b. Letter



RDOS Board Meeting 4 June 18, 2020

RECOMMENDATION 10 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Majority)

THAT the Board of Directors support the Okanagan Kootenay Sterile Insect Release Program Board
to authorize, by bylaw, a cashflow management program that mirrors the revenue anticipation
borrowing authority granted to local governments under the Local Government Act s. 404, such
that borrowed funds may only be used to cover current-year operating expenditures included in
OKSIR’s Five-Year Financial Plan, to a maximum of the amount owing to the OKSIR from the
current-year tax requisitions.

2. Board Remuneration Bylaw No. 2903, 2020
a. Report
b. Bylaw 2903

RECOMMENDATION 11 (Unweighted Corporate Vote —Majority)
THAT Board Remuneration, Expenses and Benefits Bylaw No. 2903, 2020 be given first, second
and third readings and be adopted

G. CAO REPORTS

1. Verbal Update

H. OTHER BUSINESS

1. Chair’s Report

2. Board Representation
a. BC Grape Growers Association and Starling Control — Bush, Monteith (Alternate)
b. Municipal Finance Authority — Kozakevich (Chair), Holmes (Vice Chair, Alternate)
c. Municipal Insurance Association — Kozakevich (Chair), Holmes (Vice Chair, Alternate)
d. Okanagan Basin Water Board - McKortoff, Boot, Knodel, Pendergraft (Alternate to McKortoff),
Holmes (Alternate to Boot), Monteith (Alternate to Knodel)
i.  Okanagan Basin Water Report — June 2020
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
i. Okanagan-Similkameen Regional Hospital District — Veintimilla, Boot (Alternate)
j. South Okanagan Similkameen Rural Healthcare Community Coalition (formerly Developing
Sustainable Rural Practice Communities) — McKortoff, Bauer (Alternate)
k. Southern Interior Municipal Employers Association — Knodel, Kozakevich (Alternate)

T oo

3. Directors Motions — Director B. Coyne

RECOMMENDATION 12 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)
THAT administration be directed to investigate methods of support and funding levels of other
Regional Districts with respect to Search and Rescue programs in their communities.



RDOS Board Meeting

June 18, 2020

4. Board Members Verbal Update

ADJOURNMENT



Minutes are in DRAFT form and are subject to change pending .‘

approval by the Regional District Board
RIDOS
REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN
. . OKANAGAN-
Corporate Services Committee SIMILKAMEEN
Thursday, June 4, 2020
9:17 am

MINUTES

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 S. McKortoff, Town of Osoyoos
Director S. Monteith, Electoral Area “I”
Director R. Knodel, Electoral Area “C”
Director M. Pendergraft, Electoral Area “A”
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:

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 Corporate Services Meeting of June 4, 2020 be adopted.
CARRIED

STIMULUS PROJECT PREPARATION - For Discussion
1. Project List
The Committee was advised of the various proposed Capital or Consulting Projects.

ELECTED OFFICIAL REMUNERATION BYLAW
1. Report
2. Marked Up Bylaw
3. Clean Copy Bylaw

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Corporate Services Committee recommend that Board Remuneration Bylaw No. 2903, 2020 be
given first, second and third readings and be adopted.

CARRIED




Corporate Services Committee 2 June 4, 2020

D. LOCAL GOVERNMENT AWARENESS WEEK RESULTS — FOR INFORMATION
1. Report
Due to time constraints, .this item was postponed to the next Corporate Services Committee

ADJOURNMENT
By consensus, the Corporate Services Committee meeting adjourned at 10:02 a.m.

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

RIDOS
REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN OKANAGAN.
Environment and Infrastructure Committee SIMILKAMEEN
Thursday, June 4, 2020
10:32 am
MINUTES
MEMBERS PRESENT:
Chair G. Bush, Electoral Area “B” Director K. Kozakevich, Electoral Area “E”
Vice Chair R. Gettens, Electoral Area “F” Director S. McKortoff, Town of Osoyoos
Director M. Bauer, 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 B. Coyne, Electoral Area “H” Director F. Regehr, City of Penticton
Director S. Coyne, Town of Princeton Director T. Roberts, Electoral Area “G”
Director D. Holmes, District of Summerland Director J. Vassilaki, City of Penticton
Director J. Kimberley, City of Penticton Director P. Veintimilla, Town of Oliver
Director R. Knodel, Electoral Area “C”
MEMBERS ABSENT:
STAFF PRESENT:
B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer L. Bloomfield, Manager of Engineering
C. Malden, Manager of Legislative Services
Vice Chair Gettens chaired the meeting.
A. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
RECOMMENDATION 1
It was MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the Agenda for the Environment and Infrastructure Committee Meeting of June 4, 2020
be adopted.
CARRIED

B. KALEDEN SEWERAGE COLLECTION SYSTEM - For Information Only
1. Report
2. Preliminary Design Report from Urban Systems
The Committee was provided a summary of the predesign report and the next stages of the
project for the sewer expansion to Kaleden from Okanagan Falls.




Environment and Infrastructure Committee 2 June 4, 2020

C. ADJOURNMENT
By consensus, the Environment and Infrastructure Committee meeting adjourned at 10:58 a.m.

APPROVED: CERTIFIED CORRECT:

R. Gettens B. Newell
Committee Vice-Chair Chief Administrative Officer



Minutes are in DRAFT form and are subject to change pending

approval by the Regional District Board
RIDOS
REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN OKANAGAN.
Planning and Development Committee SIMILKAMEEN
Thursday, June 4, 2020
10:03 a.m.

MINUTES

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 M. Bauer, Village of Keremeos Director S. McKortoff, Town of Osoyoos
Director K. Kozakevich, 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:

STAFF PRESENT:

B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer
C. Malden, Manager of Legislative Services

Due to technical issues, Vice Chair Knodel chaired the meeting.

A. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
RECOMMENDATION 1
It was MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the Agenda for the Planning and Development Committee Meeting of June 4, 2020 be
adopted.
CARRIED

B. DELEGATIONS

1. Peter Robinson, Chief Technology Officer, Community Energy Association (CEA)

a. Presentation

Mr. Robinson addressed the Committee regarding the following:
e Climate Action for the Okanagan-Similkameen, CEA and FCM Partners for Climate

Protection Program

e BCEnergy Step Code and support for adoption in RDOS and regionally
e BC Building Code Timelines
e Working with an Energy Advisor/Local Government role
e Support for the building industry
e Community benefits




Planning and Development Committee 2 June 4, 2020

C. ADJOURNMENT
By consensus, the Planning and Development Committee meeting adjourned at 10:32 a.m.

APPROVED: CERTIFIED CORRECT:

R. Knodel B. Newell
Committee Vice-Chair Chief Administrative Officer



Minutes are in DRAFT form and are subject to change pending
approval by the Regional District Board

RIDOS
REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN

OKANAGAN-
SIMILKAMEEN

Minutes of the Regular Board Meeting of the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen (RDOS) Board
of Directors held at 11:00 a.m. on Thursday, June 4, 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 M. Bauer, 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:

STAFF PRESENT:

B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer
C. Malden, Manager of Legislative Services

Ministerial Order 139/2020 directed that, despite section 228 of the Local Government Act, a board may adopt a
bylaw described in that section at the same meeting at which the bylaw passes third reading if the motion for
adoption receives the majority of the votes cast.

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 June 4, 2020 be amended to add Item G6 EOC
Update and remove Item B1 Delegation.
CARRIED

1. Consent Agenda - Corporate Issues
a. Corporate Services Committee — May 21, 2020
THAT the Minutes of the May 21, 2020 Corporate Services Committee meeting be

received.

THAT the Committee recommend that Board of Directors adopt the UBCM Meeting
Request Policy.

0550-03 BD
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b. Planning and Development Committee — May 21, 2020
THAT the Minutes of the May 21, 2020 Planning and Development Committee meeting
be received.

THAT the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Okanagan Basin Lakes Official
Community Plan and Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2862 proceed to first reading.

c. Protective Services Committee — May 21, 2020
THAT the Minutes of the May 21, 2020 Protective Services Committee meeting be
received.

THAT the Protective Services Committee recommend that Bylaw No. 2901, 2020, being
of the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen, to regulate the administration and
operation of the Regional Emergency Management Program be given first, second and
third readings and adopted by the Board of Directors.

d. RDOS Regular Board Meeting — May 21, 2020
THAT the minutes of the May 21, 2020 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. Development Variance Permit Application — 1802 45t Street, Osoyoos/Area “A”
i. Permit

THAT Development Variance Permit No. A2020.004-DVP be approved.

b. Temporary Use Permit Application — Electoral Area “E”
i. Permit
ii. Representations

THAT Temporary Use Permit No. E2020.003-TUP be approved.

c¢. Temporary Use Permit Application — Electoral Area “E”
i. Permit
ii. Representations

THAT Temporary Use Permit No. E2020.005-TUP be approved.

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. DELEGATIONS

1.

Mr. Dan Albas, Member of Parliament
This item was removed from the agenda.

C. DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

1.

Appointment of Bylaw Enforcement Officer

RECOMMENDATION 4 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Board appoint Wayne Belleville as a
Bylaw Enforcement Officer to enforce regulatory bylaws for the Regional District of
Okanagan-Similkameen.

CARRIED

D. DEVELOPMENT SERVICES — Building Inspection

1.

Building Bylaw Infraction at 117/115 Farleigh Lake Road, Electoral Area “I”

The property owner addressed the Board.

Chair Kozakevich requested that the motion be split.

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 15, District Lot 1444,
District Plan KAP23234, SDYD, that certain works have been undertaken on the lands
contrary to the Regional District Okanagan-Similkameen Building Bylaws No. 2333 and 2805.
CARRIED

Opposed: Director Bloomfield

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT injunctive action be commenced.

CARRIED

Opposed: Directors Pendergraft, Veintimilla, Regehr, Kimberley, Knodel, Boot, McKortoff
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2. Building Bylaw Infraction at 465 North Beach Road, Electoral Area “F”
The property owner addressed the Board.

RECOMMENDATION 6 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT, if an application for a building permit and a Watercourse Development Permit has
not been submitted by September 30, 2020, 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, Plan KAP11635, District Lot 2694, ODYD, that certain works have been
undertaken on the lands contrary to the Regional District Okanagan-Similkameen Building
Bylaws No. 2333 and 2805; and

THAT injunctive action be commenced.
CARRIED
Opposed: Directors Bush, Knodel

3. Building Bylaw Infraction at 2881 Princeton-Summerland Road, Electoral Area “H”
The property owner addressed 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 14, Plan KAP30710,
District Lot 2140 KDYD, that certain works have been undertaken on the lands contrary to
the Regional District Okanagan-Similkameen Building Bylaw No. 2805; and

THAT injunctive action be commenced.
CARRIED

4. Building Bylaw Infraction at 3582 Princeton-Summerland Road, Electoral Area “H”
The property owner addressed 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 1, Plan 29330, District Lot
2075, KDYD, that certain works have been undertaken on the lands contrary to the Regional
District Okanagan-Similkameen Building Bylaws No. 2333 and 2805.

CARRIED
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5. Building Bylaw Infraction at 3027 Spruce Drive, Electoral Area “E”
The Chair enquired whether the property owner was present to address the Board;
however, they were not.

RECOMMENDATION 9 (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, Plan KAP24519, District
Lots 207 and 266, SDYD, that certain works have been undertaken on the lands contrary to
the Regional District Okanagan-Similkameen Building Bylaws No. 2333 and 2805.

CARRIED

6. Building Bylaw Infraction at 2620 Nicola Avenue, Electoral Area “H”
The Chair enquired whether the property owner was present to address the Board;
however, they were not.

RECOMMENDATION 10 (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 Parcel A (KJ30021), Block 17,
District Lot 128 YDYD, that certain works have been undertaken on the lands contrary to the
Regional District Okanagan-Similkameen Building Bylaws No. 2333 and 2805.

CARRIED

7. Building Bylaw Infraction at 99 Apex Mountain Road, Electoral Area “I”
The property owner addressed the Board.

RECOMMENDATION 11 (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 1801, Plan
14698 Except Plans H13599 & KAP54136, SDYD, that certain works have been undertaken
on the lands contrary to the Regional District Okanagan-Similkameen Building Bylaws No.
2333 and 2805; and

THAT injunctive action be commenced.
CARRIED
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8. Building Bylaw Infraction at 8490 Princeton-Summerland, Electoral Area “F”
The Chair enquired whether the property owner was present to address the Board;
however, they were not.

RECOMMENDATION 12 (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 6, District Lot 2888, Plan
647, ODYD, that certain works have been undertaken on the lands contrary to the Regional
District Okanagan-Similkameen Building Bylaws No. 2333 and 2805; and

THAT injunctive action be commenced.
CARRIED

E. DEVELOPMENT SERVICES - Rural Land Use Matters

1. Development Variance Permit Application — 3008 Highway 5A, Allison Lake/ Area H
a. Permit
b. Representations
To allow for the construction of an accessory structure.

RECOMMENDATION 13 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Development Variance Permit No. H2019.031-DVP be approved.
CARRIED

2. Development Variance Permit Application — 407 Valiant Drive, Electoral Area “F”
a. Permit
b. Representations

To increase the maximum height for a retaining wall.

RECOMMENDATION 14 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Development Variance Permit No. F2020.003-DVP be approved.
CARRIED
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3. Official Community Plan (OCP) and Zoning Bylaw Amendment — Electoral Area “1” Apex
Mountain Zone Review
a. Bylaw No. 2683.03
b. Bylaw No. 2457.26
c. Representations

RECOMMENDATION 15 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the matter of Official Community Plan (OCP) and Zoning Bylaw Amendment —
Electoral Area “I” Apex Mountain Zone Review Bylaw Nos. 2683.03 and 2457.26 be
postponed until a second public hearing takes place.

CARRIED

Opposed: Director Bush

4. Temporary Use Permit Application — 3055 Hayman Road, Electoral Area “E”
a. Permit
b. Representations

RECOMMENDATION 16 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)
It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Temporary Use Permit No. E2020.004-TUP be approved.
CARRIED

5. Zoning Bylaw Amendment — 256 Copper Mountain Road, Electoral Area “H”
a. Bylaw No. 2498.21

RECOMMENDATION 17 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)
It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 2498.21, 2020, Electoral Area “H” Zoning Amendment Bylaw be adopted.
CARRIED

6. Zoning Bylaw Amendment — Duplex Zone Review (Residential Zone Update — Phase 2)
Electoral Areas “A”, “C”, “D”, and “E”
a. Bylaw No. 2886

RECOMMENDATION 18 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 2886, 2020, Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Duplex Zone
Update Amendment Bylaw be adopted.

CARRIED
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7. Zoning Bylaw Amendment — 8025 Princeton-Summerland Road, Electoral Area “F”
a. Bylaw 2461.14
b. Representations

RECOMMENDATION 19 (Unweighted Rural Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 2461.14, 2020, 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 July 16, 2020;

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

AND THAT a statutory covenant be registered on title prior to bylaw adoption to ensure the
home industry operations are fully contained and within a sound-dampened building.
CARRIED

8. Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Wildfire Hazard Development Permit Area
Project — Contract Award

RECOMMENDATION 20 (Weighted Corporate Vote — Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Board of Directors award the RDOS Wildfire Hazard Mapping and Development
Permit Area Guidelines Project contract to B.A. Blackwell & Associates in the amount of
$49,896.00.

CARRIED

9. Statement of Significance — David Woodbury McLellan Residence, 995 Ellis Avenue,
Hedley, BC
a. Statement of Significance

RECOMMENDATION 21 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the David Woodbury McLellan Residence be included on the RDOS Community
Heritage Register.

CARRIED
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F. FINANCE

1. Area “H” Community Works (Gas Tax) Reserve Expenditure Bylaw
a. Bylaw No. 2902
b. Quote

RECOMMENDATION 22 (Weighted Corporate Vote — Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw N0.2902, 2020, Electoral Area “H” Community Works (Gas Tax) Reserve Fund
Expenditure Bylaw be read a first, second, and third time and be adopted.

CARRIED

G. LEGISLATIVE SERVICES

1. Okanagan Falls Sanitary Sewer Service Petition
a. Bylaw 1239.08

RECOMMENDATION 23 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 1239.08, 2020 Okanagan Falls Sanitary Sewer Service Area Extension Bylaw
be read a first, second and third time.

CARRIED

2. Willowbrook Fire Protection Local Service Establishment Amendment Bylaw
a. Bylaw 1388.03
b. Bylaw 1388.02
c. Bylaw 2874

RECOMMENDATION 24 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Willowbrook Fire Protection Local Service Establishment Amendment Bylaw No.
1388.03, 2020, be read a first, second and third time and be forwarded to the Inspector of
Municipalities for approval.

CARRIED

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT first, second and third readings of Willowbrook Fire Protection Local Service
Establishment Amendment Bylaw No. 1388.02, 2019 and Willowbrook Fire Truck Acquisition
Loan Authorization Bylaw No. 2874, 2019 be rescinded and the bylaws abandoned.
CARRIED
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3. Emergency Program Regulatory Bylaw
a. Bylaw 2901

RECOMMENDATION 25 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

That Bylaw No. 2901, 2020, Regional Emergency Management Program Regulatory Bylaw
be read a first, second and third time and adopted.

CARRIED

4. Open Burning Regulations Bylaw
a. Bylaw No. 2898
b. Bylaw No. 2364

RECOMMENDATION 26 (Unweighted Participant Vote “A”, “B”, “C”, “D”, “E”, “G”, “H",“I"-
Simple Majority)

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT Bylaw No. 2898, 2020 Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Open Burning
Regulations Bylaw be read a first, second and third time and be adopted.

It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT consideration of Bylaw No. 2898 be deferred until the first Board meeting in
September to allow consultation with the public.

CARRIED

5. UBCM Meeting Request Policy
a. Policy

RECOMMENDATION 27 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)
It was MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the UBCM Meeting Request Policy be adopted.

CARRIED

ADDENDUM 6. EOC Update
It was MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the Board of Directors ratify the declaration of a State of Local Emergency for
Electoral Area “B” authorized by the Chair on May 31st, 2020; and,
THAT the declaration be sent to the Minister responsible for Emergency Preparedness
CARRIED

H. CAO REPORTS

1. Verbal Update
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. OTHER BUSINESS

1. Chair’s Report

2. Directors Motions

RECOMMENDATION 28 (Unweighted Corporate Vote — Simple Majority)

Director’s Motion - Chair Kozakevich

It was MOVED and SECONDED

That staff bring forward options for zoning regulations to govern the placement of solar
energy devices including but not limited to solar panels and solar trees.

CARRIED

Opposed: Pendergraft

Notice of Motion — Director B. Coyne
THAT staff explore how different regions are supporting (i.e. funding mechanisms) Search
and Rescue groups.

3. Board Members Verbal Update

J. ADJOURNMENT
By consensus, the meeting adjourned at 1:46.

APPROVED: CERTIFIED CORRECT:

K. Kozakevich B. Newell
RDOS Board Chair Corporate Officer
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—— —
RPHOS
TO: Board of Directors rRDOS
OKANAGAN-
FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer SIMILKAMEEN
DATE: June 18, 2020
RE: Electoral Area “D” Advisory Planning Commission (APC) Appointment

Administrative Recommendation:

THAT the Board of Directors appoint Bob Pearce as a member of the Electoral Area “D” Advisory
Planning Commission until October 31, 2022.

Purpose:

The purpose of this report is to seek direction from the Regional District Board regarding the
appointment of Bob Pearce as a member of the Electoral Area “D” Advisory Planning Commission
(APC).

Background:

The role of Area Planning Commission is to provide recommendations to the Regional District on all
matters referred to it by the Regional District or by its Electoral Area Director respecting land use, the
preparation and adoption of an official community plan or a proposed bylaw and permits under
Divisions 2, 7, 9 and 11 of Part 26 of the Local Government Act.

Section 4 of Bylaw 2339 (Advisory Planning Commissions) provides for the appointment of members,
requiring the Board, by resolution, to appoint members to each Commission on the recommendation
of the respective Electoral Area Director.

At least two-thirds of the members of a Commission for an Electoral Area shall be residents of that
electoral area. Commission appointments shall be made by the Board for terms which run concurrent
with the Board term, and no term of appointment shall extend beyond the term of the Electoral Area
Director unless re-appointed by the Board.

Analysis:

The candidate has previously served on the Electoral Area “D” APC for many years prior to resigning in
late 2019, and Director Obirek has recommended his consideration for appointment by the Board.

Respectfully submitted:

C. Garrish, Planning Manager
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT I .

—— —
RINOS
TO: Board of Directors rRDOS
OKANAGAN-
FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer SIMILKAMEEN
DATE: June 18, 2020
RE: Housing Needs Assessment Report — Contract Award

Administrative Recommendation:

THAT the Board of Directors award the Housing Needs Assessment Report contract to EcoPlan in
the amount of $116,827.

Purpose:

The purpose of this report is to seek direction from the Board with regard to the awarding of a
consulting contract to undertake a Housing Needs Assessment Report that will include all of the RDOS
electoral areas, along with the City of Penticton, the District of Summerland and the Village of
Keremeos.

Background:

On April 16, 2019, Bill 18 - 2018 came into effect, which amended the Local Government Act to
require all local governments in B.C. to complete Housing Needs Reports by April 2022, and every five
years thereafter.

On October 3, 2019, the RDOS Board of Directors resolved that the RDOS submit an application to the
Province to initiate a Rural Housing Needs Report in 2020, with the City of Penticton, District of
Summerland, and the Village of Keremeos as project partners.

On February 21, 2021 the RDOS received notice from the project grant in the amount of $140,000 was
approved. As per the grant application, $130,000 is earmarked for consulting costs, and $10,000 for
the RDOS’s administrative costs.

On April 24, 2020, the Regional District posted a Request for Proposals (RFP) consultant teams with
proven experience and expertise in developing housing needs assessments to complete the project.
The scope of work outlined in the RFP includes the following:

« determine current and projected housing needs by collecting, generating and analyzing
approximately fifty (50) distinct kinds of data about current and projected population, household
income, significant economic sectors, currently available and anticipated housing units for each
electoral area and partnering municipality.

« develop statements about key areas of local need for each electoral area and each partnering
municipality, including affordable housing, rental housing, special needs housing, seniors housing,
family housing, as well as shelters and housing for people at risk of homelessness.

« undertake stakeholder consultation that includes non-profit service providers, health authorities,
and post-secondary institutions, First Nations and local Indigenous organizations, and the
development sector.
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« work with the RDOS to identify any opportunities for integrated data collection/collaborative
stakeholder engagement with the RDOS’s 2020 Child Care Needs Assessment project.

« host housing needs workshops for staff and relevant stakeholders, and present the Housing
Needs Report to each of the Municipal Councils and the RDOS Board in public forums.

The proposed schedule for completing the Housing Needs Assessment Report is as follows, with completion
anticipated in February, 2020:

Task Completion Date
Award to Consultant June, 2020
Start-up meeting and/or phone calls with RDOS staff June, 2020
Research, stakeholder consultations, and data analysis June - August, 2020

Develop Draft Reports & Final Report;

Capacity Building Workshops September — December, 2020

4 Public Presentations

(RDOS Board & 3 Municipal Councils) January - February, 2020

In response to the RFP, ten submissions were received by the May 22, 2020 deadline and met the
RFP’s qualifications. In accordance with the terms of the RFP, an evaluation team of three (3) persons
reviewed and ranked each proposal independently and then met to discuss results, as outlined in the
following table:

Proponent ‘ Price (including GST) ‘ Score

EcoPlan $116,827.00 85.49
City Spaces $121,065.00 83.31
Urbanics $121,265.00 82.41
Urban Matters $127,135.00 80.31
Makola $129,917.00 77.19
Colliers $111,650.00 71.50
SHS $125,401.00 69.81
Colliers 2 $126,000.00 66.47
Malatest $129,729.60 66.46
Quintessential $128,100.00 65.43

Analysis:

The successful proponent, EcoPlan, showed comparatively greater strengths in the categories of
experience, qualifications, methodology, and resources. In particular, the company provides a team
with excellent qualifications, provided a proposal with a very solid methodology, and has directly
related experience in completing a Housing Needs Assessment Report in the South Okanagan.

Overall, the evaluation team believes that the EcoPlan provides the best value and experience for the
project.

There are adequate consulting funds available to cover this project.
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Alternative:
THAT the Board not award the contract to EcoPlan.

Respectfully submitted: Endorsed by:
Corry Loabrecque il
C. Labrecque, Planner Il C. Garrish, Planning Manager

Attachments: No. 1 — RFP Evaluation Form
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Attachment No. 1 — RFP Evaluation Form

Proponent’s Name:

Project Title: 2020 Housing Needs Report: Penticton, Summerland, Keremeos, & Rural
Okanagan-Similkameen

Evaluation Date:

Evaluator:

Step 1: YES NO

Proposal received prior to closing

Mandatories Subconsultant list submitted

Project Manager identified

Proposed schedule included

Reference List

Hourly rates provided

Maximum or upset fee included

Complete proposal as requested

Assigned .
Step 2: Poignts Points
Qualifications of firm and project team members 10
Proponent (up to 30 Experience of firm and project team members 10
points) Past Performance / References 5
Resources 5
Scope 5
Methodology 15
Proposal (up to 50 Environmental Performance 5
points) Scheduling 10
Project Team - Level of Effort 5
Clarity of Proposal 10
. . Points for Price = (lowest cost Proposal divided b
Price (up to 20 points) Proposal being evaluated) x (20% Weigit) ' 20
Total Score Proponent + Proposal + Price Scores 100
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT I .

-

DS
TO: Board of Directors 1P C)=)

OKANAGAN-
FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer SIMILKAMEEN

DATE: June 18, 2020

RE: Floodplain Exemption Application — Electoral Area “H”

Administrative Recommendation:

THAT the floodplain exemption application for Lot 2, Plan KAP18873, District Lot 1740, YDYD, in
order to permit the development of a single detached dwelling within the floodplain setback and
below the flood construction level of Perley Creek, be approved subject to a statutory covenant
being 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 May
5, 2020, prepared by Alan Bates (P.Eng.), of Streamworks Consulting Inc.

Purpose: To allow for the construction of a single detached dwelling within the floodplain setback and below
the flood construction level of Perley Creek.

Owners: Neal & Carmen Rempel Agent: Dave Penner Folio: H-00983.005
Civic: 3297 Coalmont Road Legal: Lot 2, Plan KAP18873, District Lot 1740, YDYD
OCP: Small Holdings (SH) Zoning: Small Holdings Four (SH4)

Proposed Development:

This application seeks an exemption from the floodplain regulations contained within the Electoral
Area “H” Zoning Bylaw No. 2498, 2012, in order to allow for the construction of a single detached
dwelling within the floodplain setback and below the flood construction level of Perley Creek.

In support of the proposal, the applicant has provided a flood hazard assessment report, prepared by
Alan Bates (P.Eng.), of Streamworks Consulting Inc. The assessment report states “the subject
property may be safely developed for the use intended (i.e. residential occupation) ... [subject to]
conditions.”

Site Context:

The subject parcel is approximately 7,757 m? in area and is situated on Coalmont Road within the “St.
Andrews Recreation Development”, approximately 5 km north of Tulameen. The property is contains a
single detached dwelling and accessory buildings.

The surrounding pattern of development consists of similar small holdings parcels to the north and
south, Crown lands to the west, and Otter Lake to the east.

Background:

File No: H2020.002-FPE
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It is not known when the current boundaries of the subject property were created, as no subdivision
plan is on file. Regional District records indicate that building permits have previously been issued for
accessory buildings in 1999 and 2001.

Under Electoral Area “H” Official Community Plan (OCP) Bylaw No. 2497, 2012, the subject property is
designated as Small Holdings (SH) and is situated within a Watercourse Development Permit (WDP)
Area.

Under Electoral Area “H” Zoning Bylaw No. 2498, 2012, Section 8.0 Floodplain Regulations specifies
that lands lower than 1.5 metres above the natural boundary of a watercourse are designated
floodplain (Section 8.1); that 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 (Section 8.3.2); and that
no building or structure shall be located within 15.0 metres of the natural boundary of a creek.

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) has received a report that the land may be used safely for the use intended, which report is
certified by a person who is

(i) a professional engineer or geoscientist and experienced in geotechnical engineering, or

(ii) a person 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 (Alan
Bates (P.Eng.), of Streamworks Consulting Inc.) dated May 5, 2020, which concludes the following:

The subject property may be safely developed for the use intended (i.e. residential occupation)
under the following conditions:

« the building is setback 15 m from the top of creek bank, as depicted in the Site Plan Drawing
A1.00;

o the building is constructed as shown on the attached Building Elevation Drawings A3.00 —
A3.02 (with a main floor elevation no lower than 783.5 m elevation and the top of basement
floor slab no lower than 781.4 m).

« that the top of foundation walls on the west side of the garage be constructed at least 0.5 m
above the surrounding grade, and that the driveway in front of the house grades down
toward the creek.

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, other options appear to be available to the applicant such as elevating the building above
the flood construction level.

File No: H2020.002-FPE
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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:
T. Donegan, Planning Technician C. Garrish, Planning Manager

Attachments: No. 1 — Context Maps
No. 2 — Applicant’s Site Plan
No. 3 — Applicant’s Site Photo
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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 — Applicant’s Site Photo

Oblique aerial photo of the Otter Lake
shoreline with existing buildings.

Existing
Rempel
Residence

MNeighbour's
(Gazebo

Mouth of Perley Creek

VIEW OF PROPERTY LOOKING NORTHWEST FROM OTTER LAKE
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May 5, 2020

Neal Rempel

c/o Berts Electric

26049 30A Avenue
Aldergrove, BC, V4W 2W6

Attention: Neal Rempel

Re: Flood Hazard Assessment for a 3297 Coalmont Road near Tulameen, BC legally described as
Lot 2, District Lot 1740, YDYD, Plan 18873.

Dear Mr. Rempel:

At your request, | have undertaken a review of hydrologic and geomorphic risks associated with plans for new
construction at the above noted address on the foreshore of Otter Lake near Tulameen, BC. The property is
also adjacent to the mouth of Perley Creek which has formed a small fan where it discharges into Otter Lake.
It should be noted that the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen (RDOS) Parcel Viewer Mapping
shows the creek as crossing the parcel immediately to the north (3301 Coalmont Road) and not the subject
property. This is assumed to be a mapping error. Field inspection confirmed that the Perley Creek channel,
the only creek channel in the area, crosses the subject property and discharges into Otter Lake across the
corner of the next property to the south.

The subject property is located on the western shore of Otter Lake on an alluvial fan formed by Perley Creek
(Lat: 49°35'29.32"N, Lon:120°46'30.31"W). A topographic site plan has been provided as Figure 1, showing
elevations of the lake and existing structures. Building plans by Site Lines Architecture dated November 8,
2018 are also attached. This set of drawings includes a proposed site plan depicting horizontal setbacks
(Sheet A1.00), along with proposed building elevation drawings (Sheets A3.00, A3.01 and A3.02).

It is my understanding that your proposal is seeking exemption from fully complying with the floodplain
regulations and bylaws, particularly with bylaw 8.1.1c, which requires the habitable floor to be 1.5m above the
natural boundary of the watercourse. This will result in a home that is unsightly, as well as difficult to construct
and access. The neighbors have also voiced their concern, suggesting if the home is elevated as per the
current bylaws, the grading requirements will negatively affect their property. As such, there is no reasonable
way of fully complying with the bylaws, and the requirements will unfairly penalize you, the landowner.

| visited the subject property on August 28, 2019. The review included an inspection of the lot, proposed
building site, existing road crossings and the Perley Creek channel upstream for approximately 400m (to the
apex of the fan). The upper basin was also reviewed using Google Earth imagery from 2003 and 2013. No
other background information concerning the hydrology of Perley Creek was found available. Provincial
Floodplain Mapping is available for the Tulameen River, including Otter Lake. This letter summarizes my
findings and recommendations.

Perley Creek drains approximately 3.2 km of mostly forested terrain above Otter Lake. The present-day
alluvial fan adjacent to the creek likely mostly developed during Fraser deglaciation approximately 10,000
years ago. Meltwaters at that time would have been considerably larger than the current flow regime for the
creek, bringing with them large volumes of sediment from the newly exposed, bare landscape. The current
channel/flow is therefore substantially smaller than the meltwater channel that created the fan. Most of the
relict fan is no longer active and fully forested with mature coniferous timber. The smaller flows have incised
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into a small relatively stable channel from the apex of the fan to the lake. The creek is now ephemeral, running
only during the spring months.

The creek channel through the property has a bank full width of approximately 4m, a bank full depth between
1 and 2m and a gradient of 15%. Substrates are predominantly cobble and gravel with a few lag boulders.
No in-channel woody debris structure was observed within the limits of the property. No water was running
in the channel at the time of inspection. Evidence of occasional cobble-sized bedload was noted. Deposits
into the lake disappear over a steep drop-off around the limit of the fan. Two 1000mm corrugated pipes with
bevelled inlets provided drainage under the existing driveway. Some bank sections through the subject
property and the adjacent property had been protected with sizeable angular riprap. It is my understanding
that the existing home (which does not comply with present zoning bylaws), has never been affected by the
creek.

Creek drainage through Coalmont Road upslope of Ry
the property is provided by two 950mm culverts. shoreline with existing buildings.

Low rust lines in the culverts suggest that the clear

water capacity of the pipes is adequate. The
channel gradient decreases above the road and the
riparian includes more deciduous trees. The creek ¥
has more of a floodplain above the road crossing. If §
the culverts became obstructed, flows would most
likely follow the ditchlines north and south, away
from the subject property.

At the apex of the fan, Perley Creek emerges from
a steep, confined, bedrock-controlled canyon.
Gradients increase to more than 60%. No evidence
of debris flow or catastrophic bedload movement 2% 4
was identified. Banks and larger boulders were

frequently mossy. Some woody debris

jam/structure in this reach had served to control | . P . 5

bedload movement. Mature trees with no evidence ' Existing
of impact were noted standing in close proximity to Residence
the creek. While there may be the odd flush of Neighbour's

Gazebo

bedload when debris jams breach, there was no
indication that these events develop into larger Mouth of Perley Creck
catastrophic movements.

Reviewing available imagery, the canyon section of

Perley Creek appears to extend for approximately 1 km upstream. Above an elevation of about 1100m, the
terrain rolls off onto a more moderate sloping plateau. This lower gradient reach is less likely to initiate
landslides or channelized debris flows. Between 2003 and 2013, a significant portion of this plateau in upper
Perley Creek watershed was harvested. Local knowledge noted that this may have increased flow in the
creek for the past few decades. This makes hydrologic sense given the extent of the clearcutting in the higher
snowpack zone. The fact that the lower creek channel has remained stable through this major hydrologic
disturbance suggests the system must be fairly robust.

The subject property falls within Electoral Area ‘H' of RDOS and is governed by the Zoning Bylaw No. 2498,
2012. Section 8 of the Bylaw specifies floodplain management provisions for habitable areas adjacent to
lakes and rivers. Provincial Floodplain Mapping has been developed for the Similikameen and Tulameen
Rivers, issued by the BC Ministry of Environment, Water Management Branch in 1981. According to the
mapping, Otter Lake has a designated 200 year flood level of 781.3m (G.S.C) including freeboard. This
provides a Flood Construction Level (FCL) for properties adjacent to the lake. The underside of a wooden
floor system, or the top of a floor pad in a habitable area must be above this FCL. Setback distances are
minimum 7.5m from the natural boundary of a lake.
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With regards to Perley Creek, the Bylaw (8.1.1c)) prescribes construction levels must be 1.5m above the
natural boundary of watercourses (other than along the Tulameen and Similkameen Rivers). Section 8.3.3
a),i further states for dwelling units that the underside of any wooden floor system, or top of the pad for any
habitable area, be situated no lower than 1.0 metre above the natural ground elevation taken at any point on
the perimeter of the building (unless Bylaw 8.1.1. is greater). Setback distances are minimum 15m from the
natural boundary of a watercourse.

Given the steepness (15%) of Perley Creek adjacent to the proposed building site, the elevation of the natural
boundary of the creek changes significantly according to which point along the stream you choose to use as
an elevation. Typically, the elevation of the natural boundary is taken on a line from the building site
perpendicular to the creek. The lower creek is on a tilted, but relatively flat alluvial fan. During an overbank
flood event the flood flows would be expected to spread over a broad area once out of the channel. These
overflows would be uncontained and hence relatively shallow. This would be the case even if the overflows
occurred upstream of (higher than) the proposed dwelling. In my opinion, Section 8.3.3 a),i presents the
most effective approach to floodproofing by ensuring the dwelling is sufficiently above the natural grade. That
said, it is highly unlikely given the small, seasonal nature of the creek, that flow over the fan could ever
approach 1m depth. Any shallow overland flow from above the proposed residence would be deflected by
the garage and concrete foundation walls around the house. | would recommend that the top of foundation
walls be constructed at least 0.5m above the surrounding grade on the west side of the garage, and that the
driveway in front of the house grade down toward the creek. Ideally, the lowest point of the driveway should
be at or near the culvert crossing. This will ensure that in the event the culverts become blocked or their
capacity is exceeded, any overflows will simply cross over the driveway and back into the normal channel.
These recommendations provide a safe route for creek overflows around the proposed residence.

In conclusion, the subject property may be safely developed for the use intended (i.e. residential
occupation) under the following conditions:

» the building is setback 15 m from the top of creek bank, as depicted in the Site Plan Drawing A1.00;

» the building is constructed as shown on the attached Building Elevation Drawings A3.00 — A3.02 (with
a main floor elevation no lower than 783.5m elevation and the top of basement floor slab no lower
than 781.4m).

» that the top of foundation walls on the west side of the garage be constructed at least 0.5m above the
surrounding grade, and that the driveway in front of the house grades down toward the creek.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions regarding the contents of this letter.

Sincerely,

o

Alan Bates, P.Eng., Water Resources Engineer, Streamworks Consulting Inc.



| g

Photo A — The mouth of Perley Creek where it discharges into
Otter Lake. Recent grave deposits indicative of bedload.

Photo B — Twin 1000mm bevelled culverts on dry Perley Creek
passing under the driveway to the subject property. Wellhead
shed to the right will be removed.

Photo C — Looking downstream along Perley Creek from
Coalmont Road. Most of the property is over the left bank.

Photo D — Inlets of twin 950mm culverts under Coalmont Road.
These culverts will have a lower capacity than the driveway
culverts downstream (bevelling increases capacity).

Photo E — Large fir and cedar trees immediately adjacent to the
Perley Creek channel at the top of the fan.

Photo F — Looking upstream along the Perley Creek channel
from the apex of the fan. Note bedrock in bed and banks.
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT

TO: Board of Directors RIDIOS

FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer OKANAGAN-
SIMILKAMEEN

DATE: June 16, 2020

RE: Agricultural Land Commission Referral (“non-farm” use) — Electoral Area “C”

Administrative Recommendation:

THAT the RDOS “not authorize” the application to operate a “small trailer/modular repair” for a
“non-farm use” at 7738 Island Road (Lot 57, Plan 1729, District Lot 2450S, SDYD, Except (1) Parcel A
(DD144161F) and (2) Plans 12996 and 14574) in Electoral Area “C” to proceed to the Agricultural
Land Commission.

Purpose: To allow for a small trailer/modular repair “non-farm use” in the Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR)
Owner: Harry and Irmgard Peters Agent: Dean Keller Folio: C-05310.000

Legal: Lot57, Plan 1729, DL 2450S, SDYD, Except (1) Parcel A (DD144161F) and (2) Plans 12996 and 14574

Civic: 7738 Island Road OCP: Agriculture (AG) Zone: Agriculture One (AG1)

Proposed Development:

An application to the Agricultural Land Commission (ALC) under Section 20(2) of the Agricultural Land
Commission Act (the Act) has been referred to the Regional District, in order to allow “small
trailer/modular repair” on a parcel of land within the Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR).

Specifically, the applicant is seeking the Commission’s approval to allow for a “small trailer/modular
repair”. The proposed area to be utilized for this non-farm use is 0.3 ha.

In support of this proposal, the applicant has stated that they are seeking “small trailer/modular
repair (ex: window, door, ceiling, floor repairs) for Agricultural use of modular and mobile trailers for
the purpose of Farm use for migrant workers.”

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
together with [its] comments and recommendations”, unless Section 25(3) applies wherein the Board
has the ability to refuse to “authorise” an application.

In this instance, Section 25(3) is seen to apply as the property “is zoned by bylaw to permit [an]
agricultural or farm use”.

Site Context:

The subject property is approximately 2.25 ha in area and is located on the west side of Island Road,
approximately 3.5 km north of the Town of Oliver. The property is understood to be comprised of an
existing mobile home, shop, and water sheds, with the majority of the property vacant land.

File No: C2020.004-ALC
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The surrounding pattern of development is characterised by agricultural parcels containing agriculture
and residential uses.

Background:
Parcel Information

It is unknown when the current boundaries of the subject property were created by a plan of
subdivision, while records for building permits include a mobile home (1978), house (1984/1985),
addition (1990) and shed (1991).

The subject parcel is entirely within the Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR) and is surrounded by ALR
lands and has classified the property as Residential (01) and Business and Other (06) by BC
Assessment.

Current Land Use Bylaws

Under the Electoral Area “C” Official Community Plan (OCP) Bylaw No. 2452, 2008 the subject
property is designated as Agriculture (AG) and is also subject to a Watercourse Development Permit
(WDP) Area designation.

Under Section 9.0 Agriculture, there are applicable policies for lands designated as agriculture,
including to:

« preserve and protect the existing agricultural base in rural Oliver (Section 9.3.5);

« direct that the principal use of lands designated as ‘Agriculture’ shall be agriculture (Section
9.3.9);

e encourage maximizing productive farm activity and minimizing non-farm use on farmland by
limiting the footprint of non-farm uses (Section 9.3.19); and

« on existing parcels, encourage agricultural use of all farm parcels regardless of size (Section
9.3.22).

In the Electoral Area “C” OCP Bylaw, major service commercial uses are directed to Primary Growth
Areas such as the Town of Oliver (Section 12.3.5), and major industrial uses are directed to town
centres (Section 13.2.2.5), which have the necessary infrastructure and support services.

Under the Electoral Area “C” Zoning Bylaw No. 2453, 2008, the property is zoned Agriculture One
(AG1). The bylaw defines a “service industry establishment” as meaning a business premises or
building, where non-personal goods and services are provided, including storage and repair, among
other listed uses. This use is seen to capture the current use of the property and is not permitted in
the AG1 Zone.

Enforcement

Enforcement records indicate instances of non-farm uses occurring on the property periodically since
1997 and have historically been successfully discontinued through combined enforcement efforts of
the ALC, RDOS and legal counsel.

Most recently, on July 3, 2014, the RDOS delivered an “order to comply” letter to cease all industrial
and/or commercial activities on the property. Multiple inspections in 2014, 2015, 2016, 2017 and
2018 confirmed continued operation and fines were subsequently issued.
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On June 18, 2018, the RDOS filed a compliance and enforcement land use activity report form to the
ALC for industrial/commercial activity of retrofitting mobile homes, Atco trailers, repair and storage of
tractor trailer units/trucks; and construction of structures on property for use elsewhere.

OnJune 28, 2018, the ALC delivered to the property owner an “Unauthorized Commercial Activity in
the Agricultural Land Reserve” letter and required the non-farm activity use to immediately cease and
not continue until permitted under application decision and submit a non-farm use application by
August 6, 2018.

This non-farm use application was received on February 25, 2020, after several extensions were
provided to the property owner to cease activities and remove all commercial and industrial
equipment or to submit a non-farm use application.

Analysis:

In considering this referral, Administration notes that the Electoral Area “C” OCP Bylaw contains
objectives to protect land from uses which are inconsistent with agricultural use or are incompatible
with existing agricultural uses in the area. Further, the OCP Bylaw directs that the principal use of
agriculturally-designated lands be agriculture.

Administration has concerns that allowing a service industry establishment in an agriculturally
designated area is not consistent with policies to preserve the agricultural land base, to direct
principal uses of the property to be agriculture, or to encourage farm activity.

Commercial/industrial uses are also inconsistent with surrounding land use patterns, which are
primarily agricultural and rural residential and the OCP speaks to directing these to designated
Growth Areas and town centres. As such, the proposed use would be more appropriately located in
an existing industrial area or within the Town of Oliver.

Although not in the purview of the ALC, it should be noted that a portion of the service industry
establishment is proposed within a Watercourse Development Permit (WDP) Area, which may not be
consistent with provincial regualtions.

Conversely, the service industry establishment is to allow for small trailer/modular repairs that
indirectly supports agriculture, as the modular and mobile trailers repaired are intended for use by
migrant farm workers.

In summary, the proposed use is not consistent with the agricultural designation of the property.
Introduction of a service industry establishment would be inconsistent with OCP policies that
encourage agricultural uses on the subject property and direct commercial/industrial uses to other
locations.

Therefore, Administration is recommending that the application not be authorized to proceed to the
ALC.

Should this application by authorised by the Board to proceed to the ALC, and is subsequently
approved by the Commission, an OCP amendment and rezoning would be required.

Alternatives:

1. THAT the RDOS “authorize” the application to operate “small trailer/modular repair” for a
“non-farm use” at 7738 Island Road (Lot 57, Plan 1729, District Lot 2450S, SDYD, Except (1)
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Parcel A (DD144161F) and (2) Plans 12996 and 14574) in Electoral Area “C” to proceed to the
Agricultural Land Commission.

2. THAT the Board of Directors defers making a decision and directs that the proposal be
considered by the Electoral Area “C” Advisory Planning Commission (APC).

Respectfully submitted Endorsed by:
ST — e
\\ X A i
— — ——
J. Peachey, Planner | C. Garrish, Planning Manager

Attachments: No. 1 — Context Maps
No. 2 — Applicant’s Site Plan
No. 3 — Enforcement’s Site Photo (2018)
No. 4 — Aerial Photo (Google Earth)
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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 — Enforcement’s Site Photo (2018)
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT I .

-
DS
TO: Board of Directors 1P C)=)
OKANAGAN-
FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer SIMILKAMEEN
DATE: June 18, 2020
RE: OCP Bylaw Amendments - Electoral Areas “A”, “C”, “D”, “E”, “F”, “G”, “H” & “I”

Micro Cannabis Production Facilities

Administrative Recommendation:

THAT Bylaw No. 2858, 2020, Electoral Area Official Community Plan Amendment Bylaw be read a
third time and adopted.

Purpose:

The purpose of the proposed amendments to the Electoral Area Official Community Plan (OCP)
Bylaws is to introduce policy statements that indicate the criteria against which the Regional District
Board may choose to evaluate an amendment bylaw application for a “micro cannabis production
facility”.

Background:

Public information meetings were held on July 31, 2019 (Kaleden), August 1, 2019 (Princeton), August
19, 2019 (Oliver) and August 21, 2019 (Naramata). Attendance at these meetings consisted of four (4)
persons in Kaleden, two (2) persons in Princeton, four (4) persons in Oliver and approximately 37
persons in Naramata.

At its meeting of October 17, 2019, the P&D Committee considered all representations received in
relation to this consultation process and resolved that “more information is required.”

At its meeting of January 23, 2020, the P&D Committee of the Board further considered Bylaw No.
2858 and resolved that “staff be instructed to explore separate setbacks for agricultural properties
abutting agricultural and residential land and come back with recommendations as to reasonable
setbacks for intensive farming operations.”

At its meeting of February 6, 2020, the P&D Committee of the Board resolved that Bylaw No. 2858 be
amended prior to proceeding to first reading so that:

« all amendments to the Electoral Area zoning bylaws be removed; and

« new policy statements regarding the criteria against which a bylaw amendment application
proposing a micro cannabis production facility in a Rural zone will be assessed against be
introduced into the Electoral Area Official Community Plan Bylaws.

At its meeting of March 19, 2020, the Regional District Board resolved to approve first and second
reading of the amendment bylaws and directed that a public hearing occur at the Board meeting of
April 16, 2020.
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At its meeting of March 19, 2020, the Board subsequently resolved that all non-regulatory public
hearings on land use matters be waived, and all regulatory public hearings be postponed until further
notice in response to the on-going health crisis related to the COVID-19 virus.

On May 1, 2020, Ministerial Order M139, issued under the Emergency Program Act, enables local
governments to hold a public hearing by means of electronic or other communication facilities.

An electronic public hearing on the amendment bylaws is scheduled to occur on June 18, 2020, ahead
of the regular meeting of the Board.

All representations received to date that are seen to be related to Bylaw No. 2858, including those
from external agencies, are included as a separate item on the Board agenda.

Analysis:

Further to the direction provided by the P&D Committee of the Board at its meeting of February 6,
2020, Bylaw No. 2858 is proposing to introduce OCP policies that speak to the criteria the Board
would use when considering rezoning applications proposing to allow micro cannabis production
facility. Specifically:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;
i) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;
i) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or Medium Density
Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone
boundary.

Administration supports these amendments as they will provide direction to the public, property
owners and staff on basic parameters a rezoning application to allow for a micro cannabis production
facility should be addressing.

Alternatives:
.1 THAT third reading of Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2858, 2020, be deferred.

.2 THAT third reading of Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2858, 2020, be denied.

Respectfully submitted:

e
C Garr|sh lanning Manager
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BYLAW NO. 2858

REGIONAL DISTRICT OF OKANAGAN-SIMILKAMEEN

BYLAW NO. 2858, 2020

A Bylaw to amend the Electoral Areas “A”, “C”, “D”, “E”, “F”, “H” and “I”
Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Official Community Plan 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 "Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen

Micro Cannabis Production Facilities Amendment Bylaw No. 2858, 2020.”

Electoral Area “A”

The “Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen, Electoral Area “A” Official Community Plan
Bylaw No. 2450, 2008” is amended by:

i) adding a new Section 5.3.10 (Policies) under Section 5.0 (Resource Area) to read as
follows:

.10  Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case
basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;
ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;

iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.

ii) adding a new Section 6.3.19 (Policies) under Section 6.0 (Agriculture) to read as follows
and renumbering all subsequent sections:

Electoral Area Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2858, 2020
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.19  Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case
basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;
ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;

iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.

iii) adding a new Section 7.3.10 (Policies) under Section 7.0 (Rural Holdings) to read as
follows:

.10 Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case
basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;
ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;

iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.

iv) adding a new Section 8.3.13 (Policies - General) under Section 8.0 (Residential) to read
as follows:

.13 Does not support the development of “micro cannabis production facilities” on
land designated Low Density Residential (LR) or Medium Density Residential
(MR).

Electoral Area “C”

3. The “Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen, Electoral Area “C” Official Community Plan
Bylaw No. 2452, 2008” is amended by:

i) adding a new Section 8.3.10 (Policies) under Section 8.0 (Resource Area) to read as
follows:

.10 Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case
basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;

ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;

Electoral Area Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2858, 2020
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iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.

ii) adding a new Section 9.3.27 (Policies) under Section 9.0 (Agriculture) to read as
follows:

.27 Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case
basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;
ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;

iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.

iii) adding a new Section 10.3.10 (Policies) under Section 10.0 (Rural Holdings) to read as
follows:

.10  Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case
basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;
ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;

iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.

iv) adding a new Section 11.3.13 (Policies - General) under Section 11.0 (Residential) to
read as follows:

.13 Does not support the development of “micro cannabis production facilities” on
land designated Low Density Residential (LR) or Medium Density Residential
(MR).

Electoral Area “D”

4. The “Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen, Electoral Area “D” Official Community Plan
Bylaw No. 2603, 2013” is amended by:
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i) adding a new Section 8.2.8 (Policies) under Section 8.0 (Resource Area) to read as
follows and renumbering all subsequent sections:

.8  Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case
basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;
ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;

iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.

ii) adding a new Section 9.2.26 (Policies) under Section 9.0 (Agriculture) to read as follows
and renumbering all subsequent sections:

.26 Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case

basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;
ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;

iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.

iii) adding a new Section 10.3.12 (Policies) under Section 10.0 (Rural Holdings) to read as
follows:

.12 Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case

basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;
ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;

iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.
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iv) adding a new Section 11.2.21 (Policies - General) under Section 11.0 (Residential) to
read as follows:

.21 Does not support the development of “micro cannabis production facilities” on
land designated Low Density Residential (LR) or Medium Density Residential
(MR).

Electoral Area “E”

5. The “Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen, Electoral Area “E” Official Community Plan
Bylaw No. 2458, 2008” is amended by:

i) adding a new Section 8.3.12 (Policies) under Section 8.0 (Resource Area) to read as
follows:

.12 Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case
basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;
ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;

iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.

ii) adding a new Section 9.3.19 (Policies) under Section 9.0 (Agriculture) to read as
follows:

.19  Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case
basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;
ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;

iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.

iii) adding a new Section 10.3.11 (Policies - General) under Section 10.0 (Rural Holdings)
to read as follows:

.11 Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case
basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:
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Page 5 of 10



i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;
ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;

iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.

iv) adding a new Section 8.3.13 (Policies - General) under Section 8.0 (Residential) to read
as follows:

.10 Does not support the development of “micro cannabis production facilities” on
land designated Low Density Residential (LR) or Medium Density Residential
(MR).

Electoral Area “F”

6. The “Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen, Electoral Area “F” Official Community Plan
Bylaw No. 2790, 2018” is amended by:

i) adding a new Section 8.3.16 (Policies) under Section 8.0 (Resource Area) to read as
follows:

.16  Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case
basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;
ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;

iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.

ii) adding a new Section 9.3.20 (Policies) under Section 9.0 (Agriculture) to read as
follows:

.20 Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case
basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;
ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;

iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and
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iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.

iii) adding a new Section 10.3.10 (Policies - General) under Section 10.0 (Rural Holdings)
to read as follows:

.10 Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case
basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;
ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;

iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.

iv) adding a new Section 11.3.13 (Policies — General Residential) under Section 11.0
(Residential) to read as follows:

.13 Does not support the development of “micro cannabis production facilities” on

land designated Low Density Residential (LR) or Medium Density Residential
(MR).

Electoral Area “H”

7. The “Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen, Electoral Area “H” Official Community Plan
Bylaw No. 2497, 2012” is amended by:

i) adding a new Section 9.3.13 (Policies) under Section 9.0 (Resource Area) to read as
follows and renumber all subsequent sections:

.13 Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case
basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;
ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;

iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.

ii) adding a new Section 10.3.19 (Policies) under Section 10.0 (Agriculture) to read as
follows:
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.19  Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case
basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;
ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;

iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.

iii) adding a new Section 11.3.11 (Policies) under Section 11.0 (Rural Holdings) to read as
follows:

.11 Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case
basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;
ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;

iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.

iv) adding a new Section 12.3.9 (General Residential Policies) under Section 12.0
(Residential) to read as follows:

.9 Does not support the development of “micro cannabis production facilities” on
land designated Low Density Residential (LR) or Medium Density Residential
(MR).

lll”

Electoral Area

8. The “Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen, Electoral Area “I” Official Community Plan
Bylaw No. 2683, 2016” is amended by:

i) adding a new Section 8.3.10 (Policies) under Section 8.0 (Resource Area) to read as
follows:

.10 Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case
basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;

ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;
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iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.

ii) adding anew Section 9.3.17 (Policies) under Section 9.0 (Agriculture) to read as follows
and renumbering all subsequent sections:

.17  Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case
basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;
ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;

iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.

iii) adding a new Section 10.3.12 (Policies - General) under Section 10.0 (Rural Holdings)
to read as follows:

.12 Will consider “micro cannabis production facility” proposals on a case-by-case

basis through a site specific zoning amendment process, and may use the
following criteria to assess an application:

i) the parcel under application has an area not less than 2.0 hectares;
ii) the maximum size of the plant surface cultivation area is 200.0 m?;

iii) confirmation is provided that adequate water and servicing is available to
the site; and

iv) if the parcel of land that is the subject of an application adjoins a Low or
Medium Density Residential zone, the micro cannabis production facility
will be setback 60.0 metres from that zone boundary.

iv) adding a new Section 11.3.13 (Policies - General) under Section 11.0 (Residential) to
read as follows:

.13 Does not support the development of “micro cannabis production facilities” on

land designated Low Density Residential (LR) or Medium Density Residential
(MR).
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READ A FIRST AND SECOND TIME this 19t day of March, 2020.
PUBLIC HEARING held on this 18" day of June, 2020.
READ A THIRD TIME this day of , 2020.

ADOPTED this __ day of __, 2020.

Board Chair Corporate Officer

Electoral Area Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2858, 2020
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February 18, 2020
File No: X2019.005-ZONE

Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen
101 Martin Street
Penticton, B.C. V2A 5J9

Via E-mail: planning@rdos.bec.ca
Re: Bylaw Referral — File No. X2019.005-ZONE (Cannabis)

Dear Christopher Garrish,

Thank you for providing the B.C. Ministry of Agriculture the opportunity to comment on the OCP
bylaw amendment No.2858. We have reviewed the documentation you have provided. From an
agricultural perspective we can offer the following comments:

e Ministry staff note that with this proposal:

o arequired site-specific rezoning for a micro cannabis production facility may place
an additional burden on a potential agricultural operator, unlike for other agricultural
sectors;

o if any proposed micro processing cannabis facilities in the ALR through site-specific
rezoning procedures as described are not approved by the Board, this may leadtoa
potential inconsistency with ALR Use Regulation section 8, which identifies certain
conditions of cannabis production as a farm use in which local governments can not
prohibit, and any accompanying issues.

e RDOS may wish to further consider allowing micro processing cannabis facilities on the
ALR, through their zoning bylaw, and consistent with the 4LC Act, to provide a lesser
burden for the interested ALR agricultural operator.

If you have any questions, please contact me directly at christina.forbes@gov.bc.ca or (250) 861-.
7201.

Sincerely,

Jat-

Christina Forbes, P.Ag Gregory Bartle

Regional Agrologist Land Use Planner

B.C. Ministry of Agriculture — Kelowna B.C. Ministry of Agriculture
Office: (250) 861-7201 Phone: (778) 974-3836

E-mail: christina.forbes@gov.bc.ca Email: Gregorv.Bartle@gov.bc.ca

Email copy: Sara Huber, ALC Regional Planner, Sara.Huber@gov.bc.ca

Ministry of Agriculture Sector Development Branch Mailing Address: Telephone: 250 851-7201 .
Ste. 200 1690 Powick Road Web Address: http-//gov.be.calagri/
KelownaBC VIX7G5




Feburary 28, 2020

Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen
101 Martin Street,
Penticton, BC, V2A-5J9

RE: File No. X2019.005-ZONE; Bylaw: 2858

Thank you for the opportunity to provide a health perspective regarding the above referenced application. It is our
understanding that the proposed OCP amendments identify site specific rezoning criteria for micro cannabis
production facilities. We have reviewed the application with a Healthy Communities Development lens. The
following comments are noted and should be given consideration regarding the amendments:

Drinking Water Supply:
The water supply system that services the facility may be subject to the approval and permitting requirements of
the BC Drinking Water Protection Act and Regulation.

Waste Water Disposal:

Domestic Sewage includes washroom, food preparation, dishwashing and showering waste. This falls under the BC
Sewerage System Regulation and is enforced by Interior Health. Waste water generated by these facilities may not
be considered “domestic sewage.” Industrial Waste is managed by the Ministry of Environment, under the
Environmental Waste Management Act, Municipal Sewage Regulation.

Location:
Industrial operations are expected to follow best practices for protecting the environment and public health. Best
practices, however, may not be adequate to contain all odors from the operation. As such, proximity and impact
on adjacent land uses need to be considered:
. ®  proximity to residences and schools;

e thesize and configuration of the property, including access to the property;

® proposed scale of the production facility and accessory usage;

® potential noise, glare and vibration issues;

e airquality — prevailing winds, ventilation, odors.

Agricultural Land:

Consider food security when cannabis production is a proposed use for agricultural land. Cannabis production does
not support food security. While soil based cannabis production does not contribute to food security, the land is
available for when food production will be needed in the future (should the cannabis production not render the
land incapable of food production). Construction of indoor cannabis growing facilities contributes to the loss of
agriculture land for future food production.

Farmland preservation helps to maintain a level of food production that contributes to food self-sufficiency, and
food self-sufficiency supports healthy eating.

Bus: 250-469-7070 x12287 POPULATION HEALTH
tanya.osborne@interiorhealth.ca 505 Doyle Avenue

www.interiorhealth.ca Kelowna BC V1Y 0C5
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Food self-sufficiency in BC is increasingly important as extreme weather will affect production in California, which
is currently where 40%—50% of BC's supply of fruits and vegetables comes from.

The legalization of cannabis presents both an opportunity and challenge for local governments in the development
of healthy, vibrant communities. Interior Health — Healthy Communities welcomes the opportunity to collaborate
with the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen around education and awareness efforts.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this application. If you have any questions or concerns, please feel
free to contact me at 250-469-7070 x12287.

Sincerely,

g

Tanya Osborne, BAHS
Community Health Facilitator
Healthy Communities
Interior Health Authority




Feedback Form

RDOS
~UOUS . _ ..
Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen

OKANAGAN- 101 Martin Street, Pentlc_ton, BC,_ V2A-5J9

SIMILKAMEEN  Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.bc.ca
TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: X2019.005-ZONE
FROM: Name: Adam sexsmith

Street Address:

RE: Proposed Electoral Area Official Community Plan Amendment Bylaw No. 2858

Micro Cannabis Production Facility Policies

My comments / concerns are:

]

O

I do support the proposed textual amendments to the OCP bylaws.

I do support the proposed textual amendments to the OCP bylaws, subject to the comments
listed below.

I do not support the proposed textual amendments to the OCP bylaws.

Written submissions received from this information meeting will be considered by the
Regional District Board prior to 1% reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2858.

I support the amendments for micro cultivation and processing for ALR land. Although I agree

that post-harvest activities like Drying, curing,

Storage. packaging and extraction be dnside a huilding or < i ture T would rncnprfoﬂ]y
—F 93-ng- Y +

Tike to strongly suggest that outdoor cultivation or temporary structures be used for

cuitivation 1ey NoOOPp NOUSES (T a secured dl'ed)TO D8 able TO UCriifzZe ©he nacurarsumnm alll D
able to keep costs of operations down. The LPs are makin eals a r_gr icro

cultivatorsust be able to produce for approximately 10cents per gram to be able to compete

To combat imminent commoditization of raw product materials, please strongly consider not

forcing these into bunkers or warehouse type operations.

ovdng—forward to haln anciire =
= Lad

successful model.

Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional District
no later than March 6, 2020

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 collectad, 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 5J8, 250-492-0237.




Lauri Feindeli

Subject: FW: Amendment Bylaw (No. 2858) Health Canada under the federal "micro cultivation”
license

Attachments: Understanding Cannabis Micro-cultivation copy.pdf; ATT00001.htm; RDOS BYLAW
2858,2019.pdf; ATTO0002.htm

From: Chris Couzelis <

Sent: January 29, 2020 8:31 AM

To: Info <info@rdos.bc.ca>

Subject: Amendment Bylaw (No. 2858) Health Canada under the federal "micro cultivation" license

Attention: Planning & Development committee

| am submitting the attached document for your review and information regard}‘ng my input to the
Draft Zoning Amendment of ByLaw No 2858. | was not aware of the prior meetings, and had |
known, would have been very interested to attend.

One observation in the Bylaw amendment, [at 2.ii)7.27]) proposes to limit the building facility to
not exceed 400.0 m2.

In this vein, | would state by limiting the building size, it runs counter-productive to multi-
purposing the building, with other than Cannabis crops. In our case and at our farm, we are in the
early stages of developing a seasonal garlic crop. This crop is planted in late fall and harvested in
mid-July, each year. Currently, we do not have sufficient processing buildings on the property for
the current harvest and if approved to seek a Micro Cultivation License, the option of constructing
a building used for processing our food crop, would be economical and efficient.

Health Canada (in our opinion) has well thought out the restricted canopy growing area for Micro
Cultivation @ 200.0 m2. With Health Canada not specifying building size, demonstrates forward
thinking, as it recognizes a new farm building constructed, could have multiple uses. By limiting
farm building size increases the risk of square peg and round hole, misfits. | am certain, there
will be other RDOS applications for Micro Cultivation and those with existing farm building is in
excess of 400m2, are disqualified misfits.

Overall, the Micro Cultivation license is a good thing for small farmers like ourselves and in jcir_ne
we will be contributing to a premium craft industry. And with growth, could reduce the illicit
production of cannabis.

My request is to not limit the building size, although if it is an imperative part of thc_e amgndment,
to take into consideration a size of at least 4 times the canopy growing area, as defined in the
Health Canada regulations. o :

| am confident the RDOS in its progressive thinking will recognize the positive impacts and benefits
of having many micro-cultivation operations legally operating, within the RODS.

1



Understanding Cannabis
Micro-cultivation for
Municipalities

Susan Chapelle, MBA Director Government Relations and Affairs
Patrick Mulholland, R.P. Bio. Government Relations Strategist




Introduction

With the passing of the Cannabis Act In
October 2018, Canada became the second
country in the world to legalize the
production and use of cannabis for the
recreational market. The introduction of
this legislation comes with the growing
pains of understanding, enabling and
regulating this new industry, and
building the institutional infrastructure.
nuch of this work will fall to the
municipalities who are responsible

for land-use zoning, bylaw and | -
enforcement.

Understanding the impacts and benefits of cannabis
micro-cultivation for municipalities opens new doors
for tax revenue, local economic development and land
use planning. The benefits of a vertically integrated
economy and the many ancillary businesses that are
being created can be a powerful economic driver for

small communities. &
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Existing Small Cannabis Growers
are an Integral Part of the
BC Economy

03

Cannabis cultivation in British Columbia is not new.
Cannabis has been important to communities in British
Columbia. In the Kootenays, it is estimated that up to
30% of the local economy has been driven by cannabis
cultivation (Paris, 2018). Small communities in B.C.
that have had downturns in the resource sector have
quietly relied on the craft cannabis industry.

Craft growers have been operating in our communities for many years
and have built an industry with a global reputation. Generally, people
are unaware of the micro-cultivation facilities that exist all around them.
These small growers are your friends and neighbours who care about their

communities and want to contribute by entering the new, legal framework.

It wasn’t the large corporations that built the cannabis industry in BC, it
was craft growers and advocates for access to medicinal cannabis. It is
time to recognize their achievements and allow these craft producers to
enter this burgeoning market. Failing to acknowledge these craft growers
with appropriate land use could lead to rural BC communities taking a

financial hit. B

Understanding Cannabis
Micro-cultivation for
Municipalities



Purposes of the Cannabis Act

The Cannabis Act was established by the Government

of Canada with several purposes in mind.

Protecting young persens by resfricting aceess to cannabis
Protecting young persons from inducements fo use cannabis
Provide for the licit production of eannabis fo reduce illicit activities
Deter illicit aetivities in relation to cannabis

Reduee the burder on the criminaljustice system

Provide aceess fo a qrality-controllad supply of cannabis

Enhance public awareness of the health risks associated with eannabis use

Safety & Awareness
Are Key




Quality-controlled
& Regulated







Classes of Licences Established in

the Cannabis Act

07

Cultivation Licences

Standard Cultivation Licence
@® There is no limit on the size of the

growing area

@ Facilities range in size from 2000m?

(20000 ft?) to 200000m? (2,000,000 ft?)

Micro-Cultivation Licence
@ Limited to 200 m? (2100 ft?) of growing area

Processing Licences

Nursery Licence
@ No limit on the size of the growing area for

vegetative growth

@ Limited to 50m? (V500 ft?) of growing area

for flowering growth

Standard Processing Licence
® No limit on the amount of cannabis that

can be processed

Micro Processing Licences
@ Limited to possession of 600kg of

cannabis in a year

Analytical Testing Licence

Research Licence

Understanding Cannabis
Micro-cultivation for
Municipalities



Micro-cultivation Licences
are Different

08

Micro-cultivation licences were created by Health
Canada at the request of the B.C. government as a
way of allowing the EXISTING craft cannabis growers a

route to join the legal framework of the Cannabis Act.

The goals of the Micro-cultivation licence are:

® Prevent monopolization of the cannabis industry by large corporations by
allowing individuals and small businesses who built the cannabis industry

into the regulated framework

® Provide for the licit production of cannabis to reduce illicit activities by

allowing existing small growers to join the legal framework

A Micro-cultivation licence is very different than a standard cultivation

licence. Growers utilize a very small footprint. The canopy area of a micro-

cultivation is only 200m? which is about the size illustrated below.

26m Standard size NHL rink

Understanding Cannabis
l 61m I Micro-cultivation for
, Municipalities




; In contrast a Standard Cultlvatron licence ~ 7

could have a growmg area up to 200, 000
wm2 or 20 Ha. An entire mrcro-cultwatton'_._; '
facility mcludmg fencing and parkmg vw]lf ;
-only be about 1000 m? or 0.1- Ha.

4——- Z(wm2 (2100 ft. z) grow:ng areaofa-. 7
rrncro{ul‘twatlon licence with "'400 ptants Ty

< '_ s 2 000m2 (21 000 ft.2 ) growmg area of
i asmalk standard cultrvatwn hcence
with 4, OOO plants : :

' 7,———-20000m”(210000ft2)
- growing area of a.medium sized standard
2 cult;vaj:ion licenée-with ~ 40,000 plants.

“A very[arge standard cultivation licence 4 "o
could:be ap 200,000m? ( 2100 OOO ﬂz) 3
with 400,000 p!ants £




Economic Benefits of
Micro-cultivation

10

Every community has dozens and, in some cases
hundreds of micro-cultivators operating within their
community. These growers want to move out of the
shadows and become part of the new legal framework
and be accepted as local small businesses that

contribute to the social fabric of their communities.

As these facilities upgrade to meet the standards required by the Cannabis

Act, they will have to engage with a large number of local contractors such as:

® Building contractors

@ FElectricians, HVAC Specialists, Plumbers
® Computer programmers

® Security companies

® Laboratory testing companies

Understanding Cannabis
Micro-cultivation for
Municipalities




Economic Benefits of
Micro-cultivation

Continued — 1

In B.C. it is estimated that there are as many as 6000 of these micro-
cultivators operating under the Federal program (Shore, 2019). If we look
at the cumulative effects of licensing, just 10% or 600 of these existing
micro-cultivators, we can see how small rural communities that are suffering

from a downturn in the resource sector can benefit:

///////////////////////////////////////////@ Each Micro-cultivator % 600 Micro-cultivators
Direct Full Time Jobs g 4 § 2400
Local Wages * % $200,000 % $120M
Gross Revenue to Growers 2 % $2.4M § $1.4B

1. Assuming a $25/hr. wage
2. Assumes 400kg/yr./micro of production and a retail price of $12/g which is the mid-price for premium flower as listed
on the BCLDB website for premium cannabis. Wholesale price to growers is assumed to be 50% of retajl

Municipalities will also benefit from:

@ |Increased municipal revenue to communities through permits and fees
® Reduced bylaw enforcement and policing costs

® Reduced fire and life safety risks

Understanding Cannabis
Micro-cultivation for
Municipalities



Cannabis Micro-cultivation
in the ALR

12

On Feb.22, 2019, the Agricultural Land Commission
clarified that all forms of cannabis production are a
‘farm-use’, and that application to the ALC was not
required for growing cannabis. The ALC does allow
local governments to limit cannabis production in

certain forms through local zoning bylaws.

The ALC specified that local government may not prohibit cannabis

production if it is produced:

® Outdoors in a field
@ Inside a structure that has a base entirely consisting of soll

® Inside a structure built before July 13, 2018 for the purpose of

growing crops

Due to concerns that large cannabis companies are accessing farmland
to build huge industrial scale greenhouses for cannabis production, some
municipalities have taken the path of prohibiting all forms of cannabis

production in the ALR except for that which the ALC allows. B

Understanding Cannabis
Micro-cultivation for
Municipalities




Cannabis Micro-cultivation
in the ALR

Continued — 13

This does not acknowledge the difference in scale of
operations between Micro-cultivation licences and

Standard cultivation licences

Limiting cannabis production to soil based within the ALR effectively prohibits

micro-cultivation for the following reasons:

@ Micro-cultivators are craft growers who tend to each plant by hand to

grow the high-quality flower that B.C. has become world famous for.

@ Most cannabis grown outdoors or in greenhouses with a soil base

is only suitable for extraction

@ Health Canada has strict limits for microbial and pesticide

contamination for flower, which are difficult to achieve with a soil base

® Outdoor cannabis may be subject to contamination from
neighbouring crops

® Health Canada requires licencees to use Good Production
Practices (GPP) which include stringent sanitation practices that are

extremely difficult to achieve with a soil base

Understanding Cannabis
Micro-cultivation for
Municipalities






Micro-cultivators are getting caught in
the crossfire of the ALR debate. In reality,
micro-cultivators are already in many
outbuildings on ALR land. Allowing micro-
cultivators to operate legally will have no
effect on the availability of farmland for
agricultural use. The additional income
that this year-round erop provides to

traditional food farmers enhances the

viability of these farmers and allows them

to continue to produce other crops that are
becoming economically marginal due to

cheaper production internationally.




Cannabis Production and

Infrastructure

16

Municipalities have expressed concern regarding

the burden that cannabis production places on local

infrastructure. Micro-cultivators, due to their smalli

size, do not place the same burden on municipal

infrastructure that large corporate standard cultivators

do. Micro-cultivators are focused on sustainable

cannabis cultivation.

Water

Cannabis plants need 15-20 litres of water per
day for each plant. For a micro-cultivator with 500
plants, this amounts to 7500-10000 litres per day.
This is a fraction of what standard cultivators are
using. Micro-cultivation facilities are developing
effective water conservation strategies such as
rain water collection, and reusing water from

fertigation systems and dehumidifiers.

Electricity

This is the number one input for micro-cuiltivation
facilities. A micro-cultivation facility will use
only 1% of the energy used by a medium sized
20,000 m? facility. New developments in LED
technology and the use of hybrid greenhouse
facilities that still utilize sunlight are all helping

to reduce this cost.

Understanding Cannabis
Micro-cultivation for
Municipalities



Cannabis Production and

Infrastructure

Continued —

17

Wastewater

Micro-cultivation facilities are striving to reduce
the discharge of waste water through the use of
recirculating hydroponic systems, which recycle

fertigation water.

Organic
Waste

Composting is the preferred method of disposal
for the organic waste that is produced by
cultivation operations. Almost all communities
in B.C. have access to a commercial composting
operation. It does not need to be disposed of

in landfills.

Micro-cultivators are
focused on sustainable

cannabis cultivation;

Understanding Cannabis
Micro-cultivation for
Municipalities




Cannabis Production and Odours

18

Some municipalities have been having problems with
odour complaints due to large standard cultivation
operations. Cannabis odours are created by the plant’s
essential oils (terpenes) that are produced during the
flowering phase. There are over 200 compounds that
have been identified as terpenes that can create smells

ranging from pine and citrus to earthy and skunky.

The problem ié many large cuitivators with 100’s of thousands of plants
ignored this problem. Micro-cultivators may only have a few hundred plants,
and the reality is that they are already controlling their odours, because

no one realizes they already exist in neighbourhoods, or industrial areas.

Public Health Ontario completed a literature search that found no studies
associating health effects with these odours. However, odours can still be
perceived as unpleasant even if they don’t have any health effects associated

with them, and this can be a source of irritation to nearby residents.

Understanding Cannabis
Micro-cultivation for
Municipalities




As per The Cannabis Act SOR 2018-144 s.85
The building or part of the building where

cannabis is pmduced, packaged, Iabeled and

Many industries have to control odours, so this is not
somethmg new. There are a variety of effective odour
mefation systems mcluﬁng' Carbon Filters, Biofilters, and
Non-thermal plasma technology. Municipalities can require .

via their bylaws that an effective odour rﬁanagement blan

be in place in order to prevent this from being a problem.




The Municipal Role in Implementing
the Cannabis Act

20

Municipalities have a shared responsibility in the
implementation of the institutional infrastructure that
supports the implementation of the Cannabis Act.
Municipalities, Provincial and Federal governments
all have the same desire; to reduce crime and the
costs associated with illegal cannabis activities. It
is only through enabling micro-cultivation licences
that we can reduce illegal activities associated with
cannabis production. Municipalities need to work with
the Federal government to help achieve the goals of:

Reducing and deterring llicit
activities in relation to cannabis.

Reducing the burden on the
criminal justice system.

Understanding Cannabis
Micro-cultivation for
Municipalities




The Municipal Role in Implementing
the Cannabis Act

Continued — 21

Prohibition has not worked in reducing the illegal activities associated with
cannabis. If the response is; “we don’t want production in any form in our
communities”, then the underground economy will continue unabated.

Municipalities can affect a positive change without the negative side

effects by:

@ Allowing indoor Micro-cultivation licences on ALR land up to
1000m? total facility size which aligns with ALC regulations
regarding fill. This will allow Micro-cultivators to operate, while still

protecting agricultural land and food production

@ Specifying micro-cultivation and processing as an allowed use in

current commercial (C) and industrial () zones

@ Allowing micro-cultivation in Rural Residential (RR) areas with lot

sizes greater than 2 Ha

@ Developing Comprehensive Development (CD) zones that would
allow for technology hubs to be created. This would allow for micro-
cultivation, processing, extraction, packaging and lab services to

support the entire vertical cannabis economy.

Understanding Cannabis
Micro-cultivation for
Municipalities



Conclusion

Canada’s cannabis industry exists
because of the hard work of local craft
‘cannabis cultivators. B.C. has a history of
supporting local agriculture and ‘craft’
culture, through its support of local
wineries and beer producers,

If you do not allow local micro-cultivators to enter
the legal framework, then you are encouraging the
consolidation of the cannabis industry in the hands of a
few large corporations, not unlike the alcohol industry
after prohibition ended. There will be few benefits to
small communities across B.C. in this scenario, and
the craft growers will be marginalized and pushed to
the sidelines or choose to remain in the illicit market.
By supporting your local growers through policy and
regulations, you are building a safe and sustainable

new industry. @
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June 25, 2019
File No: X2019.005-ZONE

Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen
101 Martin Street

Penticton, B.C. V2A 5]9

Via E-mail: planning@rdos.bc.ca

Re: Bylaw Referral — File No. X2019.005-ZONE
Dear Christopher Garrish,

Thank you for providing the B.C. Ministry of Agriculture the opportunity to comment on the
bylaw referral X2019.005-ZONE (Home Occupation Industry & Cannabis Zoning) regarding
Bylaw No. 2849 and 2858 for the South Okanagan Electoral Areas. I have reviewed the
documentation you have provided. From an agricultural perspective I can offer the following
comments:

e Ministry staff note that as per our previous recommendation that “cannabis production,
outdoor” has been added to the definition of agriculture.

e The Strengthening Farming team has identified the definition of agriculture to be
problematic with respect to processing as it prohibits processing of farm products in the
Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR). As per Section 11(2) of the ALR Use Regulation,
processing is a permitted farm use in the ALR if at least 50% of the farm product is
produced on the agricultural land on which the farm product is produced.

e Ministry staff support the proposed inclusion of cannabis production as a permitted use in
the Regional District’s Electoral Area General Industrial Zones.

e It appears the proposed changes with respect to cannabis are partially consistent with the
ALR Use Regulations. The proposed changes are consistent with Section 8(1) but by
banning the indoor cannabis production in the ALR (notably, the concrete bottomed
industrial style) the RDOS may have also inadvertently banned the production methods as
listed in Section 8(2) of the ALR Regulations with respect to grandfathering of existing
structures.

e The Ministry’s Guide for Bylaw Development in Farming Areas provides a maximum
setback for greenhouses as 4.5m from interior side and rear lot lines and 7.5m from front
and exterior side lot lines. The proposed bylaw has a 15.0m setback to lot lines. Given
that this bylaw appears to be driven towards cannabis production these setbacks may be
overly restrictive to greenhouses used in production of other crops that may not have the
same odour concerns.

Ministry of Agricﬁlture Sector Development Branch Mailing Address: Telephone: 250 861-7201
. Ste. 200 1690 Powick Road Web Address: http://gov.be.calagri/
Kelowna BC V1X7G5
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¢ Ministry staff also noted that there appears to be inconsistencies in the messaging
between the RDOS website and the bylaw referral document. The website states: “to
allow cannabis production as a form of “home industry” use but clarifying that it is not a
permitted form of “home occupation” use”. The bylaw referral document states: “amend
the general regulations of “home industry” and “home occupation” to make these
consistent across Electoral Area zoning bylaws and, amongst other things, to:

o Specifically exclude “cannabis production” as a type of these uses;”

If you have any questions please contact me directly at christina.forbes@gov.be.ca or 250-861-
7201.

Sincerely,

Christina Fotbes, P.Ag., Regional Agrologist
B.C. Ministry of Agriculture — Kelowna
Office: (250) 861-7201

E-mail: christina.forbesiwigov.be.ca

Email copy: Sara Huber, ALC Regional Planner, Sara.| luberiiigov.be.ca




% BRITISH | Ministry of Transportarion DEVELOPMENT APPROVALS

COLUMBIA | and Infrastructure PRELIMINARY BYLAW
CONMMUNICATION

Your File #: X2019.005-

ZONE

(Amendment
Bylaw No. 2849)
eDAS File #: 2019-01666

Date: April 2, 201

Regional District Okanagan Similkameen
101 Martin Street

Penticton, BC V2A 5J9

Attention: Lauri Feindell, Planning Secretary

Re: Proposed Text Amendment Bylaw 2849, 2019 for:
Electoral Areas, A,C,D,E.F,G,H, and |

Preliminary Approval is granted for the rezoning for one year pursuant to section
52(3)(a) of the Transportation Act.

If you have any questions please feel free to call Rob Bitte at (250) 490-2280.

Yours truly,

P v

Rob Bitte
District Development Technician

Local District Address

Penticton Area Office

102 Industrial Place
Penticton, BC V2A 7C8
Canada
Phone: (250) 712-3660 Fax: (250) 490-2231

H1183P-eDAS (2009/02)
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April 29, 2019
File No: X2019.005-Zone

Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen
101 Martin Street

Penticton, B.C. V2A 5J9

Via E-mail: plannine@rdos.be.ca

Re: Bylaw Referral — File No. X2019.005-ZONE

Dear Christopher Garrish,

Thank you for providing the B.C. Ministry of Agriculture the opportunity to comment on the bylaw

referral

X2019.005-ZONE (Home Occupation Industry & Cannabis Zoning) regarding Bylaw No.

2849, 2918 for Electoral Areas A,C,D,E,F,G,Hand . Ihave reviewed the documentation you
have provided. From an agricultural perspective I can offer the following comments:

If you have any questions please contact me directly at christina.forbes@gov.be.ca or 250-861-7201.

Part 2 of the ALR Use Regulation lists farm uses that local governments may not prohibit;
including cannabis production criteria in Section 8.

Ministry staff recognise that the proposed zoning bylaw text on ‘Prohibited Uses of Land,
Buildings and Structure’ specifically excludes cannabis production as described in the old
ALR USP Regulation.

For clarity and consistency Ministry staff encourage keeping cannabis production in the
definition of agriculture with reference that it must be done in accordance with Section 8 of
the new ALR Land Use Regulations.

It appears that the only zoning bylaw provisions that will permit cannabis production on the
ALR will be as a ‘home industry’. While Ministry staff acknowledge a local government’s
authority to regulate use on the ALR, there are concerns that this zoning bylaw doesn’t
clearly identify where on the ALR cannabis production as described in section 8 of the ALR
Use Regulation is permitted.

For example, as currently drafted, the proposed Electoral Area A zoning bylaw section
7.18.3 (for home industry) appears to not permit the growing of cannabis outdoors in a field.
This would appear to be inconsistent with the ALR Use Regulation.

Ministry staff also suggest confirming with Health Canada that if the intent is to provide a
path forward for micro cultivation licenses, the provisions as described for *home industry’
allow for this type of cannabis production at the federal level.

Ministry staff support the proposed inclusion of cannabis production as a permitted use in
the Regional District’s Electoral Area General Industrial Zones.

Ministry of Agriculture Sector Development Branch Mailing Address: Telephone: 250 861-7201

Ste. 200 1690 Powick Road Web Address: http://gov.bc.calagri/
Kelowna BC V1X 7G5



Sincerely,

Christina Forbes, P.Ag., Regional Agrologist Gregory Bartle, Land Use Planner

B.C. Ministry of Agriculture — Kelowna B.C. Ministry of Agriculture
Office: (250) 861-7201 Phone: (778) 974-3836
E-mail: christina.forbes@gov.be.ca Email: Gregory.Bartle@gov.bc.ca

Email copy: Sara Huber, ALC Regional Planner, Sara.Huber@gov.be.ca




From: Collins, Martin J ALC:EX <Martin.Collins@gov.bc.ca>
Sent: March 25, 2019 11:17 AM

To: Planning <planning@rdos.bc.ca>

Subject: FW: Bylaw Referral X2019.005-ZONE

Lauri

Thank you for the referral.

The ALC has no objection to the proposed bylaw as noted on the attached.
Regards

Martin Collins

Director of Policy and Planning

Agricultural Land Commission

#201, 4940 Canada Way, Burnaby, BC V5G 4K6

Phone: 604-660-2554
martin.collins@gov.bc.ca




RESPONSE SUMMARY

AMENDMENT BYLAW NO. 2849

O Approval Recommended for Reasons E]Zﬁterests Unaffected by Bylaw
Outlined Below

[0 Approval Recommended Subject to

O Approval Not Recommended Due
Conditions Below

to Reasons Outlined Below

Signature: W s % Signed By: @5@/}« (WA’LLLB—
Agency: ng@‘a; ff/}wﬁaﬁﬂx_ ihricA Title: 7V//WM57?W7@7/
Date: g/Zg;-,Zﬂ aZ//"/, }1/2//7 .

Bylaw Referral Sheet —X2019.005-ZONE Page 2 of 2
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Agricultural Land Commission
201 -4940 Canada Way
Burnaby, British Columbia V5G 4K6

Tel: 604 660-7000 | Fax: 604 660-7033
‘ www.alc.gov.bc.ca

July 4, 2019
Reply to the attention of Sara Huber
ALC Planning Review: 46671
Local Government File: X2019.005-ZONE
Christopher Garrish

Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen
cgarrish@rdos.bc.ca

Delivered Electronically

Re: RDOS Electoral Area Official Community Plan and Zoning Amendment Bylaw
Nos. 2840 and 2858 (Home-Industry Occupation and Cannabis Production)

Thank you for forwarding a draft copy of Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen (RDOS)
Electoral Area Official Community Plan (OCP) and Zoning Amendment Bylaw Nos. 2840 and
2858 (the “Bylaws”) for review and comment by the Agricultural Land Commission (ALC). The
following comments are provided to help ensure that the Bylaws 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.

The Bylaws seek to update the regulations related to “home industry” and “home occupation”
uses as well as those related to the production of cannabis, specifically:

Bylaw No. 2849

e Introduces policies into the Electoral Area OCP Bylaws that support the development of
large-scale cannabis production facilities on lands designated Industrial (), and not in
other land use designations;

* Introduces new definitions of “cannabis production, indoor” and permit this as a use in
the General Industrial (11) and Heavy Industrial (12) zones;

 Introduces a new regulation prohibiting “cannabis production, indoor” in all other zones
unless occurring outside in a field or in a structure in the ALR with a base consisting
entirely of soil (with certain exceptions for columns or posts supported by a concrete
footing);

e Clarifies that the setbacks for greenhouses and cannabis production facilities from a
parcel line are to be 15.0 metres;

e Introduces a new definition of “cannabis production, outdoor” and amend the definition of
“agriculture” to include this use as a form of “agriculture”;

e Amends the definitions of “home industry” and “home occupation” to make these
consistent across Electoral Area zoning bylaws;

Page 1 of 3



ALC File: 46671

» Amends the general regulations of “home industry” and “home occupation” to make
these consistent across Electoral Area zoning bylaws and, amongst other things, to:

e}

Specifically exclude “cannabis production” as a fype of “home industry” or “home
occupation”; ’

a home occupation shall not occupy more than 50% of the floor area of a
principal dwelling unit or accessory building to a maximum of 50.0 m%;

a home occupation shall not involve the outdoor storage of materials and
equipment associated with a contractor, trade or mobile service;

no home industry shall be permitted on a parcel less than 2.0 hectares in size;

the maximum floor area utilized for a home industry, including the indoor or
outdoor storage of materials, commodities or finished products associated with
the home industry shall not exceed 200.0 m? and

only persons residing in the principal dwelling unit may carry on the home
industry located on the parcel, and up to two (2) non-resident employees may be
on the parcel.

Bylaw No. 2858

» Proposes to introduce a new definition of “micro cannabis production facility”;

» Proposes to infroduce new general regulations for “micro cannabis production facility”
that will, amongst other things:

e}

o

Require a minimum parcel area of 2.0 ha; and,

Establish a maximum floor area of 400 m?.

» Proposes to introduce “micro cannabis production facility” as a permitted use in the
Resource Area (RA), Agriculture (AG1, AG2, and AG3), Large Holdings (LH1 and LH2),
and Small Holdings Two (SH2) Zones.

ALC Response

ALC staff considers the proposed Bylaws to be consistent with the ALCA and its regulations and
has no objection to the adoption of the above referenced Bylaws.

dekdekk

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.

Page 2 of 3




ALC File: 46671

If you have any questions about the above comments, please contact the undersigned at 604-
660-7019 or by e-mail (Sara.Huber@aov.bc.ca).

Yours truly,

PROVINCIAL AGRICULTURAL LAND COMMISSION

Sara Huber, Regional Planner
Enclosure: Bylaw Referral Sheet (Home Occupation Industry Cannabis)
CC: Ministry of Agriculture — Attention: Christina Forbes

46671m1
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RESPONSE SUMMARY

AMENDMENT BYLAW NOS. 2849 & 2858

[0 Approval Recommended for Reasons IZ/lnterests Unaffected by Bylaw
Outlined Below

O Approval Recommended Subject to O Approval Not Recommended Due
Conditions Below to Reasons Outlined Below

AR | .
Signature:r})ﬂ(\ V@/\/f‘ Ofmntinn, A~ Signed By: O\)OOQQ Rl} APrA

—

Agency: SD 53 Title: quZfT ney  (eehloR EC
'&: == V

Date: A Juac 2019

Bylaw Referral Sheet —X2019.005-ZONE Page 3 of 3




June 18, 2019
Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen

101 Martin Street
Penticton, BC, V2A 5J9

RE: File No. X2019.005-ZONE; Bylaw: 2849 & 2858

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments for consideration regarding the above referenced application.
It is our understanding that amendments are to be made to the Electoral Area Official Community Plan and Zoning
Bylaw, to allow for the production of cannabis within specific areas. We have reviewed the application with a
Healthy Communities Development and Healthy Food Systems lens. The following comments are noted and should
be given consideration regarding cannabis production facilities:

Healthy Communities Development

1. Location:

Industrial operations are expected to follow best practices for protecting the environment and public
health. Best practices, however, may not be adequate to contain all odors from the operation. As such,
proximity and impact on adjacent land uses need to be considered:

e  proximity to residences and schools

e The size and configuration of the property, including access to the property

®  Proposed scale of the production facility and accessory usage

e  Potential noise, glare and vibration issues

e  Air quality — prevailing winds, ventilation, odors

If development is NOT on a Community Drinking Water System and/or Community Waste Water Disposal (Sewer):
2. Drinking Water Supply:
The water supply system that services the facility may be subject to the approval and permitting
requirements of the BC Drinking Water Protection Act and Regulation.

3. Waste Water Disposal:
Waste water generated by these operations is not considered “domestic sewage.” Domestic Sewage
would include washroom, food preparation, dishwashing and showering waste. Interior Health enforces
the BC Sewerage System Regulation.
Industrial Waste is managed by the Ministry of Environment, under the Environmental Waste
Management Act, Municipal Sewage Regulation.

Healthy Food System

Interior Health has an interest in protecting agricultural land for food production and increasing the capacity of
local food systems to support 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

Bus: 250-469-7070 x12287 POPULATION HEALTH
tanya.osborne@interiorhealth.ca 505 Doyle Avenue
www.interiorhealth.ca Kelowna BC V1Y 0C5

e




Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Page 2 of 2
June 18,2019

contributes to food self-sufficiency, and food self-sufficiency supports healthy eating. Food self-sufficiency in BC is
increasingly important as extreme weather will affect production in California, which is currently where 40%-50%
of BC's supply of fruits and vegetables comes from.

The proposed amendment to bylaw No. 2849 appears to support food security and has the potential to preserve
agriculture land for future food production by:
®  prohibiting large-scale and indoor cannabis production facilities in all zones other than industrial
® notsupporting the use of lands designated Agriculture (AG) for indoor cannabis production
° prohibiting indoor cannabis production in the ALR, unless the structure has a base consisting
entirely of soil

The proposed amendment to Bylaw No. 2858 introducing “micro cannabis production facilities” as a permitted use
in AG1, AG2 and AG3 zones does not appear to support preservation of agriculture land as per the specification
that “a micro cannabis production facility shall be conducted within an enclosed building or structure”. Therefore,
it appears this amendment does not support capacity for future local food production nor food security.

Consider food security in cannabis production on Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR) lands. See the Agricultural Land
Commission website for further information on regulatory requirements.

The legalization of cannabis presents both an opportunity and challenge for local governments in the development
of healthy, vibrant communities. Interior Health — Healthy Communities welcomes the opportunity to collaborate
with the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen around education and awareness efforts.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this application. If you have any questions or concerns, please feel
free to contact me at 250-469-7070 x12287.

Sincerely,

e
== A G
Tanya Osborne, BAHS Kristi Estergaard, RD
Community Health Facilitator Public Health Dietitian
Healthy Communities Healthy Communities

Interior Health Authority Interior Health Authority




Lauri Feindell

From: Judy Morris <ofid@telus.net>

Sent: June 13,2019 1:57 PM

To: Planning

Subject: Bylaw Referral - X2019.005-ZONE - Bylaw 2849&2858

Good afternoon, the Board of Trustees have reviewed the Bylaw Referral and offer the following comments.

1/ The RDOS provide a map to the Okanagan Falls Irrigation District outlining the potential properties that could be
effected by this bylaw

2/ Anyone requiring a water service/or change in existing water service be directed to our office

Thank you.

B Okanagan Falls

~— Irrigation District

N

e

Judy Morris
Office Administrator
OKANAGAN FALLS IRRIGATION DISTRICT
PO Box 110— 1109 Willow Street
Okanagan Falls,BC
VOH 1RO
Phone: 250.497.8541
Fax: 250.497.5817
Email: ofid@telus.net

www.okanaganfallsirrigationdistrict.ca




RESPONSE SUMMARY

AMENDMENT BYLAW NOS. 2849 & 2858

Outlined Below

Conditions Below

O Approval Recommended for Reasons [Zl/nterests Unaffected by Bylaw

0 Approval Recommended Subject to 0 Approval Not Recommended Due
to Reasons Outlined Below

Signature: W j @ZL Signed By; @246(/,(, & WM/

Agency: 9‘( sz Pewanrion Osmier  Titte: /@wd P weistrator

Date: et !, 9@/7 -

Bylaw Referral Sheet — X2019.005-ZONE
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Feedback Form

RrRPDOS _ o o
Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
OKANAGAN- 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC, V2A-5]9

SIMILKAMEEN  Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.bc.ca

TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: X2019.005-ZONE

FROM: Name: ‘/V(/%‘,/@ j)ﬂﬂ/l/tfw( MM/\I/Q/

(please print)

Street Address:

RE: Draft Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2849
Update of Home Occupation/Industry Regulations and Cannabis Production Facilities

My comments / concerns are:
|:| | do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

@ | do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws, subject to the
comments listed below.

[:l I do not support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

Written submissions received from this information meeting will be considered by the
Regional District Board prior to 1% reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2849.

Jpind itegwr noiel dnd sauedl V@M/A%fw
o 59 4 Cj?wmiwd? N E P

Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional District
no later than September 6, 2019

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.



RECEIVED

Feedback Form-

e =

RDOS StF 9 2019
Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC, V2A-5J9

~2

101 Martin Street

OKAN . Pentict,

SIHILKﬁSé;N Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.bc.ca on BC v2A 5J9
TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: X2019.005-ZONE
FROM: Name: [eo AS’T_O-K( ~NO

(please print)

RE: Draft Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2849
Update of Home Occupation/Industry Regulations and Cannabis Production Facilities

My comments / concerns are:
D I do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

D I do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws, subject to the
comments listed below.

" ldonot support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.
P A1 i
Fiease Yus A'Hore o0 CuseYTHING .

Written submissions received from this information meeting will be considered by the
Regional District Board prior to 1t reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2849.

éc—m MY BESECRcH , [ SEE THERE 5w LEGHL wWAY THIT THE

% D0S, cov rmges O 2ol [Borso ZHAAVEES LOrFH oot T

A _Lbert ofiuion) [r THE fRoV/AE/FL o VELAA LT

THE LAY T S72885 Noe THELE s Ao —LF2L
DIRECT o) ReEGAEDING Sypipacp Sgresces fo=x ZLC
ALR Lowvps , WIHAT nses, HEAcTH _Syoartmcecs

LN it Corcpzn7Ble Lnri=sjonls, 1@ Friabne Sosrz g,
THE RPOS s To72ilyY ocwut oF TR [ L1

Awp RESFoNSIBLITNY 2onf  Tisy Moo 7o et [Z840
Councet BPefore fRocferime FurTHER . —mmux Yo

Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional Distri
no later than September 6, 2019

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 !,..‘:A
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 101 Martin Street
i i - “enticton BC V2A 5J¢
OKANAGAN- 101 Martin Street, Pentlc.ton, BC,. V2A-5]J9
SIMILKAMEEN Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.bc.ca
TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: X2019.005-ZONE
/ 27 < - W
FROM: Name: Caeies S S LYERL_

(pleése print) ,

RE: Draft Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2849
Update of Home Occupation/Industry Regulations and Cannabis Production Facilities

My comments / concerns are:
I:] I do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.
D I do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws, subject to the

omments listed below.
@/Itdo not support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

Written submissions received from this information meeting will be considered by the
Regional District Board prior to 1* reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2849.

Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional District
no later than September 6, 2019

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,@sﬁ!
or disclosure of this information please contact: Manager of Legislative Services, RDOS, 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC V2A 519, 250-492-0237. 4\1



8/25. 19 MyNaramata: Articles

."27thAugust 2019
Cannabis Regulation for Naramata-

Libby Parsons

As many residents have heard thereis concern ()

in the Arawana neighbourhood about a &2 comprenrs
proposed Cannabis Microprocessing Operation
very close to a number of residential properties.
The Draft By-law recommends 2 hectares of SHARE ON
land and a 400 square metre building (although ? FACEBOOK !
Health Canada only allows 200 square metres of i W TWEET

! READER TOOLS

iy

T EMAILTT

growth area). | & commENT

[
The recommended setbacks from residential - PRINT '
property, we were told at the recent meeting, | 45 SUBSCRIBE
would be only 15 metres however this does not | AUTHOR TOOLS
seem to be specifically written into the Draft ittt M

legislation. In addition, there is no protection x‘ EDIT - DEL ;
written into the By-law to protect surrounding
property owners from: odour, lights and noise.

Local residents have many concerns about this Draft By-law and feel
that this is an important topic for all residents of Naramata especially
those with residential properties adjoining ALR land. It is important
to be careful about creating By-laws and take time to get them right
from the outset. It is important to protect and represent the residents
of Naramata rather than the rights of only a few individuals who want
to grow cannabis.

These are some of the concerns of residents:

1. Setbacks. It appears that many other communities are adopting a
60 metre setback from residential property.

2. Odour, lights and noise. There are no provisions in the Draft
legislation to protect surrounding residents. Interestingly these
provisions are included the Draft By-law for Home
Occupation/Industry.

3- Security. A high value crop is a security risk and the RCMP in
Penticton do not patrol Naramata regularly. It would be much easier
to patrol industrial areas.

4. Highly volatile chemicals used in processing. Butane is one of these
products and with the high fire risk in this area, it is of great concern.
These would be better used in industrial areas.

5. Lack of public consultation in developing these By-laws. Other
communities have sent a feedback form to each household,
conducted workshops or public consultations in developing their
regulations. Some communities require public consultation when an
application is made to grow cannabis.

Please complete the attached Feedback Form (see below under pdf)
and return to the RDOS before Sep 6, 2019.

ATTACHMENTS

https//www.mynaramata.com/show8284a/Cannabis_Regulation_for_Naramata

111
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3gional District
] 4G 28 2019
Feedback Form =
.FfD Q’:‘J’ . o o » Martin Street
Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen Fenticton BC V2A 5J9

OKANAGAN- 101 Martin Street, Pentu?ton, BC,‘ V2A-5J9

SIMILKAMEEN  Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.bc.ca

TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: X2019.005-ZONE

FROM: Name: fﬁéc’/f Cog/ D7 /L

(please print)
A R S S |

RE: Draft Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2849
Update of Home Occupation/Industry Regulations and Cannabis Production Facilities

My comments / concerns are:
D | do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

D | do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws, subject to the
comments listed below.

@/ I do not support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

Written submissions received from this information meeting will be considered by the
Regional District Board prior to 1t reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2849.

THE= 5POs  SHOCHD L™ SIOKZ Cphrr—29/ OveiP
LYYIT ArT To F 7E55 2T Al ol Ao,
L7 Sememis BUFsaysss s pioa= T L T T RN 7= Tfgar
G S TR T T e

Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional District
no later than September 6, 2019

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. ; ; g
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Regional District

Eeedbagk FOrm SEP - 52019

101 Martin Street
Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen Penticton BC V2A 5J9
101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC, V2A-5J9

OKANAGAN-

SIMILKAMEEN  Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.bc.ca
TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: X2019.005-ZONE
. e Warl S. MART &) £ Qudrew HARCI N/
{please print) .
RE: Draft Zoning Amendment Rviaw No. 2249

My comments / concerns are:

f 1 R e e PRI 3 DRSSPI . S ST S T SO S

I do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws, subject to the
Commealy ikl hbelots- :

L = =< X = s 2 = R PGS IR S, SER S,

Written submissions received from this information: meetingwil{bé considered by the
- Regional District Board prior to 1% reading of Amendment Bvlaw No. 7849,
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no later than September 6, 2019

\
Protecting vour persorzl information Is an obfigation the Regional District of Clanazan-Simikamaan takes seriously. Our proctices have been designed 1o

proprietary information you provide to us is collected, used and disclosed in accordance with FIPPA. Shorild vou have any guestions =botrt the collection, use
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Feedback Form

Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
101 Martin Streex, Pentictan, BC, W24.-519

OKANAGAN-

SIMILKAHEEN Tl 250-492.0237 / Email: placning Srds
TO: Regional District of Ckanzgan Similkameon FILE NO.: Y2019.005-20NE
FROM: Name: 60% E TATTY \eaes

{please print}

RE: Draft Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2839

Update of Home Occupation/Industry Regulations and Cannabis Production EFacilities

My comenents / concerns are:

I do support the progosed textuzl amendments to the zoning byiaws.

L[]

I do support the procosed textuzl amendments to the zoming byiaws, subject to the
comments listed beigw

[I/ I'do rot suppert the proposed textuai amendmants to the 2oning bylaws.

i

Written submisslons received from this information meeting will be cansidered by the |
Regionaf District Board pricr to 1% reading of Amendment Bylave Mo 2899, 5

WS RPE vyy Kecionel Dttt Byl fof-
Ll mreve_ strin, 7&@ ru/as dul a5 @j@ﬂ e
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Feedback Forms must b2 completed ane returnac 1o sha Regionz] District
nc later than September 6, 2015
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Regional District

101 Martin Street
Penticton BC V2A 5J9
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Regional District

Feedback Form = =

107 Martin Siree
. %17 Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen Penticton BC V24 5Jg
101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC, V2A-5J9
OKANAGAN- i s
SIMILKAMEEN  Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.bc.ca

TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: X2019.005-ZONE

FROM: Name: L ! MDA grf/’fR?

(please print)

RE: Draft Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2849
Update of Home Occupation/Industry Regulations and Cannabis Production Facilities

My comments / concerns are:
|:| I do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

D | do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws, subject to the
comments listed below.

EL I do not support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

Written submi‘ssions received from this information meeting will be considered by the
Regional District Board prior to 1% reading of Amendment Bylaw No: 2849.

—_toeetd oo dmondnonds to ot psundbis peduckpnpider
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Oy and g (eity ight) will bt & prbles. By what wsans” Sall’ e

e completed and returned to the Regi District

Qbo 6 W\,%&/ ‘ib'\/ é/bl& W n Iay?' than September 6, 2019

Protecting your personal information is an obligdtion 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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Feedback Form

Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC, V2A-5)9

SNIACAN el 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.be.ca

TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILENO.: X2019.005-ZCNE

FROM: Name:
RE: Dfaft Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2849

Update of Home Occupation/industry Regulations and Cannabis Production Facilities

My comments / concerns are:
] I do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

[:I [ do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws, subject to the
comments fisted below.

K] I do not support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional District
no later than September 6, 2019

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 59, 250-492-0237.
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Comments for Feedback form for Bylaw 2858 and 2849:

The minimum size of 2.0 hectares is too small if the region properly takes into account necessary
setbacks, landscaping, buffers or other requirements to mitigate the impact of anticipated odour and
any other nuisances. The original draft indicated 4 hectares so we do not understand why this has been
reduced. We are seeing other regions with larger minimum land requirements in ALR ~ Regional District
Central Okanagan has a minimum of 8 hectares when it abuts residential properties, with 30 metre
setbacks; Regional District North Okanagan is considering no minimum land size but requires a 60 metre
setback from residential properties. Squamish-Lillooet has a minimum of 5 hectares and is not
considered in residential zones. Our bylaws do not address the impact to residential properties in any
way and this needs to be seriously reconsidered. We believe that there should be no industrial
manufacturing facilities allowed in SH2 zoned areas.

Setback of 15 metres are not big enough to mitigate the concems around nuisances likely coming from
the facility — noise, odour and traffic. Other districts are adopting a much higher setback — Kelowna 60
metres from residential properties, Abbotsford has 60 metres to non ALR land and Nanaimo has 60
metres from lot lines of non ALR land. Increased setback MUST be considered.

The odour that is anticipated from these facilities are a concern. While there may be work done on the
building to manage the odour, when you have extremely hot lights in the facility, that heat needs to be
released and with it will come the odour — this will be a significant nuisance and an impact not Just for
those residents living close by, but throughout the community, depending on the wind.

Issue concerning electricity/lights. The owner of the Arawana property has specified in an article in
MyNaramata that there will be no windows in his facility. This may not be the case for other facilities
looking for approval and unless these buildings are concrete with no windows, the impact of lighting
being on 24/7 will be significant to residents in the immediate area— nothing has been indicated to
ensure that this can be managed. If these building are concrete then the appearance of the community
changes to an industrial view rather than the current farm/vineyard/residential community, which has
so much appeal for both residents and tourists.

Traffic will be an issue i the property size is not big enough. There will be employees with parking
required —this has not been addressed. The facility on Arawana has indicated that they would have at
least 6 employees — so where will they park? Is there room on the property after the facility has been
built to accommodate that without any impact to the community?

At the Public Information meeting it was indicated that the region does not have the resources to
oversee the mandate for Cannabis facilities to ensure they are running according to the bylaws — if there
are no resources, why isn’t the region coming up with more stringent bylaws that work within the
Region’s economy/resources?

We trust that the RDOS will not approve any facilities while the community is going through the
amendment process.

RDOS Mission is to initiate and implement policies which preserve and enhance the quality of life and
serve the broader public interest in an effective, equitable, environmental and fiscally responsible
manner.

As presented, the current by-law proposals for Cannabis Micro-Processing do not serve the broader
public and need to be better thought out with more due-diligence.

P
T




Lauri Feindell

From:

Sent: September 5, 2019 4:07 PM
To: Planning

Cc: Renee Chamberland
Subject: File No: X2019.005-Zone
Hi,

Following the public information meeting here is our feedback regarding the proposed Zoning Amendments on
Cannabis Micro Production Facilities in Naramata.

I am in favour of amending the bylaws, however, I think they should include a minimum distance between any
cannabis production and residential homes. I would suggest that the minimum distance be 200 meters.

Thank you for giving us the opportunity to provide you some feedbacks.
Best regards,

Michel Martel
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Feedback Form

RDOS N -
Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC, V2A-5)9
OKANAGAN- ! E
SIMILKAMEEN  Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: plannine@rdos.be.ca
TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: X2019.005-ZONE
FROM: Name: ch’ HAN ,,\j
(please print)
Street Address:
RE: Draft Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2849

Update of Home Occupation/Industry Regulations and Cannabis Production Facilities

My comments / concerns are:
L__] I do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

I:] I do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws, subject to the
comments listed below.

@ I do not support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

Written submissions received from this information meeting will be considered by the
Regional District Board prior to 1% reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2849.
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Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional District
no later than September 6, 2019

Protecting your personal information is 2n 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 Columbiza) (“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 59, 250-492-0237.
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Feedback Form

(= =L
rDOS _ = Lo o
Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen

OKANAGAN- 101 Martin Street, Pentltfton, BC,. V2A-5J9

SIMILKAMEEN  Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.bc.ca
TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: X2019.005-ZONE
FROM: Name: Janice Drganc

(please print)

RE: Draft Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2849

Update of Home Occupation/Industry Regulations and Cannabis Production Facilities

My comments / concerns are:
D I do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

[] I do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws, subject to the
comments listed below.

[} I do not support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

Written submissions received from this information meeting will be considered by the
Regional District Board prior to 1% reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2849.

Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional District
no later than September 6, 2019

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. ’



Lauri Feindell

From: Stefanie Gale

Sent: September 6,

To: Planning

Cc: don mancell; Roger Houle; Lee Chanin; Lyle Armour
Subject: Cannabis

Planning Department;

Please note that in May of 2019, | wrote to the Chair of the RDOS outlining the Naramata Society
for Responsible Infrastructure concerns regarding Cannabis operations in Area "E".

I am forwarding our concerns to you so that they may be included in the feedback requested of
area residents to recently proposed bylaws.

In April of 2019, the Board of the NSRI met and discussed the cannabis issue.

The NSRI is of the opinion that like other Regional Districts, bylaws can and should be put in place to
mitigate possible negative impacts of cannabis production. It is important that everyone living in RDOS
Area "E" may feel assured that steps are being taken to ensure a healthy environment and community
relationships.

The NSRI requests the RDOS take action through the creation/amendment of bylaws to ensure that
cannabis production effluent is properly handled; that the air quality is preserved and odours frequently
associated with cannabis production are prevented (cannabis farms be required to have effective and
sufficient number of 'air scrubbers' or similar filtration systems to mitigate smells), and; that there are
controls on the potential light pollution which typically occurs with cannabis production.

We further highlight recent research which has raised significant concern with water and energy
consumption utilized by cannabis operations. We should all be trying to be responsible in reducing, not
increasing our impact on the environment.

Thank you for including the feedback of the NSRI.

Sincerely,

Stefanie Gale,

NSRI President




Lauri Feindell

From: stacev nanna [

Sent: September 5, 2019 11:21 AM
To: Planning
Subject: Feedback Draft Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2849/File no: X2019.005-ZONE

To Whom it may concern,

Please include this feedback with regards to the proposed zoning amendments regarding Cannabis Production Facilities
in Naramata/RDOS.

[ do not support proposed amendments to the zoning bylaws.

While we all agree that we live in an agricultural area and that there are certain activities that we can expect to happen
at certain times of year/day, it would be wise to take a closer look with regards to a new agricultural crop.

This is the opportunity to set strict bylaws. Exceptions can be applied for, but we should set the high standard now so
we aren’t dealing with uncooperative property owners down the road.

While these are properties in the ALR, they do often border residential properties. At the time that those properties
were sold off as residential, there was no way of knowing that 30+ years later owners would have to deal with a new
type of agriculture. Cannabis has only been made legal in the last year, it is unreasonable to brush aside property
owners very real concerns with regards to light, odour, etc...

I'm sure, the collective property taxes paid by all the surrounding residential properties far exceeds the taxes the RDOS
receive from one agricultural property. ’'m confused as to why these concerns have not been more closely respected.

The surrounding property owners are not looking to restrict the possibility of cannabis growing facilities but are looking
to set strict bylaws that all owners would have to abide by: building sizes, setbacks, light, sound, smell. This seems

reasonable.

In the end, | think it serves all residents of the RDOS to set strict bylaws for cannabis facilities. It does not take away the
possibility of using agriculture/ALR land for this crop but sets the high standard for possible growers.

Respectfully,

Stace

Sent from my iPad

‘i\a}{




== Feedback Form

RDOS S -
Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC, V2A-5J9
OKANAGAN- £ b b
SIMILKAMEEN Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.bc.ca
TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILENO.: = X2019.005-ZONE
FROM:  Name: Jicropit Rocers £ Jo Tuepittits
{please print)
RE: Draft Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2849

Update of Home Occupation/industry Regulations and Cannabis Production Facilities

My comments / concerns are:
! do suppert the proposed textuzl amendments to the zoning bylaws,

I do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws, subject to the
comments listed below.

&/ O

I do not support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

Written submissions received from.tiis information meeting wiit be considered by the
Regional District Board prior to 1% reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2849.
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Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional District
no later than September 6, 2019

Protecting your personal information is an obligation the Regional District of Okanagan-Simifiemeen 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 2o us is collected, used and disclosed in accordance with FIPPA. Should you have any questions about the coltection, use
or disclosure of this information please contact: Manager of Legislative Services, RDOS, 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC V2A 59, 250-492-0237.
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Feedback Form \/2

Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC, V2ZA-5J9

SINILKAGEEN  Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: plannine@rdos. be.ca

TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: X2019.005-ZONE

FROM: Name: TOH }\l N ~ S H AS

Street Address:
Chr-OW NR

RE: Draft Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2849
Update of Home Occupation/In

RREA €

ction Facilities

My comments / concerns are:

D I do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.
N do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws, subject to the

'\?ments listed below.
dg not support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

Written submissions received from this information meeting will be.considered by the
Regional District Board prior to 1% reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2848,
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Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional Distri i @ n I
:( i ‘/[@ P uSh ' ng later lﬁat er 6, 2019 q “
Prbtecting your personal infoEaﬁon is an obligation glonal District of Okanagan-Similkameen takes seriously. Our practices have been designed to Vt?
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, 250-452-0237.
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Feedback Form -

Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen 2
101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC, V2A-5J9

KANAGAN-
g,,.,ﬁ'(AMEEN Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.bc.ca

TO: Regional District »f Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: X2019.005-ZONE

FROM: Name: She Lo WM KIITSoN

Street Address:

i MaMTA RC (RIS - B
RE: Draft Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2849

Update of Home Occupation/Industry Regulations and Cannabis Production Facilities

42244
My comments / concerns are:

[:] I do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

D I do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws, subject to the
comments listed below.

| do not support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

Written submissions received from this information meeting will be considered by the
Regional District Board prior to 1% reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2849.
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proprietary information you provide to us is collected, used and disclosed in accordance with FIPPA. Should you ave 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.
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9/6/2019 MyNaramata: Print Version
Cannabis Microprocessing Feedback F orms
Libby Parsons

This is just a reminder that the Feedback Forms on Carmabis Microprocessing are due no later than Sep 6th,

['would like to draw your attention to this document which has been recently sent to me by a neighbour:

Federal docurent “Municipal Guide to Cannabis Legalization- A roadmap for local governments.” I particular, this part:

As local govemnments anficipate an increase in nuisance complaints with legalized cannabis, odour issues rank among thejr top
concerns—and these are notoriously difficult to regulate and remediate, Because odours are hard to quantify objectively in terms o
strength or character, setting regulatory standards js challenging. While some odour testing labs exist in Canada, their usefulness fo

might be included in requirements for rezoning applications or development approvals in circumstances where these are authorized
and warranted. Zoning setbacks, landscaping, buffer or similar requirements may be considered for certain types of facilities that ar,
anticipated to cause odour or other nuisances. This is in addition to the basic locational criteria that have traditionally restricted
problem activities to their own special zones, Municipalities may also want to set business

licence conditions that could reduce nuisance concerns around cannabis production and retail facilities,

Okanagan Planners to find out what policies and by-laws they are developing.

Regional District Central Okanagan: For ALR - Min 8 hectares when it abuts residential properties, 30 metre setbacks.

Regional District North Okanagan: For ALR - ne min hectares set but has 2 60 metre setback from residential. Things are in flux, iy
1st reading & he didn’t know if min hectares would be implemented.

Vemon: 50 metres from any property where residential is the principal use,
Nanaimo: 60 metres from lot lines of non-ALR land

Kelowna: 60 metre setback from residential property

Abbotsford: 60 metres to non-agriculture land

RDOS Mission: To initiate and implement policies which preserve and enhance the quality of life and serve the broader public
interest in an effective, equitable, environmental and fiscally responsible manner.

-

In addition another neighbour has gone to the effort of calling Regional District for Central Okanagan and Regional District for Notjlh

https://www.mynaramata.oom/cgi-bin/show /_Ppop_artidle_print.cgi?iD=8298




Feedback Form

~DOUS
Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
S e i o e
TO: Regional District of Okana?gan Similkameen FILE NO.: X2019.005-ZONE
FROM: Name: v\r’ ol ,/'.L {-{« e ¥ VZ« H’n (-a., «s

[ease print

] |
Street Address: N L SE e, T

RE: Draft Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2849
Update of Home Occupation/Industry Regulations and Cannabis Production Facilities

My comments / concerns are:

g/d_o support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.
I

do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws, subject to the
comments listed below.

D I do not support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

Written submissions received from this information meeting will be considered by the 1
Regional District Board prior to 1% reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2849.
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Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional District
no later than September 6, 2019

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
101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC, V2A-5J9
OKANAGAN:- ! !
SIMILKAMEEN Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.bc.ca
TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: X2019.005-ZONE
FROM: Name: Harvey Bing
(please print)
Naramata BC
Street Address:
RE: Draft Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2849

Update of Home Occupation/Industry Regulations and Cannabis Production Facilities

My comments / concerns are:
|:| I do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

{; | do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws, subject to the
comments listed below.

|:| I do not support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

Written submissions received from this information meeting will be considered by the
Regional District Board prior to 1% reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2849.
I am notopposed to the conceptof having Cannabisoperations—imrthe RBOGS;but—1I
have some concerns that the specific regulations are not strict enough in
controlling potential issues, especially around odour, lights and noise. I know that
we are an agricultural area, that agriculture is a crucial industry and part of our
overall "charm.” However, we are also an area that crucially depends on new
residermtiaztidevetlopmernts, ad especiatiy On the Tharm of our Vvineyards and wineries

I would suggest that the RDOS strengthen the following aspects of the regulations,
similar to what other BC Regional Districts have done:

1. Create stronger and larger setbacks from residential property.

2. Set regulations on odour, lights and noise for not just Home Occupation/Industry,
but alsc for the Microprocessing Industiy.

3. Ensure that the industry has sufficient security (especially if their crop is

prone to theft) in peedback Fapmsiaust be.completed epdrgturnedie theRggignal DiskickcMp presence in the

community. no later than September 6, 2019

Thanks Pé@cﬁng)’&%rsogg)%g@rﬁ@at Erb?éa'trbn 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 59, 250-492-0237.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tracy Kuhtz

Chri r Garrist

Proposed By-law Amendments
April 26, 2019 4:11:55 PM

Dear Mr. Garrish:

We understand from the RDOS website, that the deadline to make comment on
the proposed by-law amendments regarding Home Industry and Cannabis
Growth is April 26 (tomorrow).

We have read your proposals and these are our objections or changes we would
like to see proposed:

1. We do not believe Cannabis Growth should occur in a residential
neighbourhood and be categorized as a “home industry”. It should occur in an
Industrial area. (*Please see the SLRD by-law amendments restricting
Cannabis Growth to non-residential areas).

2. If Cannabis Growth should occur on Agricultural Land, there should be a
restriction of land size to 10 hectares rather than 2 hectares.

3. On page 13 Section 7. of your Amendments, it states that “No nuisance
from noise, vibration, smoke, dust, odours, heat, glare, disturbance shall
be produced by the home industry and, at all times, the privacy and
enjoyment of adjacent dwellings shall be preserved and the home
industry shall not adversely affect the character of the area.” Added to

this should be the glare of lights and the smell/odour produced by

nnabis Growth

4. On page 13, Section 7. This section is really a contradiction of terms
as a Cannabis Growth Operation in a mostly residential neighbourhood
will obviously disturb “the privacy and enjoyment of adjacent dwellings"
and will "adversely affect the character of the area”. Cannabis Growth
should occur either on larger land parcels or in an industrial area. It
should not occur close to residential properties.

These are the concerns we have listed in our previous email to you:

1. The smell from cannabis growth can be quite a nuisance to surrounding
neighbours. As RDOS does not have by-laws in place governing this,
neighbours will have little recourse, once this operation is in place, to have the
odours monitored and controlled.

2. Security issues - this is a high value crop with all the associated security
issues. This neighbourhood has families with children within metres of this
property and this poses a security risk to these families and all residents.

3. As we are in an area of high fire risk, this operation poses an additional
threat during fire season. If this operation processes and uses butane in the
processing, it is highly explosive.

4. Cannabis growth generally uses round the clock lighting - this will be an

’V’l\
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additional nuisance to residents - the RDOS has no by-law in place to control
this.

5. Cannabis growth uses more water and hydro than other agricultural crops -
this is another burden on the community.

6. A Cannabis operation in a residential neighbourhood stigmatizes the
properties and will negatively affect their values.

Sincerely
Tracy Kuhtz and Harvey King

Naramata




From

Sent: April 26, 2019 2:57 PM
To: Christopher Garrish <cgarrish@rdos.bc.ca>
Subject: Arowana Proposed By-law Amendments

Hello Christopher. | understand you are the individual residents of Naramata are to correspond with
regarding proposed by-law amendments being considered for Home Industry & Cannabis Growth.

My wife and | just recently heard the proposed shocking change to our beautiful residential area mixed
with vineyards and orchards.

1)

2)

3)

5)

Can you comment on the possibility our property values will be negatively effected? If so, | am
presuming our taxes will correspondingly reduce too. If not, why not? | cannot comment.

When the Federal Government first proposed changes to the Cannabis licensing and such, |
recall reading the home Gro-ops would be a thing of the past and operations would be located
in Industrial Park and similar locations away from residential areas. Has it changed? |don’t
believe this was the case as the Agricultural Land Commission (ALC) advised in 2013, following
the legalisation of medical cannabis production, that they considered this to be a “farm” use and
something that local governments could not prohibit from occurring within the Agricultural Land
Reserve (ALR).

Can a cannabis operation be set up on the size of land currently being proposed? Yes.

Can | ask what assurances will be put in place to not have the odors which come from a Gro-
op? There is or was a residential Gro-op just off Naramata Road and often when driving along,
you could smell this awful odour which we suspected originated from this Cannabis gro-op. This
is something that is regulated by Health Canada as part of their approval process.

Can I ask what assurances there will be for lighting pollution? | am not sure what would
constitute light pollution, but as you may be aware, agricultural producers in the ALR or on
parcels zoned to allow for “agriculture” enjoy protection under the Farm Practices Protection
(Right to Farm) Act for what are considered “normal farm practices”.

Will there be traffic all hours of the night? Unknown.

Will this be a sales outlet with increased traffic to our quiet community? Unknown, however,
such a use would require the approval of the provincial government through the LCRB. The AG1
Zoning that applies to most properties in the ALR in Electoral Area “E” does allow for retail sales
of farm products.

Is there the potential for increased theft or burglary in our community with there being another
reason to attract the criminal element to our community? Unknown.

What sort of building and size is being proposed? What kind of lighting will be on 24 hours a
day? Will it stick out like a sore thumb and not blend into our desirable residential
community? | am assuming that you are referring to the property at 2860 Arawana Road? If S0,
the applicant is applying for a “Micro-Cultivation” license through Health Canada, so will be
limited to a growing area not exceeding 200 m2. Please be advised that this property is not
considered residential, but is zoned for Agriculture and is in the ALR.

3%




I'rarely if ever have put my concerns and/or question as they pen to paper. So for me to write shows
the high concern I have. My wife shares the same concerns, though respect | cannot speak for her.

Was there an open community meeting to hear what is being proposed and get feedback? If so, I am
now beating myself up for missing out on hearing more facts and what my neighbours think how our
community could be negatively changed for ever. There will no going back if this Cannabis operation is
approved and goes forward. Actually | am shocked the Provincial and Regional governments would
allow.

Looking forward to your response to my questions. | will agree, | have hastily put this email together
after hearing today is the deadline to get comments in. I am not a religious person, but praying this
proposal does not go forward.

Cheers, Colin Ballance

Naramata, BC

<X



From: (R 7|

To: Christopher Garrish

Cc: Anarcanna M)

Subject: Home Industry/Occupation & Cannabis Production
Date: April 26, 2019 12:14:20 PM

Hello Christopher,

My name is Jonathan Fernandes and | am with Green Amber Canada. We are a company that
performs consulting for micro cannabis cultivation applications and also are close to receiving
our own standard cannabis cultivation licence here in the Okanagan.

I'was following up with you for one of our clients Terry Meyers, who is about to submit a
micro application for a site in Osoyoos.

Terry highlighted me to the amendments proposed to your home industry by-law which would
limit the use to only 200 square meters.

I wanted to provide you with some information to highlight why it is limiting for a micro
cannabis cultivator to operate in this size space.

In addtion to the space(area) allowed for micro cultivation found in Part 2 of the Cannabis
regulations made under the Cannabis Act, Part 5 Good Production Practices (GPP) highlights
many other applicable requirements to obtain a licence. Sections 80-88 highlight these other
requirements that must be followed to receive a licence from Health Canada. They focus on
storage, equipment, distribution, contamination, sanitation, processing, pest control and
quality assurance. These other requirements need additional or ancillary space to conduct the
necessary work.

The 200 square metres that is described in Part 2 of the regulation only applies to canopy
space for cultivation. Our team has submitted many applications and know from experience
that if you limit the building size to what you are proposing, applicants will not be able to
maximize the capacity of their allowable 200 square metres for cultivation. To maxmize this
space and to meet these requirements you would need at least an additional 1500-2000
square feet.

It would be beneficial if we could speak with those in the RDOS who are working on this by-
law to show them that additional space is needed for these requirements. Some of these
requirements could almost take up the original 200 square metres alone.

Please let me know if you or relevant staff have time to discuss.

Thank you for your time,




From: Martin Au-Yeung

To: Christopher Garrish; alc.okanagan@gov.bc.ca; riccardo.peggi@gov.be.ca; martin.collins@gov.be.ca
Subject: Cannabis Operations at Arawana Road

Date: April 26, 2019 1:51:10 PM

[ am going to provide my feedback on the proposed by-law amendments regarding Home
Industry and Cannabis Grown in the RDOS (the District) based on my first-hand experience as
an insurance professional. Like most residents in the community, I do not support the
proposal. The risk is too big for the community to manage - just to name a few:

e Depending on the facility layout, cannabis growing operations are very hard to protect
from the fire protection standpoint due to complex storage arrangement and intensive
use of plastics in construction. Sometimes there is no practical way to protect such
operations, but if solutions do exist, they would be complex and require strong water
supply that is not available in a residential area. Large cannabis growing operations are
mainly in industrial areas where infrastructures are available to handle associated fire
protection.

e Extraction of active ingredients requires use of flammable solvents and present a
significant fire hazard to a residential neighborhood.

e [f'the operation caught on fire in a hot, dry summer day, ambers could ignite forested
areas nearby and pose a major forest fire exposure to the community.

= Fires at cannabis operations could happen as we learned from the incident in Squamish
in a few months ago.

Cannabis business is not insurable by most commercial insurance carriers because of the
above reasons. It makes no sense to me to have the entire community accept a risk that is not
even acceptable to most insurance professionals.

Please consider our position.

Regards,

Martin Au-Yeung

v
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Lauri Feindell

Subject: FW: Cannabis Operation Update

To Whom It May Concern and also Karla Kozakevich,
Please see attached emails,

Bud and Brenda Van Iderstine

>To Whom It May Concern,
>

> We are Bud and Brenda Van Iderstine

> living on the Naramata Bench at Naramata BC
>VOHINI.

>

> We are very concerned about the

> potential of a Cannabis Gro-Op being approved for operation in our
> residential neighbourhood along Arawana Road. In Mr Bob Parsons

> attached email numerous very good reasons are well presented for why
> any Cannabis operation SHOULD NOT be approved for our residential
> area, or indeed for any residential area.

>

> Please DO NOT APPROVE this type of

> enterprise that can only lead to severe community problems!

>

> Respectfully submitted,

> Bud and Brendavan Iderstine

>




From: Libby and Bob Parsons

To: Christopher Garrish
Subject: Re: Proposed By-law Amendments
Date: April 25, 2019 10:18:41 AM

Hello Mr. Garrish:

We understand from the RDOS website, that the deadline to make comment on the proposed by-law
amendments regarding Home Industry and Cannabis Growth is April 26 (tomorrow).

We have read your proposals and these are our objections or changes we would like to see proposed:

1. We do not believe Cannabis Growth should occur in a residential neighbourhood and be categorized as a
“home industry”. It should occur in an Industrial area. (*Please see the SLRD by-law amendments
restricting Cannabis Growth to non-residential areas).

2. If Cannabis Growth should occur on Agricultural Land, there should be a restriction of land size to 10
hectares rather than 2 hectares.

3. On page 13 Section 7. of your Amendments, it states that "No nuisance from noise, vibration, smoke,
dust, odours, heat, glare, disturbance shall be produced by the home industry and, at all times,
the privacy and enjoyment of adjacent dwellings shall be preserved and the home industry shall
not adversely affect the character of the area.” Added to this should be the glare of lights and the

mell/ r pr nnabi rowth.

4. On page 13, Section 7. This section is really a contradiction of terms as a Cannabis Growth
Operation in a mostly residential neighbourhood will obviously disturb “the privacy and enjoyment
of adjacent dwellings" and will "adversely affect the character of the area”. Cannabis Growth
should occur either on larger land parcels or in an industrial area. It should not occur close to
residential properties.

These are the concerns we have listed in our previous email to you:

1. The smell from cannabis growth can be quite a nuisance to surrounding neighbours. As RDOS does not
have by-laws in place governing this, neighbours will have little recourse, once this operation is in place, to
have the odours monitored and controlled.

2. Security issues - this is a high value crop with all the associated security issues. This neighbourhood has
families with children within metres of this property and this poses a security risk to these families and all
residents.

3. As we are in an area of high fire risk, this operation poses an additional threat during fire season. If this
operation processes and uses butane in the processing, it is highly explosive.

4. Cannabis growth generally uses round the clock lighting - this will be an additional nuisance to residents
- the RDOS has no by-law in place to control this.

5. Cannabis growth uses more water and hydro than other agricultural crops - this is another burden on the
community.

6. A Cannabis operation in a residential neighbourhood stigmatizes the properties and will negatively affect
their values.

Sincerely
Libby and Bob Parsons



From: Deb Green

To: cannabis@canada.ca; ALC.Okanagan@gov.bc.ca; Riccardo.Peggi@gov.be.ca; Martin.Collins@gaov.be.ca;
Christopher Garrish; Dan.Ashton.MLA@leg.bc.ca

Subject: Cannabis Building Proposal in Naramata

Date: April 26, 2019 5:43:11 PM

Hello —

Today is Friday April 26. We have just been sent the information below. Is this a joke?
Today is the deadline to report concerns on a cannabis greenhouse proposal that could directly
affect our right to peaceful comfort in our homes, yet we have not been informed or
“consulted" in any way until now? Despite the proposed development being “in the ALR”, it
is ONE STREET AWAY where we will be directly affected by light, noise and air quality.
This is also an extremely high fire risk area — the use of metal fans, butanes, propanes and
other potentially incendiary materials should have made this proposal an absolute non-starter
to begin with. We are not opposed to cannabis production generally, but this is a heavily
residential neighborhood and has been so for the past 30 years. IT IS NOT AN INDUSTRIAL
LOCATION FOR A FACTORY. There has been ZERO consultation on this matter with the
taxpayers who live in the area.

As a taxpayer, this is unacceptable and I expect to be consulted in a proper, designated forum
before any further decisions are made.

Deb Green, CSA. CDC

CEO, Earthwave Entertainment Inc.

From: Libby and Bob Parsons

Subject: IMPORTANT: Please send your letters to RDOS
and ALC

Date: April 25, 2019 at 9:15:53 AM PDT

Hello All:

Please read the attached articles. The RDOS by-law amendments

have just come to light today and it is interesting that in spite of

all our letters of concern, no one at RDOS brought this to our

attention! Please send in your objections today to meet the

deadline of April 26th. Ask that the minimum lot size be 5

hectares (SLRD, another municipality has been able to state that

limit in their by-laws). These by-laws amendments look as though

they were written specifically for the applicant in our

neighbourhood to allow him to grow Cannabis as the outlined .

restrictions in the by-laws are exactly what he is proposing. The ﬁ -—-(—
Y




second article is about the Cannabis stink at Edmonton airport -

it is @ much larger operation but they cannot seem to control the
smell in spite of numerous filters and HVACs. Do we want this in
our neighbourhood?

Please also write to the ALC who seem to also have a deadline of
April 26th for complaints. Reference File no.ALC Application
58440 (Josey)

These are the concerns we have listed in our letters:

1. The smell from cannabis growth can be quite a nuisance to
surrounding neighbours. As RDOS does not have by-laws in
place governing this, neighbours will have ljttle recourse, once
this operation is in place, to have the odours monitored and
controlled.

2. Security issues - this is a high value crop with all the
associated security issues. This neighbourhood has families with
children within metres of this property and this poses a security
risk to these families and all residents.

3. As we are in an area of high fire risk, this operation poses an
additional threat during fire season. If this operation processes
and uses butane in the processing, it is highly explosive.

4. Cannabis growth generally uses round the clock lighting - this
will be an additional nuisance to residents - the RDOS has no by-
law in place to control this.

5. Cannabis growth uses more water and hydro than other
agricultural crops - this is another burden on the community.

6. A Cannabis operation in a residential neighbourhood
stigmatizes the properties and will negatively affect their values.

In conclusion, Cannabis Growth should take place in an industrial
area and NOT in a residential neighbourhood.

Please be proactive and send emails to be part of the process to
prevent this operation in our residential neighbourhood.

Health Canada: cannabis@canada.ca

Agricultural Land Commission:
ALC.Okanagan V.

Riccardo.Peggi@gov.bc.ca

Martin.Collins@gov.bc.ca

1. htips://www.rdos.bc.ca/departments/development-
services/planning/strategic-projects/home-
industryoccupation-cannabis-production-update/

Home Industry/Occupation & Cannabis Production Update
Background

The Regional District is proposing a serious of amendments to the Electoral
Area Zoning Bylaws in order to update the regulations related to “home

industry” and “home occupation” uses.
P

1t is further proposed to prohibit cannabis production in all zones, other than




Industrial, with exceptions being provided for parcels in the Agricultural Land
Reserve (ALR) where cannabis production complies with the requirements of
the Agricultural Land Commission (ALC) Act & Regulations and to allow
cannabis production as a form of “home industry” use but clarifying that it is
not a permitted form of “home occupation” use.

With regard to the update of “home industry” and “home occupation”
regulations, it is being proposed to, amongst other things, introduce
standardized wording related to:

® A home occupation shall not occupy more than 50% of the floor area of

a principal dwelling unit or accessory building to a maximum of 50.0

2
m

® A home occupation shall not involve the outdoor storage of materials
and equipment associated with a contractor, trade or mobile service;

® No home industry shall be permitted on a parcel less than 2.0 hectares in

size;
® The maximum floor area utilized for a home industry, including the

indoor or outdoor storage of materials, commodities or finished products

associated with the home industry shall not exceed 200.0 m2; and

® Only persons residing in the principal dwelling unit may carry on the
home industry located on the parcel, and up to two (2) non-resident
employees may be on the parcel.

Contact Us!
For additional information, or to submit comments, please contact:
Christopher Garrish
Planning Manager

garrish@ S
250-490-4101
2. Pot plant stink at airport

-stink-at-ai




mom: R DR

To: Christopher Garrish
Subject: Naramata Grow Op
Date: April 27, 2019 6:36:52 PM

Hello Chris,

As a resident of Naramata, I would like to add my concerns to the Marijuana grow facility that has been proposed on
Arawana Road.

['am hopeful that the applicants desire to put in a concrete floor is enough to stop this proposal. The regulations
seem to allow for the use on a soil base and that a cement pad requires a variance. Will there be an opportunity for
the public to speak to this matter when it come up for approval?

['want to add my voice to the overwhelming support of Naramata residents to stop this
development.

Thank You
Ken

YA



From: wn i

To: Christopher Garrish

Cc: Karla Kozakevich

Subject: Cannabis Production in residential neighbourhood
Date: April 29, 2019 9:51:32 AM

Hi Christopher,

I understand we may have missed an April 26th deadline to voice concerns on this topic,
however, unfortunately, we weren't aware of this until this past weekend so I hope that our
comments will still be considered.

As business owners and residents of Naramata, we would like to voice our opposition to
having this type of production or manufacturing that is proposed currently up Arawana Road
in a residential neighbourhood. Whether it's on ALR property or not, it does not seem fair to
devalue people's property with a business like this operating right next door given all the
concerns surrounding it - particularly the smell. I don't think anyone would want a Money's
mushroom plant coming in and setting up shop right in the middle of a residential
neighbourhood either for the same reason.

We have experienced this type of business (illegally) for years in our neighbourhood and the
smell at certain times is very strong and difficult to explain to our kids. We just always say
that someone must have run over a skunk when we're on the way to school for lack of a better
explanation for a child under 10:)

We understand that there are also concerns about 24 lighting, fire safety, security and so on,
which are concerns we have had with at least two illegal operations right around our home for
years. This does not seem like the type of business that should be allowed to operate legally
on a residential property with immediate neighbours in a residential neighbourhood.

As for proposed changes to what is allowed regarding operating a business on a residential
property, as business owners of a commercial property, we have just recently voiced our
opinion on that subject. Our concerns were voiced to both you and Karla as it related to
another residential property wanting to operate a business so I'm sure our feelings on that are
clear.

Thanks for reading our letter.

Dawn & Doug Lennie




Lauri Feindell

From: Christopher Garrish

Sent: May 23, 2019 9:04 AM

To: Tracy Kuhtz

Cc: Karla Kozakevich; [
Subject: RE: Cannabis bylaw

Hi Tracey,

Thanks for the feedback. To clarify, we are proposing that the reference in the zoning bylaw to setbacks for "soil-less
medium production facilities" be changed to "greenhouses" and "production facilities". While the setback itself is not
changing, we think this will make it clearer that the 15.0 metre setback for these types of uses apply and not the 7.5/4.5
metre setbacks for accessory structures.

Is this the doubling of setbacks that you were referencing below, or were you looking for them to be increased to 30.0
metres?

Chris.
> | Christopher Garrish MA, MSS, MCIP, RPP - Planning Manager
reiertaectesioe i 5 5 ..
Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen
BIDOS 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC V2A 5J9

S p. 250.490.4101 | tf. 1.877.610.3737 | f. 250.492.0063
RN www.rdos.bc.ca | cgarrish@rdos.be.ca | FACEBOOK | YOUTUBE | Sign up for REGIONAL CONNECTIONS

This Communication is intended for the use of the recipient to which it is addressed, and may contain confidential, personal and/ or privileged information. Please
contact the sender immediately if you are not the intended recipient of this communication and do not copy, distribute or take action relying on it. Any communication
received in error, or subsequent reply, should be deleted or destroyed.

-----Original Message-----

From: Tracy Kuhtz_

Sent: May 22, 2019 4:36 PM

To: Christopher Garrish <cgarrish@rdos.bc.ca>; Karla Kozakevich <kkozakevich@rdos.bc.ca>

Subject: Cannabis bylaw
Good afternoon. | have read the report on proposed revisions to bylaws micro production being considered tomorrow.

Iam disappointed that the recommendation re nuisances (smell from these production facilities) are not being
considered in these bylaws as they may be difficult to monitor or enforce. Many good public policies or laws that
protect people have been enacted even though they are not simple to enforce. Public space smoking comes to mind. |
would expect more concern for this issue for the residents that within winds ( up to 5 km reported in other
jurisdictions). If | was visiting a winery and this blew past me. | would likely question whether or not to return to the
area.

Your proposed solution of increasing the size of the land from 2 to 4 hectares without changing the set back from
property boundaries does little to effect a greater barrier in the transmission of the smell. | would expect a doubling of

the setbacks if you truly want to make a change that may improve the smell nuisance.

I'look forward to a public hearing where more information can be provided to all residents re the issues.

| ~



13 August 2019

Christopher Garrish
cc Karla Kozakevich

Dear Mr. Garrish,

We wish to express concerns about the proposed changes in the bylaws affecting Electoral Area “E”,
specifically to create a new “micro cannabis production facility” use. This change in the bylaws is
especially salient at this time, because one of our neighbors in Naramata is planning such a facility on his
property, which directly adjoins many residential properties in the Naramata hillside area.

We understand that public information sessions are being held this month, but we will be out of town and
unable to attend. Therefore, we wish to make our concerns known via this letter in advance of the
meeting. I sincerely hope that minutes of the meeting will be publicly available and that further
commentary will be welcomed.

We, along with many of our neighbors, have serious concerns about light, noise, and particularly odor that
could affect the quality of life and property values in our area. Thus, we have attempted to glean as much
information as possible about the newly proposed bylaw. We searched the RDOS website under “update
of home industry and home occupation regulations and cannabis production” but found mostly the same
information that is contained in the advert page. The lack of detail about the regulation of these facilities
Is concerning, especially given the fact that, in other parts of the country, mitigation efforts have, in many
cases, proven to be inadequate or even noxious in themselves. Especially worrisome is the lack of any
specifics about setbacks from lot lines. With regard to the proposed facility in Naramata, site preparation
Is occurring very close to the lot line, which backs directly up to neighbors’ houses. We feel that there is
simply not enough detail provided to provide assurance that the surrounding neighborhoods can be
protected.

For example, the text of the proposed bylaw states that the micro-Cannabis facilities may be placed on
parcels 2.0 ha and above, and that the maximum size of such facilities is 400 square meters in size. What
is the reasoning behind these particular numbers? Why, for example, is the maximum size of these
facilities double the allowable size of other home industry? What is the rationale behind the minimum lot
size of 2.0 ha? Why not 3.0 ha or 4.0 ha? These are all questions that need to be answered prior to
placing this new bylaw in effect.

Given these crucial questions and the need for additional detail, it is our view that these sorts of facilities
should be prohibited in residential areas until concerns such as these and others can be addressed.

Sincerely,

Victoria Roiers and Jo InorahI am
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101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC, V2A-5J9
OKANAGAN- . .
SIMILKAMEEN  Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.bc.ca

TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: X2019.005-ZONE

FROM: Name: Mr. Michael Coton
ol (please print)

Street Address:

RE: Draft Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 2849
Update of Home Occupation/Industry Regulations and Cannabis Production Facilities

My comments / concerns are:
E] I do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

@/ I do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws, subject to the
comments listed below.

I:] I do not support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

Written submissions received from this information meeting will be considered by the
Regional District Board prior to 1 reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2849.

Plooge w%m,wu ALR TheX Thon Mgb&aﬁ,@:v\,g ‘P*(M?\z‘:m/v\.ﬁ
comobia ow ALR Jdand i ANY /(;QMW 44 MOLCQ,&,'OTGJDLZ
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Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional District
no later than September 6, 2019

Protecting your personal information is an obligation the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen takes seriously. Qur 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
proprietary information you provide to us is collected, used and disclosed in accordance with FIPPA. Should you have any questions about the colleaionlysgr}—
or disclosure of this information please contact: Manager of Legislative Services, RDOS, 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC V2A 518, 250-492-0237. 4
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RE: Proposed Electoral Area Zoning Bylaw Amendments

Update of Home Occupation/industry Regulations and Cannabis Production Facilities

My comments / concerns are:
D | do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

D | do support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws, s_ubject to the
comments listed below.

BXI  1donot support the proposed textual amendments to the zoning bylaws.

- Wﬁtten submissions receiir,ed from this information meetingﬂiuiﬂ be- coﬁsidered by’ the
'Regional Bistrict Board prior.to 1% reading of Amendment Bylaw No.2848. . -
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Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional District
no later than April 26, 2019

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 end 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 5I8, 250-492-0237.




From: "~

Sent: April 26, 2019 12:14 PM

To: Christopher Garrish <cgarrish@rdos.bc.ca>

Cc: Anarcanna MJ -

Subject: Home Industry/Occupation & Cannabis Production

Hello Christopher,

My name is Jonathan Fernandes and | am with Green Amber Canada. We are a company that
performs consulting for micro cannabis cultivation applications and also are close to receiving
our own standard cannabis cultivation licence here in the Okanagan.

[ was following up with you for one of our clients Terry Meyers, who is about to submit a micro
application for a site in Osoyoos.

Terry highlighted me to the amendments proposed to your home industry by-law which would
limit the use to only 200 square meters.

I wanted to provide you with some information to highlight why it is limiting for a micro
cannabis cultivator to operate in this size space.

In addtion to the space(area) allowed for micro cultivation found in Part 2 of the Cannabis
regulations made under the Cannabis Act, Part 5 Good Production Practices (GPP) highlights
many other applicable requirements to obtain a licence. Sections 80-88 highlight these other
requirements that must be followed to receive a licence from Health Canada. They focus on
storage, equipment, distribution, contamination, sanitation, processing, pest control and
quality assurance. These other requirements need additional or ancillary space to conduct the
necessary work.

The 200 square metres that is described in Part 2 of the regulation only applies to canopy space
for cultivation. Our team has submitted many applications and know from experience that if
you limit the building size to what you are proposing, applicants will not be able to maximize
the capacity of their allowable 200 square metres for cultivation. To maxmize this space and to
meet these requirements you would need at least an additional 1500-2000 square feet.

It would be beneficial if we could speak with those in the RDOS who are working on this by-law
to show them that additional space is needed for these requirements. Some of these
requirements could almost take up the original 200 square metres alone.

Please let me know if you or relevant staff have time to discuss.
Thank you for your time,

Jonathan Fernandes
Green Amber Canada

YA



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tracy Kuhtz

it r Garri!
Proposed By-law Amendments
April 26, 2019 4:11:55 PM

Dear Mr. Garrish:

We understand from the RDOS website, that the deadline to make comment on
the proposed by-law amendments regarding Home Industry and Cannabis
Growth is April 26 (tomorrow).

We have read your proposals and these are our objections or changes we would
like to see proposed:

1. We do not believe Cannabis Growth should occur in a residential
neighbourhood and be categorized as a “home industry”. It should occur in an
Industrial area. (*Please see the SLRD by-law amendments restricting
Cannabis Growth to non-residential areas).

2. If Cannabis Growth should occur on Agricultural Land, there should be a
restriction of land size to 10 hectares rather than 2 hectares.

3. On page 13 Section 7. of your Amendments, it states that “No nuisance
from noise, vibration, smoke, dust, odours, heat, glare, disturbance shall
be produced by the home industry and, at all times, the privacy and
enjoyment of adjacent dwellings shall be preserved and the home
industry shall not adversely affect the character of the area.” Added to

this should be the glare of lights and the smell/odour produced by
Cannabis Growth

4. On page 13, Section 7. This section is really a contradiction of terms
as a Cannabis Growth Operation in a mostly residential neighbourhood
will obviously disturb “the privacy and enjoyment of adjacent dwellings"
and will "adversely affect the character of the area”. Cannabis Growth
should occur either on larger land parcels or in an industrial area. It
should not occur close to residential properties.

These are the concerns we have listed in our previous email to you:

1. The smell from cannabis growth can be quite a nuisance to surrounding
neighbours. As RDOS does not have by-laws in place governing this,
neighbours will have little recourse, once this operation is in place, to have the
odours monitored and controlled.

2. Security issues - this is a high value crop with all the associated security
issues. This neighbourhood has families with children within metres of this
property and this poses a security risk to these families and all residents.

3. As we are in an area of high fire risk, this operation poses an additional
threat during fire season. If this operation processes and uses butane in the
processing, it is highly explosive.

4. Cannabis growth generally uses round the clock lighting - this will be an




Naramata

additional nuisance to residents - the RDOS has no by-law in place to control
this.

5. Cannabis growth uses more water and hydro than other agricultural crops -
this is another burden on the community.

6. A Cannabis operation in a residential neighbourhood stigmatizes the
properties and will negatively affect their values.

Sincerely
Tracy Kuhtz and Harvey King




From:

To:

Subject: Naramata Grow Op

Date: April 27, 2019 6:36:52 PM
Hello Chris,

As aresident of Naramata, I would like to add my concerns to the Marijuana grow facility that has been proposed on
Arawana Road.

I'am hopeful that the applicants desire to put in a concrete floor is enough to stop this proposal. The regulations
seem to allow for the use on a soil base and that a cement pad requires a variance. Will there be an opportunity for
the public to speak to this matter when it come up for approval?

I'want to add my voice to the overwhelming support of Naramata residents to stop this
development.

Thank You

Ken & Susan Keir
Naramarta

Sent from my iPad




From: Dawn Lennie

To: Christopher Garrish

Cc: Karla Kozakevich

Subject: Cannabis Production in residential neighbourhood
Date: April 29, 2019 9:51:32 AM

Hi Christopher,

I understand we may have missed an April 26th deadline to voice concerns on this topic,
however, unfortunately, we weren't aware of this until this past weekend so I hope that our
comments will still be considered.

As business owners and residents of Naramata, we would like to voice our opposition to
having this type of production or manufacturing that is proposed currently up Arawana Road
in a residential neighbourhood. Whether it's on ALR property or not, it does not seem fair to
devalue people's property with a business like this operating right next door given all the
concerns surrounding it - particularly the smell. I don't think anyone would want a Money's
mushroom plant coming in and setting up shop right in the middle of a residential
neighbourhood either for the same reason.

We have experienced this type of business (illegally) for years in our neighbourhood and the
smell at certain times is very strong and difficult to explain to our kids. We just always say
that someone must have run over a skunk when we're on the way to school for lack of a better
explanation for a child under 10:)

We understand that there are also concerns about 24 lighting, fire safety, security and so on,
which are concerns we have had with at least two illegal operations right around our home for
years. This does not seem like the type of business that should be allowed to operate legally
on a residential property with immediate neighbours in a residential neighbourhood.

As for proposed changes to what is allowed regarding operating a business on a residential
property, as business owners of a commercial property, we have just recently voiced our
opinion on that subject. Our concerns were voiced to both you and Karla as it related to
another residential property wanting to operate a business so I'm sure our feelings on that are
clear.

Thanks for reading our letter.

Dawn & Doug Lennie



ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT .“ .

TO: Board of Directors RIDOS

FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer OKANAGAN-
SIMILKAMEEN

DATE: June 18, 2020

RE: Liquor and Cannabis Regulation Branch Referral — Electoral Area “D”

Administrative Recommendation:

THAT the RDOS Board of Directors direct staff to forward the following recommendation to the
Liquor & Cannabis Regulation Branch (LCRB);

AND 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 Sticky Leaf for a proposed non-
medical retail cannabis location at Unit 8A, 5350 Highway 97, Okanagan Falls (Lot A, Plan KAP60058,
District Lot 2883s, 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 proposed store is located in the General Commercial (C1) and the use is permitted in the C1
zone.

ii) 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
June 5, 2020 was published in the Penticton Western News on May 13, 2020 and May 20, 2020,
published on Castanet from May 13 to May 15, 2020, posted on the municipal web site from
May 1, 2020, were mailed to owners and tenants within 100 metres of the subject parcel on May
8, 2020. Further, a notification sign was posted on the store front at Unit 8A, 5350 Highway 97
from April 28, 2020 until the Board considered the application on June 18, 2020.

iv) The views of the residents were considered by the Board and attached to the agenda of June 18,
2020 Regular Board meeting or delivered as late items if correspondence was received after the
agenda was published.

Purpose: To obtain a Non-Medical Cannabis Retail Store licence

Owners: Mountain Enterprises Ltd. Applicant: Sticky Leaf Folio: D-00890.010
Civic Unit 8A, 5350 Highway 97 Legal: Lot A, Plan KAP60058, District Lot 2883s, SDYD
OcCP Town Centre (TC) Zone: General Commercial (C1)/Okanagan Falls Town Centre (OFTC)

Proposed Development:

An application to the Liquor and Cannabis Regulation Branch (LCRB) for a Non-Medical Cannabis
Retail Store (CRS) licence, whereby under Section 33(1) of the Cannabis Control and Licencing Act the
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LCRB is prevented from issuing a CRS licence without a positive recommendation from the local
government.

Specifically, the applicant is seeking LCRB approval to operate a 116 m? cannabis retail store within an
existing commercial building, with operating hours from 9:00 a.m. to 11:00 p.m., seven days a week.

Site Context:

The subject property is approximately 1.2 ha in area and is situated on the north side of Highway 97
(9t Avenue) and currently contains a commercial shopping centre with multiple retail units. The
surrounding pattern of development is characterised by commercial and multi-family dwelling
properties along Highway 97.

Background:

The current boundaries of the subject property were created by a Plan of Subdivision deposited with
the Land Titles Office in Kamloops on September 18, 1997, while available Regional District records
indicate that a building permit(s) for a shopping centre commercial building (1997) and multiple
tenant improvements and signage (1999, 2000, 2003, 2016).

Under the Electoral Area “D” Official Community Plan (OCP) Bylaw No. 2603, 2013, the subject
property is currently designated Town Centre (TC), and is also situated within the Okanagan Falls
Town Centre Commercial Development Permit Area.

Under the Electoral Area “D” Zoning Bylaw No. 2455, 2008, the property is split zoned Okanagan Falls
Town Centre (OFTC) and General Commercial (C1). The proposed cannabis retail store is located
entirely within the C1 zone, wherein general retail stores are permitted.

At its meeting of August 16, 2018, the Planning and Development (P&D) Committee of the Regional
District Board resolved to “direct staff to consider the retail sales of cannabis as a retail use permitted
in any zone where retail uses are listed.”

In accordance with Schedule 9 of Development Procedures Bylaw No. 2500, 2011, when a Cannabis
Retail Store Licence application is received and retail sales are permitted on the subject property,
public consultation process is to be completed prior to Board consideration of the application. Based
upon feedback received as part of this process, the Board decide that additional consultation is
required and direct that a public hearing be scheduled.

BC Assessment has classified the property as Business and Other (06).

Public Process:

Public consultation, in accordance with Schedule 9 of Development Procedures Bylaw No. 2500, 2011,
included a 28-day period for written comments to be received. Based upon feedback received as part
of this process, the Board may decide that additional consultation is required and direct that a public
hearing be scheduled.

In accordance with Section 5.5 of the Development Procedures Bylaw, referral to an Advisory
Planning Commission requirements are waived during the provincial state of emergency declaration
in relation to COVID-19.
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As such, this application has not been reviewed by the Electoral Area “D” APC. However, Electoral
Area “D” APC members were invited to comment individually on the application.

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 a cannabis retail store is a permitted use in the
General Commercial (C1) zone as cannabis retail is considered a retail use. As such, the proposed
location is consistent with Board direction to permit cannabis retail in any zone in which retail sales
are listed as a permitted use.

Further, this application aligns with the objectives of the Town Centre in the Electoral Area “D” OCP
Bylaw, which supports the creation of a resilient and diverse commercial base that provides a
diversity of shopping, dining, entertainment and employment opportunities for local residents.

As the cannabis retail store is to be contained within an existing commercial building, there are no
further zoning considerations for this proposal.

Administration acknowledges that Okanagan Falls is a small community where general retail services
are limited and local retail services include two liquor stores and one retail cannabis store. The
community has also been impacted by the closure of the local grocery store.

In response to comments regarding the need or appropriateness of a second cannabis retail store in
Okanagan Falls, the Okanagan Falls Town Centre is intended to support a diverse commercial base,
which can include multiple businesses of the same type as well as a wide variety of businesses. An
additional store helps support the commercial base in the OFTC.

In response to the proposed cannabis retail store being adjacent to residential units, parks, and the
library, and not fitting with the other existing commercial tenants, the C1 and OFTC zones are meant
to allow for a broad range of commercial uses within this area.

Further, there are no separation regulations for cannabis retail stores to parks, schools, residences or
any other uses, and the Okanagan Falls Town Centre has an approved cannabis retail store location
less than 200 metres from the proposed location.

Conversely, cannabis retail stores in general may not be seen by some members of the community as
the positive growth that Okanagan Falls is trying to encourage and could be a deterrent in attracting
economic development or residents to the community if cannabis retailers are clustered within a
small service area.

Given the above, it is Administration’s recommendation to support the application.

Alternatives:

1. THAT the RDOS Board of Directors recommends that the subject development application be
deferred to allow for additional consultation in the form of a public hearing;

AND THAT a public hearing be scheduled for the Regional District Board meeting of July 16, 2020;

AND THAT staff give notice of the public hearing in accordance with Development Procedures
Bylaw No. 2500, 2011.
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2. THAT the RDOS Board of Directors direct staff to forward the following recommendation to the
Liguor & Cannabis Regulation Branch (LCRB);

AND THAT in accordance with Section 33(1) of the Cannabis Control and Licencing Act, the RDOS
Board of Directors recommend denial of an application from Sticky Leaf for a proposed non-
medical retail cannabis location at Unit 8A, 5350 Highway 97, Okanagan Falls (Lot A, Plan
KAP60058, District Lot 2883s, 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) TBD
Respectfully submltted Endorsed By:
\ -. _._ ,;1777_
JoAﬁﬁ’] Peache¢ Planner | C. Garrish, Planning Manager

Attachments: No. 1 — Context Maps
No. 2 — Applicant’s Site Plan
3 — Site Photo (May 2020)
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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 — Site Photo (May 2020)
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Feedback Form

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.: D2019.014-LCRB
FROM: Name: §'aN T cg\,/(ec:v\ Qco‘z,\ef
~J {please print)
Street Address: V=L CO VAE \loni~ Ceo\o Qb\ ., O e\ &

RE: LCRB Application (Cannabis Retail Store Licence)
Unit 8A 5350 Highway 97, Okanagan Falls, Electoral Area “D”

My comments / concerns are:
D I do support the proposed cannabis retail store licence at Unit 8A 5350 Highway 97
[:I I do support the proposed cannabis retail store licence at Unit 8A 5350 Highway 97, subject to

the comments listed below.
X I' do not support the proposed cannabis retail store licence at Unit 8A 5350 Highway 97

Al written sutmissﬁions will be considered by the Regional District Board
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Feedback Forms must be be submitted to the Regional District office prior to June 5, 2020.
All representations will be made public when they are included in the Board Agenda.

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 Informatien and Protection of Privacy Act (British Columbia) {“FIPPA"}). Any personal or
proprietary information you provide to us is collected, used and disclosed in atcordance with FIPPA. Should you have any questions about the collection, use
or disclosure of this infarmation please contact: Manager of Legislative Services, RDOS, 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC V2A 519, 250-492-0237.




== Feedback Form

I—J—J
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.: D2015.014-LCRB
e PR
FROM: Name: — O N K\ e VoS 2

(please print)

Street Address: 52\\0 \ "o v e N \lace

RE: LCRB Application (Cannabis Retail Store Licence)
Unit 8A 5350 Highway 97, Okanagan Falls, Electoral Area “D”

My comments / concerns are:
|:] I do support the proposed cannabis retail store licence at Unit 8A 5350 Highway 97

D | do support the proposed cannabis retail store licence at Unit 8A 5350 Highway 97, subject to
the comments listed below.

/\a/ | do not support the proposed cannabis retail store licence at Unit 8A 5350 Highway 97

All written submissions will be considered by the Regional District Board
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Feedback Forms must be be $ubmitted to the Regional District office prior to June 5, 2020.
All representations will be made public when they are included in the Board Agenda.

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

Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen

OKANAGAN- 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC, V2A-5J9
SIMILKAMEEN  Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.bc.ca

o

- .

TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: D2019.014-LCRB

FROM: Name: LO  nee Hod (B0

(please print)

Street Address: IS - Ydoo MCZQQA Cf&k_ P\d \OLF&((%

RE: LCRB Application (Cannabis Retail Store Licence)
Unit 8A 5350 Highway 97, Okanagan Falls, Electoral Area “D”
My comments / concerns are:

L__l I do support the proposed cannabis retail store licence at Unit 8A 5350 Highway 97

[:] | do support the proposed cannabis retail store licence at Unit 8A 5350 Highway 97, subject to
the comments listed below.

I do not support the proposed cannabis retail store licence at Unit 8A 5350 Highway 97

All written submissions will be considered by the Regional District Board
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Feedback Forms must be be submitted to the Regional District office prior to June 1, 2020.
All representations will be made public when they are included in the Board Agenda.

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 5JS, 250-492-0237.



From: Julie LaChapelle <

Sent: May 13, 2020 10:19 AM

To: JoAnn Peachey <jpeachey@rdos.bc.ca>

Subject: Re: RE: Cannabis retail store Okanagan Falls

Okey dokey...0. Thank you for élarifying that for me. I have no objections (should be a “happy”
town) It’s interesting that we can’t sustain a restaurant or grocery store, but, investors believe

that this small predominantly senior town can keep 2 cannabis retailers liquid.

Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2020 at 3:08 PM

From: "JoAnn Peachey" <ipeachey@rdos.bc.ca>

To: "Julie LaChapelle" < ‘
Subject: RE: Cannabis retail store Okanagan Falls

Hi Julie,

Thanks for your email.

The location on the notice is fora pﬁoposed cannabis retail store licence at Unit 8A, 5350 Highway

97. Thisis in the shopping complex (blue star shown below). The proposal at Unit 8A, 5350 Highway 97

\
is the second retail cannabis store application in Okanagan Falls (Sticky Leaf).

There is an approved cannabis retail store (Green Light Cannabis), located next to the gas station at
5212 9™ Ave (Highway 97). i

I hope this helps clarify the locations?.

Regards,



.~ JoAnn Peachey .« Planner |
T
| seoomas oarect |

RDOS Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen

OKANAGAN- 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC V2A 5J9
SIMILKAMEEN

p. 250.490.4384 . tf. 1.877.610.3737 « f. 250.492.0063

ipeachey@rdos.bc.ca @ RDOS

From: Julie LaChapelle [

Sent: May 12, 2020 2:28 PM

To: Planning <planning@rdos.bc.ca>
Subject: Cannabis retail store Okanagan Falls

Good day
Received your notice today and am a little confused.
I have no issue with this store opening.

My confusion is the location you have on the notice. According to your map and address it says the
store will be opening in the small mall that has the Bullies Pizza. If this is the location then why is
there a store set up and store front signage next to the gas station at 5228.

Please look into this and advise me what the location will be.
Thankyou

Julie LaChapelle



From: Diane Schlamp >

Sent: May 13, 2020 3:26 PM

To: JoAnn Peachey <jpeachey@rdos.bc.ca>
Subject: Cannabis Store in OkFalls

Good afternoon JoAnne;

I'am not sure of the process the RDSO goes through to accept new businesses into the area. My concern
which stems back to the day when we had three liguor stores in this little village. Two remain to date
and now | see that there has been a plan for another cannabis store only a block from another one that |
believe has been approved. Is there really a need for two within a block in this small village? This
should not even be considered. We haven’t even got a grocery store but have lots of booze and weed
coming. How are we to encourage families, retirees and small businesses into this town, here that
would be of a benefit to everyone?

Diane Schlamp




TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: D2019.014-LCRB

FROM: Electoral Area “D” APC Member Name:

_G. Stewart

(please print)

DATE: __ May 19, 2020

RE: Liquor and Cannabis Regulation Branch

Unit 8A-5350 Highway 97 — Lot A, Plan KAP60058, District Lot 2883s, SDYD

My comments / concerns are:

D I do support the proposed cannabis retail store on the subject parcel.

l:] I do support the proposed cannabis retail store on the subject parcel, subject to the
comments listed below.

X I do not support the proposed cannabis retail store on the subject parcel.

I do not support this application and will vote no if it comes to our
APC. Okanagan Falls already has one cannabis outlet and does not need a
second. Also, OK Falls already has two liquor outlets We do not need more sources of
booze and drugs, even if they are legal. What we need are types of businesses that will
attract people wishing to make Okanagan Falls their home. A grocery store would be a
good start. Additionally, I hope the RDOS Board will not take advantage of the lack of
meetings to push through controversial applications — like the proposed recent
application to remove land from the ALC on Vaseux Lake

LLAP
JS




From: Malcolm Paterson

Sent: May 21, 2020 5:00 PM

To: ALMIRA NUNES < Gerry Stewart < JoAnn Peachey <jpeachey@rdos.bc.ca>

Cc: Bob Pearce < Don Allbright, allbright@shaw.ca < >; Doug Lychak < >; Shona Schleppe
<sschleppe@rdos.bc.ca>; Jill Adamson, >; Navid Chaudry < Sue Gibbons <sgibbons@rdos.bc.ca>; Ron
Obirek <rjobirek@icloud.com>; Norm Gaumont, Kurtis Hiebert, >; Kelvin Hall, >; Nancy Wigley
<nwigley@rdos.bc.ca>; Alf Hartviksen,

Subject: Re: Recent cannabis application

I have found this application difficult to adjudicate as there is precious little of substance
on which to base a decision.

The RDOS P&D administration recommends that the application be supported since
‘retail sales of cannabis are a permitted use in the General Commercial (C1) zone
where it is to be located.”

The referenced Local Governments’ Role in Licensing Non-Medical Cannabis Retail
Stores document states that “if the local government chooses to make a ...
recommendation on the licensee’s application to the LCRB, it must gather the views of
residents. | would surmise that we, as members of the APC, are considered a part of
the residents-gathering process. In that regard, the views of OK residents in general
and those near the General Commercial (C1) zone in particular are paramount as they
have much more ‘skin in the game’ that I do living in Heritage Hills. Some may be
opposed, for example, for concerns that the presence of a cannabis retail store may be
a future deterrent in attracting a grocery store at the nearby site vacated by the IGA. |
assume their collective views will be aggressively sought and weighed heavily in the
RDOS’ final recommendation.

Under Floor Plans in the aforementioned document, “Applicants must submit a floor
plan with their licence application for approval so the LCRB can identify store features
such as sales, storage and delivery areas.” Unless | overlooked it, no such plans were
submitted in the application.

While | can fully understand the reasoning of Gerry and others in voting against
approval of the application on the grounds that OK Falls does not need a second
cannabis retail store, first we need to make sure that the first one, Green Leaf, is still
operational as its website indicates that the store is permanently closed. Does that
mean new ownership is being sought or the owners have suspended operations
indefinitely.

I, as do several others, have serious misgivings concerning the way in which we are
deliberating during these COVID-19 times. A virtual interview could have cleared up
some of the issues raised above, not to mention enable us to evaluate better the
preparedness of the applicant to run a retail store with best practices in place to
promote the health and well-being of the general public.




Although | was away when thé Green Leaf application was reviewed, | read it
retrospectively and was impressed with the general quality of the application.

Regrettably, | have no such a{ssurance in this case.
In closing, | have serious resérvations regarding this application as it currently stands
and vote ‘no’. Even if the Green Leaf has gone out of business, | would want to hear

more about the application's operational plans to change my vote.

Mac Paterson




From: Kurthiebert

Sent: May 23, 2020 10:02 AM

To: Malcolm Paterson

Cc: ALMIRA NUNES Gerry Stewart JoAnn Peachey <jpeachey@rdos.bc.ca>; Bob Pearce Don Allbright,
Doug Lychak Shona Schleppe Jill Adamson, >; Navid Chaudry Sue Gibbons <sgibbons@rdos.bc.ca>; Ron
Obirek <rjobirek@icloud.com>; Norm Gaumont, < Kelvin Hall, Nancy Wigley <nwigley@rdos.bc.ca>; Alf
Hartviksen, >

Subject: Re: Recent cannabis application

I really appreciate your response Mac, well deliberated.
Kurt Hiebert

On May 21, 2020, at 5:00 PM, Malcolm Paterson wrote:

I have found this application difficult to adjudicate as there is precious little of substance
on which to base a decision.

The RDOS P&D administration recommends that the application be supported since
‘retail sales of cannabis are a permitted use in the General Commercial (C1) zone
where it is to be located.”

The referenced Local Governments’ Role in Licensing Non-Medical Cannabis Retail
Stores document states that “if the local government chooses to make a ...
recommendation on the licensee’s application to the LCRB, it must gather the views of
residents. | would surmise that we, as members of the APC, are considered a part of
the residents-gathering process. In that regard, the views of OK residents in general
and those near the General Commercial (C1) zone in particular are paramount as they
have much more ‘skin in the game’ that | do living in Heritage Hills. Some may be
opposed, for example, for concerns that the presence of a cannabis retail store may be
a future deterrent in attracting a grocery store at the nearby site vacated by the IGA. |
assume their collective views will be aggressively sought and weighed heavily in the
RDOS’ final recommendation.

Under Floor Plans in the aforementioned document, “Applicants must submit a floor
plan with their licence application for approval so the LCRB can identify store features
such as sales, storage and delivery areas.” Unless | overlooked it, no such plans were
submitted in the application.

While | can fully understand the reasoning of Gerry and others in voting against
approval of the application on the grounds that OK Falls does not need a second
cannabis retail store, first we need to make sure that the first one, Green Leaf, is still
operational as its website indicates that the store is permanently closed. Does that
mean new ownership is being sought or the owners have suspended operations
indefinitely.

I, as do several others, have serious misgivings concerning the way in which we are
deliberating during these COVID-19 times. A virtual interview could have cleared up
some of the issues raised above, not to mention enable us to evaluate better the




preparedness of the applicant to run a retail store with best practices in place té
promote the health and well-being of the general public.

Although | was away when the Green Leaf application was reviewed, | read it
retrospectively and was impressed with the general quality of the application.

Regrettably, | have no such assurance in this case.

In closing, | have serious reservations regarding this application as it currently stands
and vote ‘no’. Even if the Green Leaf has gone out of business, | would want to hear
more about the application's operational plans to change my vote.

Mac Paterson

From: ALMIRA NUNES

Sent: May 20, 2020 11:14 AM

To: Gerry Stewart

Subject: Re: Recent cannabis application

Hito All —
I 'am in full agreement with Gerry on this application -- I'd also like to add that | find this process difficult in
the absence of discussion that would occur at our meetings.

Almira Nunes

From: "Gerry Stewart"

To: "Bob Pearce" "Don Allbright, < "Doug Lychak" < "Shona Schleppe" < "Jill Adamson, < "Navid
Chaudry" < "Sue Gibbons" <sgibbons@rdos.bc.ca>, "Ron Obirek" <rjobirek@icloud.com>, "Norm
Gaumont, >, "Malcolm Paterson, "Kurtis Hiebert, >, "Kelvin Hall, "Nancy Wigley" <nwigley@rdos.bc.ca>,
"Alf Hartviksen, < "Almira & Florian Nunes" <

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 10:32:39 AM

Subject: Recent cannabis application

Hello APC members, this is my response to the request for feedback. Additionally,l

found the form very difficult to use

I do not support this application and will vote no if it comes to our APC. Okanagan
Falls already has one cannabis outlet and does not need a second. Also, OK Falls
already has two liquor outlets We do not need more sources of booze and, drugs, even if
they are legal. What we need are types of businesses that will attract people wishing to
make Okanagan Falls their home. A grocery store would be a good start. Additionally,
I hope the RDOS Board will not take advantage of the lack of meetings to push through
controversial applications —like the proposed recent application to remove land from

the ALC on Vaseux Lake .
LLAP
JS




JoAnn Peachey

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Gerry Stewart <gerstew@shaw.ca>

May 24, 2020 7:08 PM

Alf Hartviksen

Doug Lychak; Kelvin Hall; Ron Obirek; Jill Adamson; Don Allbright; Navid Chaudry;
Norm Gaumount; Kurtis Hiebert: Almira Nunes; Malcolm Paterson; Christopher Garrish;
Sue Gibbons; Robin Irwin; JoAnn Peachey

Re: LCRB referral for Unit 8A - 5350 Highway 97

Follow up
Completed

A good conversation. Just make sure that the comments reach Donna and Bill. Also I had no idea that my
original comment would result in such along and detailed discussion. It is truly gratifying to see such
commitment to Area D. Don’t forget to preserve this email trail - FOA requirements

LLAP
JS

On May 24, 2020, at 6:40 PM, Alfred Hartviksen <ahartviksen@shaw.ca> wrote:

This application appears to meet planning criteria; i.e. zoning, OCP, Town Centre Plan, etc., that the APC
might consider. Malcom’s comments hit the nail on the head.

Personally | too object to another such facility in our small community; and vote ‘no’. However, | see
not why APC involvement is appropriate and my personal opinions seem beyond the APC’s mandate.

I think that broader community input should be sought? Regards, Alf

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Kurtis Hiebert

Saturday, May 23, 2020 10:02 AM

Malcolm Paterson

Almira Nunes; Gerry Stewart; JoAnn Peachey; Bob Pearce; Don Allbright; Doug Lychak;

Shona Schleppe; Jill Adamson; Navid Chaudry; Sue Gibbons; Ron Obirek; Norm Gaumont; Kelvin Hall;
Nancy Wigley; Alf Hartviksen

Subject:

Recent cannabis application

I really appreciate your response Mac, well deliberated. Kurt Hiebert Sentfrom my iPhone

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Malcolm Paterson

Thursday, May 21, 2020 5:00 PM

Almira Nunes; Gerry Stewart; JoAnn Peachey

Bob Pearce; Don Allbright; Doug Lychak; Shona Schleppe; Jill Adamson; Navid Chaudry; Sue

Gibbons; Ron Obirek; Norm Gaumont; Kurtis Hiebert; Kelvin Hall; Nancy Wigley; Alf Hartviksen

Subject:

Recent cannabis application

I have found this application difficult to adjudicate as there is precious little of substance on which

to base a decision. .
The RDOS P&D administration recommends that the application be supported since “retail sales of
cannabis are a permitted use in the General Commercial (C1) zone where it is to be located.”

1



The referenced Local Governments’ Role in Licensing Non-Medical Cannabis Retail Stores document states
that “if the local government chooses to make a ... recommendation on the licensee’s application to
the LCRB, it must gather the views of residents. I would surmise that we, as members of the APC,
are considered a patt of the residents-gathering process. In that regard, the views of OK residents in
general and those near the General Commercial (C1) zone in particular are paramount as they have
much more ‘skin in the game’ that I do living in Heritage Hills. Some may be opposed, for example,
for concerns that the presence of a cannabis retail store may be a future deterrent in attracting a
grocery store at the nearby site vacated by the IGA. I assume their collective views will be
aggressively sought and weighed heavily in the RDOS’ final recommendation.

Under Floor Plans in the aforementioned document, “Applicants must submit a floor plan with
their licence application for approval so the LCRB can identify store features such as sales, storage
and delivery areas.” Unless I overlooked it, no such plans were submitted in the application.

While I can fully understand the reasoning of Gerry and others in voting against approval of the
application on the grounds that OK Falls does not need a second cannabis retail store, first we need
to make sure that the first one, Green Leaf, is sdll operational as its website indicates that the store
is permanently closed. Does that mean new ownership is being sought or the owners have
suspended operations indefinitely.

I, as do several others, have setious misgivings concerning the way in which we ate deliberating
during these COVID-19 times. A virtual interview could have cleared up some of the issues raised
above, not to mention enable us to evaluate better the preparedness of the applicant to run a retail
store with best practices in place to promote the health and well-being of the general public.
Although I was away when the Green Leaf application was reviewed, I read it retrospectively and
was impressed with the general quality of the application.

Regrettably, I have no such assurance in this case.

In closing, I have setious reservations regarding this application as it cutrently stands and vote ‘no’.
Even if the Green Leaf has gone out of business, I would want to hear more about the application's
operational plans to change my vote.

Mac Paterson

From: Kurtis Hiebert

Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2020 12:09 PM

To: Almira Nunes

Cc: Gerry Stewart; Bob Pearce; Don Allbright,; Doug Lychak; Shona Schleppe; Jill Adamson;

Navid Chaudry; Sue Gibbons; Ron Obirek; Norm Gaumont; Malcolm Paterson; Kelvin Hall; Nancy Wigley;
Alf Hartviksen

Subject:  Recent cannabis application

I am missing the constructive debate that takes place at our meetings. I'm in favor of reconvening.

I’m having a hard time not supporting any business that wishes to establish itself in Ok Falls, however
some diversity would be nice. Kurt Sent from my iPhone

From: Almira Nunes

Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2020 11:14 AM

To: Gerry Stewart

Cc: Bob Pearce; Don Allbright; Doug Lychak; Shona Schleppe; Jill Adamson; Navid Chaudry; Sue

Gibbons; Ron Obirek; Norm Gaumont; Malcolm Paterson; Kurtis Hiebert; Kelvin Hall; Nancy Wigley; Alf
Hartviksen

Subject:  Recent cannabis application

Hito All --- lam in full agreement with Gerry on this application - I'd also like to add that I find this
process difficult in the absence of discussion that would occur at our meetings. Almira Nunes

From: Gerry Stewart
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 6:28 PM




To: Norm Gaumount

Cc: Kelvin Hall; Don Allbright; Bob Pearce; Doug Lychak; Jill Adamson; Navid Chaudry; Sue
Gibbons; Ron Obirek; Malcolm Paterson; Kurtis Hiebert; Nancy Wigley; Alf Hartviksen; Almira Nunes
Subject:  Recent cannabis application

Thanks for everyone’s comments. | hope everyone has returned the feed back form to JoAnn

PS. Shona should be deleted from|the addresses - she has retired from RDOS - my error LLAP JS

From: Norm Gaumount

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 6:01 PM

To: Kelvin Hall; Don and Pat Allbright

Cc: Gerry Stewart; Bob Pearce; Doug Lychak; Shona Schleppe; Jill Adamson; Navid Chaudry; Sue

Gibbons; Ron Obirek; Malcolm Paterson; Kurtis Hiebert; Nancy Wigley; Alf Hartviksen; Almira Nunes
Subject:  Recent cannabis application

I agree that is not what Okanagan Falls needs!! It would be nice if we could meet through skype or
zoome to discuss theses issues and then we can go back and write one report for the group based on
our collective discussions. Doing this is isolation doesn’t make much sense since collectively we have
much more expertise. Norm Gaumont

From: Kelvin Hall ‘

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 5:46 PM

To: Don Allbright

Cc: Gerry Stewart; Bob Pearce; Doug Lychak; Shona Schleppe; Jill Adamson; Navid Chaudry; Sue

Gibbons; Ron Obirek; Norm Gaumount; Malcolm Paterson; Kurtis Hiebert; Nancy Wigley; Alf Hartviksen;
Almira Nunes :

Subject:  Recent cannabis application

Fully agree with Gerry’s comments. No, No, No  Regards Kelvin Cell: 250 462-8376 E-

mail: va7kph@shaw.ca via iPhone 8+

From: Don Allbright

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 11:32 AM

To: Gerry Stewart

Cc: Bob Pearce; Doug Lychak; Shona Schleppe; Jill Adamson; Navid Chaudry; Sue Gibbons; Ron

Obirek; Norm Gaumount; Malcolm Paterson; Kurtis Hiebert; Kelvin Hall; Nancy Wigley; Alf Hartviksen;
Almira Nunes

Subject:  Recent cannabis application

I have just sent in my reply re cannabis application. | have since opened Jerry Stewart’s comments. |
would like to state that | agree with him whorleheartedly.Don Sent from my iPad

From: Gerry Stewart
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 10:33 AM
To: Bob Pearce; Don Allbright; Doug Lychak; Shona Schleppe; Jill Adamson; Navid Chaudry; Sue

Gibbons; Ron Obirek; Norm Gaumount; Malcolm Paterson; Kurtis Hiebert; Kelvin Hall; Nancy Wigley; Alf
Hartviksen; Almira Nunes

Subject: Recent cannabis application

Hello APC members, this is my response to the request for feedback. Additionally,l found the form very
difficult to use

I do not support this application and will vote no if it comes to our APC. Okanagan Falls already has one
cannabis outlet and does not need a second. Also, OK Falls already has two liquor outlets We do not
need more sources of booze and|drugs, even if they are legal. What we need are types of businesses
that will attract people wishing to make Okanagan Falls their home. A grocery store would be a good
start. Additionally, | hope the RDOS Board will not take advantage of the lack of meetings to push




through controversial applications — like the proposed recent application to remove land from the ALC
onVaseux Lake . LLAP JS

<Mail Attachment.eml>




APC Member

295 Feedback Form

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.: D2019.014-LCRB
FROM: Electoral Area “D” APC Member Name:

Alfred Hartviksen
DATE: 24 May 2020

RE: Liquor and Cannabis Regulation Branch
Unit 8A-5350 Highway 97 — Lot A, Plan KAP60058, District Lot 2883s, SDYD

My comments / concerns are:

L—_I I do support the proposed cannabis retail store on the subject parcel.
[] I do support the proposed cannabis retail store on the subject parcel, subject to the comments
listed below.
X] I do not support the proposed cannabis retail store.on the subject parcel.
HOWEVER:

This application appears to meet planning critéria; i.e. zoning, OCP, Town Centre Plan, etc.,
that the APC might consider.

Personally | object to another such facility in our small community; and vote ‘no’. However, |
see not why APC involvement is appropriate and my personal opinions seem beyond the
APC’s mandate.

I think that broader community input should be sought?

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.



Lauri Feindell

Subject: FW: Recent cannabis application

From: Norm & Michele <

Sent: May 24, 2020 11:50 AM

To: Malcolm Paterson < ALMIRA NUNES < Gerry Stewart < >; JoAnn Peachey <jpeachey@rdos.bc.ca>

Cc: Bob Pearce < >; Don Allbright, < Doug Lychak < Jill Adamson, < >; Navid Chaudry < Sue Gibbons
<sgibbons@rdos.bc.ca>; Ron Obirek <rjobirek@icloud.com>; Kurtis Hiebert, < >; Kelvin Hall, Va7kph@shaw.ca Nancy
Wigley <nwigley@rdos.bc.ca>

Subject: RE: Recent cannabis application

Good morning,

Since there is already a cannabis store and liquor establishments in the area and the process allows for public
consultation, 1 would also recommend that a public forum take place to give an opportunity for individuals living in
Okanagan Falls to provide their input on this development. This will allow the RDOS to better gauge the level of public
support for another cannabis and liquor establishment. | would recommend notifying home owners and neighbouring
businesses of a pending public forum by sending a notice through the mail and through the local media. This forum
could be used to get people’s thoughts on the type of future developments they would like to see for their
community. | do believe in having more commercial establishments in Okanagan Falls but at the same time | don’t
believe the community wants to become known for having only liquor and cannabis stores.

On a final note I also would like to stress the importance of putting in place an ability for the APC to properly consult
through the internet (Skype or Zoom) or simply having a meeting where we are 6 feet apart. The Province is opening
up establishments and | believe having meetings at least with APC members and the applicants is required if we are to
properly provide consultation to the RDOS. | feel the present process really does not work well and hinders our ability
to share our expertise and thoughts and come up with one well articulated submission.

Norm Gaumont




|

APC Member
2295 Feedback Form

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.: D2019.014-LCRB
FROM: Electoral Area “D” APC Member Name:
Norbert Gaumont

(please print)
DATE: 5/25/2020

RE: Liquor and Cannabis Regulation Branch
Unit 8A-5350 Highway 97 — Lot A, Plan KAP60058, District Lot 2883s, SDYD

My comments / concerns are:

[] I do support the proposed cannabis retail store on the subject parcel.

X I do support the proposed cannabis retail store on the subject parcel, subject to the comments
listed below.

[I I do not support the proposed cannabis retail store on the subject parcel.

Since there is already a cannabis store and liquor establishments in the area and the process allows for public
consultation, | would recommend that a public forum take place to give an opportunity for individuals living in
Okanagan Falls to provide their input on this development. This will allow the RDOS to better gauge the level of
public support for another cannabis and liquor establishment. | would recommend notifying home owners and
neighbouring businesses of a pending public forum by sending a notice through the mail and through the local
media. This forum could be used to get people’s thoughts on the type of future developments they would like to
see for their community. | do believe in having more commercial establishments in Okanagan Falls but at the
same time | don’t believe the community wants to become known for having only liquor and cannabis stores.

On a final note | would like to stress the importance of putting in place an ability for the APC to properly consult
through the internet (Skype or Zoom) or simply having a meeting where we are 6 feet apart. The Province is
opening up establishments and | believe having meetings at least with APC members and the applicants is
required if we are to properly provide consultation to the RDOS. | feel the present process really does not work
well and hinders our ability to share our expertise and thoughts and come up with one well-articulated
submission.

Norm Gaumont

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.



Lauri Feindell

Subject: FW: LCRB referral for Unit 8A - 5350 Highway 97

From: Jill >

Sent: May 25, 2020 2:37 PM

To: Gerry Stewart < >; Alf Hartviksen < Cc: Doug Lychak >; Kelvin Hall < Ron Obirek >; Don Allbright < >; Navid Chaudry
Norm Gaumount < Kurtis Hiebert < Almira Nunes < Malcolm Paterson < >; Christopher Garrish <cgarrish@rdos.bc.ca>;
Sue Gibbons <sgibbons@rdos.bc.ca>; Robin Irwin <rirwin@rdos.bc.ca>; JoAnn Peachey <jpeachey@rdos.bc.ca>
Subject: RE: LCRB referral for Unit 8A - 5350 Highway 97

Great conversation everyone, | also miss our discussions. | would prefer other kinds of businesses to open up in
Okanagan Falls, but when another cannabis, or liquor store for that matter make an application to locate here and
adhere to all zoning and licensing requirements, | don’t feel comfortable saying no (as an APC member) based on my
personal feelings. (Full disclosure; I'm a party pooper who does not drink or use drugs but don’t feel | have the right to
prevent those who want to). | also want to be cautious about making assumptions about who the clients are for these
stores, and why my first response was to feel it is a negative reflection on our community. | find it interesting that no
seems to think there are too many wineries in the area and suspect the same judgements aren’t applied to their
product, or to people who buy wine by the caseload. | believe, anecdotally, that there are many seniors or people on
disability currently using cannabis for health reasons, and others who enjoy the relaxation it brings them after a long
day, in much the same way people enjoy wine.

I've been reflecting on why cannabis was legalized; it was an effort to neutralize the illegal drug trade, allow people to
use it for medical reasons, and attain the ability to tax the sale of cannabis. There have been glitches in the system and
hopefully the supply chain model will improve so that people who buy from retail stores do not have to pay more than
they would from the guy down the street. Presumably the new applicants have done a market analysis and feel they can
make a go of it even with a competitor close by. (Hopefully they have also considered “the guy down the street” as their
biggest competition.)

In our meeting regarding the Green Leaf application | think we were all impressed by the calibre of the application and
left feeling reassured the owners would adhere to all licensing and legal requirements of them. It sounded like they had
to go through a rigorous through the LCRB. Sounds like the new applicants still have to go through a vetting process
which may make our input a moot point.

So, long story short; | will say yes depending on LCRB’s further investigation and licensing process.

Warm regards everyone, love this nice soaking rain we are getting.

Jilt Adamson




From: Kelvin Hall
Sent: May 25, 2020 3:23 PM
Subject: Re: LCRB referral for Unit 8A - 5350 Highway 97

Reflecting back when I lived in Kaleden in 2015 the local corner store tried to get a liquor license and
was turned down as there were two in OK Falls. They were told that if there is a liquor store within a
certain distance they would not qualify. My question is how is this new application different?

Regards

Kelvin




Lauri Feindell

Subject: FW: Attention: JoAnn Peachey

From: Rhonda Martin

Sent: May 27, 2020 4:23 PM

To: Planning <planning@rdos.bc.ca>
Subject: Attention: JoAnn Peachey

Re: Project No. D2019.014-LCRB - Proposed Cannabis Retail Store Licence at Unit 8A, 5350 Highway 97, Okanagan Falls

I'am replying to the notice of this Liquor/Cannabis Application at the above location that we received in the mail. We
own a condo at 850 Railway Lane, Okanagan Falls.

My concern about this store licence being granted is as follows:

Is this the SECOND licence being issued for a Cannabis Retail Store in Okanagan Falls? Ifitis, | am
totally not in favour of this being granted. One Cannabis licence is more than sufficient for the
population of OK Falls. ‘

There are a number of concerned residents, myself included, that are wanting to see more positive
growth in Okanagan Falls. There is a committee/individuals dedicated to this cause.

Our community is suffering because our grocery store has closed. Access to groceries is an example of
a more positive and essential business for the community. | should think that the RDOS and the owner
of the former grocery store building, would be more concerned about providing a service that is a
necessity for the entire population of Okanagan Falls, rather than a Cannabis store for a select few. |
realize that every new business initiates some growth, but my personal opinion, is that this is not a
"positive” contribution to the community.
the avenue behind the proposed location of this Cannabis store is used by many children and adults
that are on their way to the beach and park, especially from the adjacent condo complexes. | walk this
avenue many times in the day to access the beach and in the evening when out visiting friends. | am
concerned that this is not the ideal location for a Cannabis store. It should not be located so close to
people's homes in the adjacent condo complexes.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Rhonda Martin




From: Don and Pat Allbright

Sent: May 29, 2020 11:39 AM

To: JoAnn Peachey <jpeachey@rdos.bc.ca>

Subject: Re: LCRB referral for Unit 8A - 5350 Highway 97

My concern is not with the application itself that has seemed to meet all the criteria. My concern is how
many is enough. We already have two liquor outlets. Could go back to three should the hotel reopen. At
the end of the day we could have three liquor and two cannabis stores. All this to get all our drugs but
we can'’t properly buy groceries.

Sent from my iPad
Hi Director Obirek,
The Board made the subsequent resolution at the September 6, 2018 Board meeting, after receiving the

Committee minutes of August 16, 2018:
http://www.rdosmaps.bc.ca/min bylaws/board/Board Meetings/2018/20180906MINBD.pdf

It then followed that at the September 20, 2018 meeting:
THAT staff be directed to initiate amendments to the Development Procedures Bylaw No. 2500,
2011, and Fees and Charges Bylaw No. 2787, 2018, in order to introduce processing procedures
and fees for Cannabis Retail store license referrals from the Liquor and Cannabis Regulations
Branch

The procedures outlined in our Development Procedures Bylaw for when a cannabis retail store licence
application involves the use of land in which retail sales are a permitted use is to provide notification
(including written notices to neighbours, posting on our website and social media, advertising in the
newspaper, requiring a notification sign) and minimum comment period of 28 days for the public.

We have éompleted all of the advertising and the public comment period is scheduled to end on June
5%

There is also requirement to refer to the APC (however, this requirement is waived during the Provincial
State of Emergency). Asyou know, we have invited individual APC members to provide comments and
have received comments from 8 members.

Under our Procedures Bylaw, the next step in the process is to proceed to the Board. If you are
interested in further public consultation, the Board can defer the application for a public hearing.

Regards,

<image003.png>

JoAnn Peachey . Planner

Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen

101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC V2A 5J9

p. 250.490.4384 . tf. 1.877.610.3737 « f. 250.492.0063
ipeachey@rdos.bc.ca @ RDOS

FACEBOOK « YOUTUBE  Sign up for REGIONAL CONNECTIONS




Lauri Feindell

Subject: FW: proposed cannabis/liquor outlet location.

From: Eleanor J] Walker
Date: June 3, 2020 at 10:42:35 PM PDT
To: Ron Obirek <robirek@rdos.bc.ca>

Subject: proposed cannabis/liquor outlet location.

Good evening, gentlemen:;

I do not support the location of the proposed cannabis/liquor outlet in the OK Corral mall.

This is a family and business oriented area. | do not believe that a venture of this nature fits with the
existing tenants. These include a medical clinic, dental clinic, post office, service businesses, a
restaurant, information centre and economic development office. As well, the mall is adjacent to
residential units, parks and the library. None of these offer other than family friendly products and
services.

It is my opinion that this is a business that is more suited to being in what might be called the
"entertainment" area of the community, i.e., south main street.

To be honest, | do not understand the rationale for another liquor outlet and a second cannabis supplier
in Okanagan Falls, but that is neither my focus nor concern.

Thank you for your attention.

E.J. Walker
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT

TO: Board of Directors

FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer

DATE: June 18, 2020

RE: South Okanagan-Similkameen Community Child Care Planning Project —

Contract Award

Administrative Recommendation:

THAT the Board of Directors award the South Okanagan-Similkameen Community Child Care
Planning Project (the Project) to Social Planning and Research Council of British Columbia (Sparc
BC) in the amount of $114,520.

Purpose:

On 2020 May 6, the Regional District of Okanagan and Similkameen (RDOS) requested submission of
proposals from qualified proponents with experience and expertise in delivering a community child care
space creation action plan. The project requires a highly skilled team of consultants with experience/
expertise in child care, strategic planning and social science research.

After an evaluation process was conducted by the Child Care Steering Committee (Steering Committee), the
Steering Committee is recommending the award of the South Okanagan Child Care Planning Project go to
Sparc bc.

Reference:

Approved Regional District of Okanagan- Similkameen Board Resolution — November 21, 2019.
Village of Keremeos Certified Resolution — November 4, 2019

District of Summerland Certified Resolution — November 7, 2019

Town of Oliver Certified Resolution — February 24, 2020

Town of Princeton Certified Resolution — December 3, 2019

Business Plan Objective: (Tie to current RDOS Business Plan)
Key Success Driver 3: Build a Sustainable Region

Goal 3.2 To develop an economically sustainable region
Objective 3.2.3 By Reviewing Long-Range Planning Documents

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2020/20200618/Board Reports/D.1
20200618_Child_Care_RFP_Award_Boardreport.Docx File No: Click here to enter
text.

Page 1 of 3
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Background:

It has been identified that the demand for licensed child care spaces in BC exceeds the existing supply,
resulting in significant shortages across the province. To address this need, the Province is supporting local
governments to plan and build licensed child care spaces that will best meet the needs of local families in the
their communities. The Community Child Care Planning program grant (through UBCM) will provide funding
to local governments to engage in child care planning activities with the intent to develop a community child
care space creation action plan and a planning inventory spreadsheet which will include local child care data.

With Resolutions of Support from the District of Summerland, Village of Keremeos, Town of Princeton and
the Town of Oliver, through the Regional District of the Okanagan and Similkameen (RDOS), and a successful
application for grant funding through UBCM, the Project is a collaborative regional endeavor. This Project
intends to; coordinate the collection of child care data, analyze how child care is being used, identify gaps,
and assess future child care needs for the South Okanagan-Similkameen area. Currently, there is anecdotal
information across the region that child care is deficient and access can be improved. This project would
provide information on the gaps, challenges, opportunities and priorities in child care for the region. Having
a coordinated approach allows for consistent information to be collected, an increased understanding of
how families utilize child care in their own area and neighboring communities while ultimately producing a
prioritized plan for the region. Additionally, a regional approach will also allow for better coordination and
efficiency of engagement with consistency of communication to the public.

To help guide the project, a Steering Committee consisting of representatives from each of the
Partnering Local Governments (Village of Keremeos, District of Summerland, Town of Oliver, Town
of Princeton and the RDOS) is in place. Upon receiving a successful grant application from UBCM,
the Steering Committee membership expanded to include representation from The City of
Penticton and OneSky Community Resources.

All project activities must be completed no later than 2021 March 11.

Analysis:
RFP Evaluation Process:

1. RFP was released on May 6, 2020.

2. Steering Committee established a smaller representative group to form an Evaluation team.

3. Eight submissions were received by the RDOS by the deadline of May 29, 2020.

4. The Evaluation team utilized the RFP Evaluation Form (provided in the RFP, which included
factors such as past experience, consultant qualifications, references, prices etc...) as the
basis for scoring the proposals.

5. All individual scores from the Evaluation team members were recorded and totaled, see the
Table A.

6. The Evaluation team met to discuss the proposals to determine which proposal would be
recommended to the overall Steering Committee for endorsement.

7. The Steering Committee endorsed the presented recommendation and supports a report to
the RDOS Board for a contract award.

A summary of the scores and prices of the eight proposals are provided in Table A.

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2020/20200618/Board Reports/D.1
20200618_Child_Care_RFP_Award_Boardreport.Docx File No: Click here to enter
text.

Page 2 of 3



Table A:

Price (including GST) | Score |

Idea Research & Consulting $125,028.75 65.33
City Spaces $104,494.95 81.88
Cherie Enns Consulting $120,750.00 69.38
Sparc BC $114,520.00 85.25
BUNYAAD Public Affairs $114,750.00 67.17
Blue Monarch Management $122,752.00 66

Urban Matters $104,936.00 77.06
Malatest $123,465.30 76.5

The Steering Committee recognized that Sparc bc overall had the strongest proposal. As a
registered non-profit society, with experience in completing over 20 other Child care research
projects, Sparc bc has a well-rounded and qualified project team. Sparc bc has targeted for all final

reports/activites to be completed for this project by February 2021.

Alternatives:

THAT the Board not award the contract to Sparc bc

Respectfully submitted:

Augusto Romero

Select report author...

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2020/20200618/Board Reports/D.1

20200618_Child_Care_RFP_Award_Boardreport.Docx
text.
Page 3 of 3

File No: Click here to enter



ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT

TO: Board of Directors

FROM: B. Newell, Chief Administrative Officer
DATE: June 18, 2020

RE: 2019 Audited Financial Statements
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Administrative Recommendation:
THAT

The 2019 Audited Financial Statements of the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen as of
December 31, 2019 be received;

AND THAT the RDOS Board adopts all reported 2019 transactions as amendments to the 2019 Final
Budget

Business Plan Objective: (Tie to current RDOS Business Plan)

Objective 1.1.1: By providing the Board with accurate, current financial information.

Analysis:

The 2019 Financial Statements for the RDOS are presented with an unqualified audit opinion. In
the opinion of our auditors, our financial statements represent fairly, in all material respects, the
financial position of the RDOS in accordance with GAAP (Generally Accepted Accounting Principles)
and PSAS (Public Sector Accounting Standards).

Please note that the attached 2019 Financial Statements are not on letterhead or signed by the
auditors or RDOS representatives. Canadian Audit Standards requires the auditors to keep the
audit file open until the Board has received and taken ownership of the financial statements.
Ownership transfers with the passing of the above noted resolution. The attached document is the
proposed final 2019 Financial Statements and once accepted by the Board, the document will
include the appropriate letterhead and signatures of the auditors and RDOS representatives

Https://Portal.Rdos.Bc.Ca/Departments/Officeofthecao/Boardreports/2020/20200618/Board Reports/E.1.A Admin Report - RDOS

Audited Statements.Docx File No: Click here to enter

text.
Page 1 of 2



s

RIDIOS)

OKANAGAN-
SIMILKAMEEN

Respectfully submitted:

“John Kurvink, Manager of Finance/CFO”
J. Kurvink, Finance Manager
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SUMMARY

Our audit and therefore this report will not necessarily identify all matters that may be of interest to the Board of Directors in fulfilling its responsibilities.

This report has been prepared solely for the use of the Board of Directors and should not be distributed without our prior consent. Consequently, we

accept no responsibility to a third party that uses this communication.

B Status of the Audit

As of the date of this report, we have substantially completed our audit
of the 2019 consolidated financial statements, pending completion of
the following items:

> Receipt of signed management representation letter

» Subsequent events review through to financial statement approval
date

» Approval of consolidated financial statements by the Board of
Directors

We conducted our audit in accordance with Canadian generally
accepted auditing standards. The objective of our audit was to obtain
reasonable, not absolute, assurance about whether the consolidated
financial statements are free from material misstatement. See
Appendix A for our independent auditor’s report.

The scope of the work performed was substantially the same as that
described in our Planning Report to the Board of Directors dated
February 21, 2020.

ﬁ Materiality

nl]l] As communicated to you in our Planning Report to the Board of
Directors, preliminary materiality was $1,000,000. Final materiality
remained unchanged from our preliminary assessment.

@ Audit Findings

Our audit focused on the risks specific to your business and key
accounts. Our discussion points below focus on areas of significant risks
of material misstatement, or the following item(s):

» Risk of Management Override of Controls
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@ Internal Control Matters

We are required to report to you in writing, any significant deficiencies
in internal control that we have identified. The specifics of this
communication are included in our report below.

@ Independence

Our annual letter confirming our independence was previously provided
to you. We know of no circumstances that would cause us to amend
the previously provided letter.

@7 Adjusted and Unadjusted Differences

We have disclosed all significant adjusted and unadjusted differences
and disclosure omissions identified through the course of our audit
engagement. Each of these items has been discussed with management.

We confirm that there are no unadjusted differences to report to the
Board of Directors.
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000
m]lm[l]]] Management Representations

During the course of our audit, management made certain
representations to us. These representations were verbal or written and
therefore explicit, or they were implied through the consolidated
financial statements. Management provided representations in response
to specific queries from us, as well as unsolicited representations. Such
representations were part of the evidence gathered by us to be able to
draw reasonable conclusions on which to base our audit opinion. These
representations were documented by including in the audit working
papers memoranda of discussions with management and written
representations received from management.

A summary of the representation we have requested from management
is set out in the representation letter included in Appendix C to the
report.

@ Fraud Discussion

Through our planning process, and current and prior years’ audits, we
have developed an understanding of your oversight processes. We are
not currently aware of any fraud affecting the Regional District.

If you are aware of changes to processes or are aware of any instances
of actual, suspected or alleged fraud affecting the Regional District
since our discussions held at planning, we request that you provide us
with this information.

Please refer to the Auditor’s Responsibilities for Detecting Fraud in the
Planning Report to the Board of Directors.
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AUDIT FINDINGS

As part of our ongoing communications with you, we are required to have a discussion on our views about significant qualitative aspects of the Regional
District's accounting practices, including accounting policies, accounting estimates and financial statement disclosures. In order to have a frank and open

discussion, these matters will be discussed verbally with you. A summary of the key discussion points are as follows:

SIGNIFICANT RISKS OF
MATERIAL RISKS NOTED AUDIT FINDINGS
MISSTATEMENT

Management Override of A potential risk of material misstatement We conducted the procedures set out in our planning letter in order to reduce

Internal Controls was raised in our audit file for the the risk of material misstatement to a sufficient level and it was assessed that
potential of misstatement related to based on the testing performed; no instances of management override was
management override of controls. determined during the year.

Canadian Audit Standards require that
auditors must perform audit procedures to
address this risk.
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INTERNAL CONTROL MATTERS

During the course of our audit, we performed the following procedures
with respect to the Regional District’s internal control environment:

» Documented operating systems to assess the design and
implementation of control activities that were relevant to the audit.
» Discussed and considered potential audit risks with management.

The results of these procedures were considered in determining the extent
and nature of substantive audit testing required.

We are required to report to you in writing, significant deficiencies in
internal control that we have identified during the audit. A significant

deficiency is defined as a deficiency or combination of deficiencies in
internal control that, in the auditor's professional judgment, is of sufficient
importance to merit the attention of those charged with governance.

As the purpose of the audit is for us to express an opinion on the Regional
District’s consolidated financial statements, our audit cannot be expected
to disclose all matters that may be of interest to you. As part of our work,
we considered internal control relevant to the preparation of the
consolidated financial statements such that we were able to design
appropriate audit procedures. This work was not for the purpose of
expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of internal control.

No control deficiencies were noted that, in our opinion, are of significant
importance to discuss with the Board of Directors.
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OTHER REQUIRED COMMUNICATIONS

Potential effect on the financial statements of any material risks and exposures, such as pending

litigation, that are required to be disclosed in the financial statements.

+BDO Response: There are no material contingencies that need to be disclosed in the consolidated
financial statements.

Material uncertainties related to events and conditions that may cast significant doubt on the entity's
ability to continue as a going concern.

*BDO Response: Per our analysis of management'’s going concern assessment, no going concern
uncertainty noted.

Disagreements with management about matters that, individually or in the aggregate, could be significant
to the entity's financial statements or our audit report.

«BDO Response: No disagreements were noted.

Matters involving non-compliance with laws and regulations.

+BDO Response: No matters involving non-compliance were noted.

Significant related party transactions that are not in the normal course of operations and which involve
significant judgments made by management concerning measurement or disclosure.

+BDO Response: No related party transactions were determined to be outside the normal course of
operations.

Management consultation with other accountants about significant auditing and accounting matters.

+BDO Response: No managment consultations with other accountants noted, other than those engaged
to provide audit services related to shared services entities with which the Regional District
participates.

Other Matters

*BDO Response: No other matters noted.

Professional standards require
independent auditors to
communicate with those charged
with governance certain matters in
relation to an audit. In addition to

the points communicated within this
letter, the attached table
summarizes these additional
required communications.
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Independent Auditor's Report

To the Board of Directors of Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen
Opinion

We have audited the consolidated financial statements of Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen (the "Regional
District”), which comprise the consolidated statement of financial position as at December 31, 2019, and the
consolidated statement of operations and accumulated surplus, the consolidated statement of change in net financial
assets and the consolidated statement of cash flows for the year then ended, and notes to the consolidated financial
statements, including a summary of significant accounting policies.

In our opinion, the accompanying consolidated financial statements present fairly, in all material respects, the
consolidated financial position of the Regional District as at December 31, 2019, and its consolidated results of
operations and accumulated surplus, its consolidated change in net financial assets, and its consolidated cash flows
for the year then ended in accordance with Canadian public sector accounting standards.

Basis for Opinion

We conducted our audit in accordance with Canadian generally accepted auditing standards. Our responsibilities
under those standards are further described in the Auditor's Responsibilities for the Audit of the Consolidated
Financial Statements section of our report. We are independent of the Regional District in accordance with the ethical
requirements that are relevant to our audit of the consolidated financial statements of Canada, and we have fulfilled
our other ethical responsibilities in accordance with these requirements. We believe that the audit evidence we have
obtained is sufficient and appropriate to provide a basis for our opinion.

Responsibilities of Management and Those Charged with Governance for the Consolidated Financial Statements

Management is responsible for the preparation and fair presentation of the consolidated financial statements in
accordance with Canadian public sector accounting standards, and for such internal control as management
determines is necessary to enable the preparation of consolidated financial statements that are free from material
misstatement, whether due to fraud or error.

In preparing the consolidated financial statements, management is responsible for assessing the Regional District's
ability to continue as a going concern, disclosing, as applicable, matters related to going concern and using the going
concern basis of accounting unless management either intends to liquidate the Regional District or to cease
operations, or has no realistic alternative but to do so.

Those charged with governance are responsible for overseeing the Regional District's financial reporting process.
Auditor’'s Responsibilities for the Audit of the Consolidated Financial Statements

Our objectives are to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the consolidated financial statements as a whole
are free from material misstatement, whether due to fraud or error, and to issue an auditor’s report that includes our
opinion. Reasonable assurance is a high level of assurance, but is not a guarantee that an audit conducted in
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accordance with Canadian generally accepted auditing standards will always detect a material misstatement when it
exists. Misstatements can arise from fraud or error and are considered material if, individually or in the aggregate,
they could reasonably be expected to influence the economic decisions of users taken on the basis of these
consolidated financial statements.

As part of an audit in accordance with Canadian generally accepted auditing standards, we exercise professional
judgment and maintain skepticism throughout the audit. We also:

e |dentify and assess the risks of material misstatement of the consolidated financial statements, whether due
to fraud or error, design and perform audit procedures responsive to those risks, and obtain audit evidence
that is sufficient and appropriate to provide a basis for our opinion. The risk of not detecting a material
misstatement resulting from fraud is higher than for one resulting from error, as fraud may involve collusion,
forgery, intentional omissions, misrepresentations, or the override of internal control.

e Obtain an understanding of internal control relevant to the audit in order to design audit procedures that are
appropriate in the circumstances, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of
the Regional District's internal control.

e Evaluate the appropriateness of accounting policies used and the reasonableness of accounting estimates and
related disclosures made by management.

e Conclude on the appropriateness of management's use of the going concern basis of accounting and, based on
the audit evidence obtained, whether a material uncertainty exists related to events or conditions that may
cast significant doubt on the Regional District’s ability to continue as a going concern. If we conclude that a
material uncertainty exists, we are required to draw attention in our auditor’s report to the related disclosures
in the consolidated financial statements or, if such disclosures are inadequate, to modify our opinion. Our
conclusions are based on the audit evidence obtained up to the date of our auditor's report. However, future
events or conditions may cause the Regional District to cease to continue as a going concern.

e Evaluate the overall presentation, structure and content of the consolidated financial statements, including
the disclosures, and whether the consolidated financial statements represent the underlying transactions and
events in a manner that achieves fair presentation.

e Obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence regarding the financial information of the entities or business
activities within the Regional District to express an opinion on the consolidated financial statements. We are
responsible for the direction, supervision and performance of the group audit. We remain solely responsible
for our audit opinion.

We communicate with those charged with governance regarding, among other matters, the planned scope and timing
of the audit and significant audit findings, including any significant deficiencies in internal control that we identify
during our audit.

Chartered Professional Accountants

BDO Coanada [LFP

Vernon, British Columbia
June 18, 2020
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APPENDIX B: INDEPENDENCE UPDATE
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June 18, 2020

Members of the Board of Directors
Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen

Dear Board of Directors Members:

We have been engaged to audit the consolidated financial statements of Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen
(the “Regional District”) for the year ended December 31, 2019.

Canadian generally accepted auditing standards (GAAS) require that we communicate at least annually with you
regarding all relationships between the Regional District and our Firm that, in our professional judgment, may
reasonably be thought to bear on our independence.

In determining which relationships to report, these standards require us to consider relevant rules and related
interpretations prescribed by the appropriate provincial institute/order and applicable legislation, covering such
matters as:

« Holding a financial interest, either directly or indirectly in a client;

» Holding a position, either directly or indirectly, that gives the right or responsibility to exert significant
influence over the financial or accounting policies of a client;

« Personal or business relationships of immediate family, close relatives, partners or retired partners, either
directly or indirectly, with a client;

o Economic dependence on a client; and
« Provision of services in addition to the audit engagement.

We have prepared the following comments to facilitate our discussion with you regarding independence matters
arising since February 21, 2020, the date of our last letter.

We have provided assistance in the preparation of the consolidated financial statements, including adjusting journal
entries and/or bookkeeping services. These services created a self-review threat to our independence since we
subsequently expressed an opinion on whether the consolidated financial statements presented fairly, in all
material respects, the financial position, results of operations and cash flows of the Regional District in accordance
with Accounting Standard for Not-for-Profit Organizations.

We, therefore, required that the following safeguards be put in place related to the above:

e Management provided us with a trial balance and draft consolidated financial statements, including notes, prior
to completion of our audit.

e Management created the source data for all the accounting entries.

¢ Management developed any underlying assumptions required with respect to the accounting treatment and
measurement of the entries.

e Management reviewed advice and comments provided and undertook their own analysis considering the
Society’s circumstances and generally accepted accounting principles.

¢ Management reviewed and approved all journal entries prepared by us, as well as changes to financial
statement preparation and disclosure.

13
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e Someone other than the preparer reviewed the proposed journal entries and financial statements.

We hereby confirm that we are independent with respect to the Regional District within the meaning of the Code of
Professional Conduct of the Chartered Professional Accountants of British Columbia as of June 18, 2020.

This letter is intended solely for the use of the Board of Directors, management and others within the Regional
District and should not be used for any other purposes.

Yours truly,
BDO Canada [LFP

Chartered Professional Accountants

14
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Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen
101 Martin Street
Penticton, BC
V2A 5J9

June 18, 2020

BDO Canada LLP

Chartered Professional Accountants
202 - 2706 30th Avenue

Vernon, BC

V1T 2B6

This representation letter is provided in connection with your audit of the financial statements of
Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen for the year ended December 31, 2019, for the purpose of
expressing an opinion as to whether the financial statements are presented fairly, in all material
respects, in accordance with Canadian public sector accounting standards.

We confirm that to the best of our knowledge and belief, having made such inquiries as we considered
necessary for the purpose of appropriately informing ourselves:

Financial Statements

We have fulfilled our responsibilities, as set out in the terms of the audit engagement dated January
11, 2018, for the preparation of the financial statements in accordance with Canadian public sector
accounting standards; in particular, the financial statements are fairly presented in accordance
therewith.

e Significant assumptions used by us in making accounting estimates, including those measured at
fair value, are reasonable.

e Related party relationships and transactions have been appropriately accounted for and
disclosed in accordance with the requirements of Canadian public sector accounting standards.

e All events subsequent to the date of the financial statements and for which Canadian public
sector accounting standards require adjustment or disclosure have been adjusted or disclosed.

e The financial statements of the entity use appropriate accounting policies that have been
properly disclosed and consistently applied.

e To the extent that our normal procedures and controls related to our financial statement close
process at any of our locations were adversely impacted by the COVID-19 outbreak, we took
appropriate actions and safeguards to reasonably ensure the fair presentation of the financial
statements in accordance with Public Sector Accounting Standards.

e Other than as disclosed in Note 22 to the financial statements, no other impacts from the
COVID-19 outbreak are necessary to be reflected in the financial statements.

e Disclosures included in the financial statements regarding the relevant significant business,
financial, and reporting impacts of the COVID-19 outbreak accurately reflect management’s full
consideration of such impacts.

e The effects of uncorrected misstatements are immaterial, both individually and in the
aggregate, to the financial statements as a whole. A list of the uncorrected misstatements is
attached to the representation letter.

¢ We have reviewed and approved all journal entries recommended by the practitioners during
the audit. A list of the journal entries is attached to the representation letter.



Information Provided

We have provided you with:

e access to all information of which we are aware that is relevant to the preparation of the
financial statements, such as records, documentation and other matters;

e additional information that you have requested from us for the purpose of the audit; and

e unrestricted access to persons within the entity from whom you determined it necessary to
obtain audit evidence.

We are responsible for the design, implementation and maintenance of internal controls to
prevent, detect and correct fraud and error, and have communicated to you all deficiencies in
internal control of which we are aware.

All transactions have been recorded in the accounting records and are reflected in the financial
statements.

We have disclosed to you all known instances of non-compliance or suspected non-compliance
with laws and regulations whose effects should be considered when preparing the financial
statements.

We have disclosed to you the identity of the entity’s related parties and all the related party
relationships and transactions of which we are aware.

Fraud and Error

We have disclosed to you the results of our assessment of the risk that the financial statements
may be materially misstated as a result of fraud.

We have disclosed to you all information in relation to fraud or suspected fraud that we are
aware of and that affects the entity and involves:

e management;
¢ employees who have significant roles in internal control; or
e others where the fraud could have a material effect on the financial statements.

We have disclosed to you all information in relation to allegations of fraud, or suspected fraud,
affecting the entity’s financial statements communicated by employees, former employees,
analysts, regulators, or others.

General Representations

Where the value of any asset has been impaired, an appropriate provision has been made in the
financial statements or has otherwise been disclosed to you.

We have provided you with significant assumptions that in our opinion are reasonable and
appropriately reflect our intent and ability to carry out specific courses of action on behalf of
the entity when relevant to the use of fair value measurements or disclosures in the financial
statements.

Except as disclosed in the financial statements, there have been no changes to title, control
over assets, liens or assets pledged as security for liabilities or collateral.



e The entity has complied with all provisions in its agreements related to debt and there were no
defaults in principal or interest, or in the covenants and conditions contained in such
agreements.

e There have been no plans or intentions that may materially affect the recognition,
measurement, presentation or disclosure of assets and liabilities (actual and contingent).

e The nature of all material uncertainties have been appropriately measured and disclosed in the
financial statements, including all estimates where it is reasonably possible that the estimate
will change in the near term and the effect of the change could be material to the financial
statements.

e There were no direct contingencies or provisions (including those associated with guarantees or
indemnification provisions), unusual contractual obligations nor any substantial commitments,
whether oral or written, other than in the ordinary course of business, which would materially
affect the financial statements or financial position of the entity, except as disclosed in the
financial statements.

Other Representations Where the Situation Exists

e We have informed you of all known actual or possible litigation and claims, whether or not they
have been discussed with legal counsel. Since there are no actual, outstanding or possible
litigation and claims, no disclosure is required in the financial statements.

Yours truly,

Signature Position

Signature Position



Regional District of Okanagan-Sim

0.10

Year End: December 31, 2019 Prepared by Detail Rev Gen Rev Quality Rev
Journal Entries JT 05/25/2020
Date: 01/12/1999 To 12/31/2019 4th Level Rev Tax Rev IS Audit Rev Other Rev
Account No: 1 To PY7
Number Date Name Account No Reference Debit Credit
1 12/31/2019 FUNDED SICK TIME LIABILITY - MGMT 1-4-0000-5800 CC. 07 183,683.42
1 12/31/2019 FUNDED SICK TIME RESERVE - MGMT 1-4-0000-7019 CC. 07 183,683.42
To reallocate management sick time
as a reserve.
2 12/31/2019 OLIVER LANDFILL CLOSURE EXPENSE 2-2-3000-5000 APT HH. 01.0¢ 11,639.00
2 12/31/2019 KEREMEOS LANDFILL CLOSURE EXPENSE 2-2-3400-5000 APT HH. 01.0¢ 50,648.00
2 12/31/2019 CMLF LANDFILL CLOSURE EXPENSE 2-2-3500-5000 APT HH. 01.0¢ 15,967.00
2 12/31/2019 OK FALLS LANDFILL CLOSURE EXPENSE 2-2-3501-5000 APT HH. 01.0¢ 21,505.00
2 12/31/2019 LANDFILL LIABILITY OLIVER 2-4-3000-5000 APT HH. 01.0¢ 11,639.00
2 12/31/2019 LANDFILL LIABILITY KEREMEOS 2-4-3400-5000 APT HH. 01.0¢ 50,648.00
2 12/31/2019 LANDFILL LIABILITY CMLF 2-4-3500-5000 APT HH. 01.0¢ 15,967.00
2 12/31/2019 LANDFILL LIABILITY OK FALLS 2-4-3501-5000 APT HH. 01.0¢ 21,505.00
To record current year landfill
liability expense.
3 12/31/2019 GAS TAX FUNDING 1-1-0300-