REGIONAL DISTRICT OF NANAIMO
REGULAR BOARD MEETING
TUESDAY, AUGUST 13, 2002
(immediately following Hospital Board meeting)

(City of Nanaimo Council Chambers)

AGENDA

PAGES

1. CALL TO ORDER

2. DELEGATIONS
10 Denis Cuerrier, re Composting of Biosolids Contract Awarded to Malaspina

College.

3 BOARD MINUTES

11-19 Minutes of the Board meeting held on Tuesday, July 9, 2002

4, BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINCUTES
L COMMUNICATIONS/CORRESPONDENCE

20-21 Jim Thotm, North Central Municipat Association, re BC Government Energy
Policy lssues.

B, UNFINISHED BUSINESS
Bylaw Adoption.

22-23 Bylaw No. 500.286 - Amendment to Home Based Business Operations - EA's
'AL'CL D 'EL "G and 'HY. (All Directors except EA 'B' - One Vote)

24.29 OCP/Zoning Amendment Bylaws for E & N Railway Corridor - Bylaw
No.1240.01, 1143.02, 97462, 1118.03, 814,07, 111502, 1(07.03 & 500,283
(All Directors except EA 'B' - One Vote)

Bylaw No. 12993 - Paridand Acquisition Security [ssuing Bylaw - Area B. (All
Drirectors - Weighted Vote)

Bylaw No. 1089.02 - French Creek Bulk Water Local Service Area Developmont
Cost Charge Boundary Amendment Bylaw - Area G. (All Directors — One Vote)

7. STANDING COMMITTEE, SELECT COMMITTEE AND COMMISSION
MINUTES AND RECOMMENDATIONS
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(I} ELECTORAL AREA PLANNING STANDING COMMITTEE

Minutes of the regular Eiectoral Arca Planning Committee meeting held July 23,
2002, (for information)

PLANNING
DEVELOPMENT PERMIT APPLICATIONS

D?P Application No. 023% - Thompson — 4619 Maple Guard Drive — Area H.
{Electoral Area Directors except EA B’ - One Vote)

That Development Permit Appiication No. 0239, to consiruct o dweiling wnit and
fa recognize the siting of existing retaining works, accessory building and sepiic
system and to convert an existing cabin in an accessory building within the
Hazard Londs Development Permit drea pursuant to the Shaw Hill-Deep Bay
Official Compmumity Plan Bvlaw No. 1007, 1996, for the property legally
described as Lot 35, Disgrict Lot 40, Newcastle District, Plan 16121, submitted
Ay Duvid and Sandra Thompson, be approved subject to the conditions and
variances outlined in Schedules Nos. 1, 2, 3 & 4 and subject ta notification
reguirements purstiant {o the Local Guvernment Act.

DP Application Na, 0240 - PG Thomson on behalf of Hunt — 2399 Andover Road
- Arez E. {Electoral Area Directors except EA 'B' - One Vote)

Thar Develupment Permit Application No. 0240 submitted by PG Thomson, on
behatf of G. and B. Humt, to construct a portion of a new dwelling wnit, attached
deck, and lundscape works within a Watercourse Protection Development
Permic drea on the properiy fegally described ay Lot 55, District Lot 78,
Nanoose District, Plan 47638, be approved, subject to the conditions outlined in
Schedules No. ! and 2 of the corresponding staff report.

DF Application No. 0242 — Stesco — 3478 Grilse Road — Area E. {Electoral Area
Directors except EA 'R’ - One Yote)

That Development Permit Application No. 0242, submitied by Steven Stesco and
Roberta Stesca, 1o legolize the existing stairway and deck structure within a
Watercourse Protection Development Permit Area and vary the minimum
permitted setback from the fop of a slope from 8.0 metres to 0.0 metres for the
property legatly described as Lor 69, District Lot 78, Nanoose Districr, Plan
13983, be approved, subject to the conditions as outlined in Schedule Nos. 1, 2
and 3 and subject to notification requirements pursuant to the Local Government
Act
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DP Application No. 0243 — Gibson & Brosz — Horne Lake Caves Road — Area H.
{Electoral Area Directors except EA'B’ - One Vote)

That Development Permit Application No. 0243 to vary the minimum sethack
requirements of the Comprehensive Development $ (CD9) zone of 8 meires from
the natural boundury of Horae Lake to a minimum of 0 metres for the stairs, and
a minimum af 2.0 metres for the deck and recreational residence, to legalize the
incation of an exisiing recreutional residence and other existing and proposed
construction within an Environmentally Sensitive Areas Development Permit
Area on the property legafly described ax Strata Lot 60, District Lot 251, Alberni
District, Plan VISSI160, be approved and thaf the application be referred back to
staff to develop conditions of approval,

DP Application No. 0230 — Rvan — Horne Lake Caves Road — Area H. {Electoral
Area Directors except EA 'B - One Vote)

That Development Permit Application No. 0230, submitted by Dennis and
Florence Ryan, to vary the maximum floor area of the main floor of the
recreational residence from 70 m? to 78 m pursuant to the Regional District of
Neanaimo Land Use and Subdivision Bylaw No. 500, 1987, ta permit the
siructural alteration fo construct a permanent fowmdation of an existing
recréational residence and deck within the Environmentally Sensitive Areas
Development Permit Avea on the property legally deseribed as Strata Lot 93,
District Lot 251, Alberni District, Plan VIS5160, be approved, subject to the
reguirements outlined in Schedules No. 1, 2 and 3,

DEVELOPMENT VARIANCE PERMIT APPLICATIONS

Development Variance Permit Application No, 0215 — Mengual — 2955 Anchor
Way — Area E, (Electoral Area Directors except EA 'B' - One Vote)

Yhat Development Variance Permit dpplication No. 0215, to relax the minimum
rear fot fine sethback requirements from 2.0 metres to 0.0 metres to accommodate
the construction of « retaining wall and to relax the minimum frone lot line
sethack reguivemert from 8.0 metres fo 08! metres fo accommodote the
construction of twe driveway entrance piliars, as shown on Attachment No. 1 be
approved, subject to the conditions outlined in Schedule Nos. I, 2 and 3 and the
notification reguirements pursuant o the Local Government Aet.

Develupment Variance Permit Application No. 0216 — Buffie - 6293 West 1sland
Highway — Area H, (Electoral Area Directors except EA 'B' - One Vote)

That Development Variance Permit Applicarion No. 0216 to vary the minimum
sethack reguirement from 8.0 metres horizonial distance from the stream
centeriine of the back channe!l of Nash Creek to a minimum of 8.7 metres and to
vary the minimum setback distonce from 18.0 metres horizontal distance from
the stream centerline of the main charmel of Nash Creek to 16.9 metres for a
butlding envelope to locate a dwelling wiit fur the property legally deveribed as
Lot 10 District Lot 21, Newcaytle District, Plan 11567 be approved as outtined
in Uprion B of the ytaff report subject to the reguirements outlined in Schedules
Mo § 2 and 3.
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7.0 COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE STANDING COMMITTEE

33-37 Minutes of the regular Committee of the Whole Committee meeting held July 23,
2002, {for mformation)

COMMUNICATIONS/CORRESPONDENCE

Gerald Berry, City of Nanaimo, re Firefighting Coverage for Properties Outside
of Muonicipal Boundaries. {Afll Directors - One Vote)

That the correspondence received from the Uity of Nanaimo with respect v
firefighting coverage for properties located outside Municipal boundaries, be
recefved -

Rob Roycrofi, City of Parksville, re Port Theatre. (All Directors - One Vote)

That the correspondence received from the City of Parksville with respect to the
Port Theatre s funding request, he received.

Sandra Keddy, Town of Qualicum Beach, re Port Theatre. {All Directors - One
Vote)

That the correspondence received from the Town of Qualicum Beach with respect
to the Port Theatre's funding request, be received,

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
BUTLIMNG INSPECTION
Section 780 Filings. {All Directors - One Yote)

That a notice be filed against the tile of the property listed, pursuart 1o Section
700 of the Local Govermment Act and that if the infractions are nof rectified
within ninety (90) doys, legal action will be pursued:

faj Lot 7, Block 6, Section 16, Range {, Plan 2041 Cedar Land District, 2151
Huolden Corse Road, Electoral Area "4, owned by W. Taylor & R Kulai;

th) Lot 26, Section I8 Plan 21386, Gabriola Island, Nanaimo Land Districi,
661 Caflagher Way, Efectaral Avea 'B’, owned by R Pitre;

fej Lot 11, Block 18, District Lot 78, Plan 1694, Nancose & Neweastle Land
Dristricty, 940 Bennett Road, Electoral Area "G, owned by R & G. Smith.

PLANNING

Community Identification Sign - Qualicnm River Estates — Corcan Road —
Area F. (All Directors except EA "R’ - One Vote)

That the request io recogmize the "Qualicum River Estates’ name and area us
“distinct community” within the Regionol District for the purpose of meeting
Minisiry of Transportation criteria to place an enfrance sign within the Corcan
Road right-of-way be supported.
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COMMUNITY SERVICES
RECREATION & PARKS
Beach Access Tmprovements — Area G. (All Directors - One Vote}
That the Regional Board divect staff to proceed with the permit applicarion o
Minisory of Transportation for a .65 ha waterfront property (identified a3 road
on Plan No. 22200, registered in 1969) in Colfumbia Beach, and the subsequemt

improvements outlined above.,

Project Monitor Agreement with City of Nanaimo for District 6% Muoltiplex
Arena. {All Directors - Weighled Vate)

That the Board approve entering Into an goreement with the City of Nunaime i
use Mr. Lyle Percevaudt as Profect Monitor for the Diswict 69 Multiplex Arema
Frofect.

Gabriola Island RBegional Park — Name Change — Descanso Bay Regional Park.
{All Directors - Ong Yolg)

Thar the new regional park on Gabriola [sland be named " Descanso Bay
Regionul Park”.

TRANSIT
Nanuaimo City Centre Transit Exchange Review. {All Directors - One Vote)

That the report on the Nonaimo City Cenive Tranyit Exchanye Review be received
Jor information.

Malaspina College/Downtown Nanaimo Transit Linkage, (City of Nanaimo and
Clectoral Areas A & D - Weighted Vore)

i, That Nanaimo Regional Tramsit provide a shutile berween downtown

Nanaimo and Malaspina University College from August 16 * to Decemper
20* 2002,

2. That the marketing costs for the development of this shuttle will primaorily be
the responsihility of the Dowmntown Nanaimo Portnership,

OTHER
Green’s Landing Wharf — Lease Extension, {All Directors - Weighted Vote)
That the Regional District of Namaimo requesis fram Public Works &

Government Services Canada an extension of the temporary lease of the Green's
Landing Wharf frum September 30, 2002 to March 31, 2003,
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CORPORATE SERVICER
ADMINISTRATION

2002 Local Government Elections — Appointment of CEQ & DCEQ. (Al
Biirectors - One Vole)

That Carnl Mason, (eneral Manager, Corporate Services, be appoinied as the
Chief Election Officer and Maureen Pearse, Manager of Adminisiration Services,
be appuinted v the Deputy Chief Election Officer for the purpose of conducting
the November 14, 2002 local government electinns and referendums.
SPECIAL EVENT/SPECIAL OCCASION APPLICATIONS
Status Reports (for information). (All Directors - One Vote)

That the Special Event/Speciad Occasion Applications Status Reports be received
Sfor information.

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
COMMISSION, ADVISORY & SELECT COMMITTEE
District 6% Recreation Commission. {All Directors - One Vote)

Thar the minutes of the District 69 Recreation Commission meeting held July 11,
2002, be received for information.

That the recommendatinns stated in the Recreation and Parks 2003 Fees and
Charses report he veferved back to staff fo imvestigate g phasing in option in
ennsultation with the Parksville Golden (ldies Sparts Association.

That ofl recommendations brought forward from the District 69 Recreation
{ommission s meeting of July 11, 2002, be referred back to staff.

BUSINESS ARISING FROM DELEGATIONS OR COMMUNICATIONS

Concept Plan Proposal — Block 564 - Texada Land Corperation. (All Directors
except EA 'R’ - One Yote)

Thet siaff be divected to bring forward a report 10 the next Board meeting (August
13, 2002) outlining the necessary amendments to the Growth Munagement DPlan
to comsider a proposal submitted by Texada Land Corporation for Block 564.

Proposed Amendments t¢ Roard Remuneration. (Report attached for information)
{All Directors - One Vote)

That the report with respect to proposed amendments to Board Remuneration be
recefved and that the following recommendations of the Board Remuneration
Committee with respect fo Syvlaws 1078 and 1317 be upproved:

Bylaw 1078, (Al Directors - One Yote - 2/1)

1. That the foltowing recommendations of the Baard Remuneration Commitiee with
respect to Bylaw 178 be approved as presented:
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Base Remuneration

) That the base remuneration be defined as remuneration for up to 3 meetings
per month,

thl  Thet the base rate of remuneration remain af 87,940 for the next three years.

e That the Chairperson s aflowance be adiusted by 2% for 2003, und by the
Vancouver CPf as af November 307 {effective in December) in 2004 and
2003

Mileage reimbursements

fd) That Section 30 be amended ta read © ditendance af meelings pursticnt
tu o regueest from Regional District staff when the meeting occurs outside the
mmember s jurisdiction

Meeting Per diems

fe;  That a rate of 3100 be established for “Other Business” meetings which last
wrre than half a day.

() That the definition of Committee Chair for the purposes of Scheduled
Standing Committee per diem rates include the Chalrperson of o Public
Hearing or Public Information Mzeting.

Travel per diems:

fu) That a flat dailv per diem allowance of 360 be paid for attendunces af
UBCM, AVICC and FCM. No medl per diems wifl be paid for these
conference atfendances.

2. That the "Regiomal District of Nanwimo Bogrd and Committee Member
Remuneration, Expenses und Benefits (Al Directors) Amendment Bylaw
No. 1078.04, 2002" be introduced for first three readings.

3. Thatr the “Reviomai District of Nanaime Board ond Committee Member
Remuneraiion, Expenses and Benefits (All Directors) Amendment Bplaw No.
07804, 20027 having received three readings be adopted.

Bylaw 1317. (Electoral Area Directors - Weighted Vote - 2/3)

1. That the following recommendations of the Board Remuneration Comprittes with
respect to Bylaw 1317 be approved ay presentad:

Rerional Allowance

Gy That the base allowance be increased by 3200 for 2002/3,

(b That the pase allowance be adiusted by the Vancouver CPIas at November
30tk feffective in December) in 2003/4 and 2004/5.

to) That a rate of 45 per capita be coleuiated for populations exceeding 5,000
and that the per capita adjustment be fixed until the next census
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4. Yhat "Regional District of Nenuimo Buard Remnmeration and Expenses
(Electoral Areay Onlvl Bvlow Noo 1317, 2002 be imtroduced for first three
recdings.,

=

That “Regional District of Nanaimo Board Remunerarion and Expenses
{Electoral Areas Only) Bylaw No. 1317, 2002 having received three readings
be adopted

7.{01} EXECUTIVE STANDING COMMITTEE
7{TV} COMMISSION

TV} SCHEDULED STANDING, ADVISORY STANDING AND SELECT
COMMITTEE REPORTS

(. Holme, re Beard Appointment to the Project Committee for the Vancouver
[sland Generation Project. (Yerbal)

Project Committee for the Yancouver Island Generation Project - Director Elliott
{Verbal Uipdate}

8. ADMINISTRATOR'S REPORT
60-62 Operating Results to June 30, 2002, (Al Directors - One Vote)

63-65 Contravention of Unsightly Premises Regulatory Bylaw No. 1073 - Pitre - 661
Gallagher Way - Area B. {All Directors - One Vote)

66-78 Development Permit Application Mo, 0243 - Gibson and Brosz - Horne Lake
Caves Road - Area Fl. {Electorat Area Dirgectors except EA B - One Vote)

79-84 Approach Path Zoning for the Wanaimo Airport - Area A (Electoral Area
Drirectors except EA B’ - One Vote)

B3-100 Vancouver [sfand Generation Praject and Environment Assessment Review - All
Electoral Areas {All Directors - One Vote)

101-114 Regional Growth Strategy Byvlaw No. 1309 - Texada Land Corporation Block 54
Development Proposal. {All Ditectors except EA 'B' - One Yote)

0. ADDENDUM

11). BUSINESS ARISING FROM DELEGATIONS OR COMMUNICATIONS
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NEW BUSINESS
Chartwell/Sandpiper Water Supply - Director Stanhope. {Verbal)
Representation at Meetings - Director Sperling. (Verbal)
Yancouver Island Generation Project - Director Elliott. (Verbal)
BOARD INFORMATION (Separate enclosure on blue paper)
ADJOURNMENT

IN CAMERA
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Burgoyne, Linda

From: Denis Cuerrier [deuermier@shaw ca]
Sent: Faday, July 28, 2002 3:56 PM

To: Burgayne, Linda

Subject: Request for Deleguation

| would Lke to request special Delegation to make a 10 minutes presantation to the next Board of Directors mesting scheduted
for August 13th, 2002

The purpose of my delegation requsst is to ask that the Board cancel there contract with the Malispina University

CO"EQE. This contract was awarded recently by the RDN for the compasting of Biosolids. The Malispina Collegeis a
publicly funded entity and should not be entitled to compete with private sector. The College has an unfair advantage ower
private companies. '

Malispina College do not offer any Composting Education Program. | have comfirmed it with the Callege.
- The bottom line is clear and simple. The RON must sever their relationship immidiately.

Thank youl

Denis Cuerrier

2652002



MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARTD
OF THE REGIONAL DISTRICT OF NANATMO HELD ON
TUESDAY, JULY 9, 2002, AT 7:30 PM IN THE
NANAIMO CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS

Present:

Also in Attendance:

REGIONAL DISTRICT OF NANAIMO

Director G. Holme
Dhirector L. Elliott
Director B. Sperling

Director E. Hamilton _

Ditector D, Haime
Directer J. MeLean
Drirector J. Stanhope
Directar R. Quittenton
Director 1. Macdonald
Director T. Westbroek
Alternate

Drector B. Cantelon
Director G, Korpan
Director L. Sherry
Alternate

Director §. Lance
Prirector .. MoNakb
Directar B, Holdom

K. Daniels
B. Lapham
1. Finnie

b, Pearse
M. Donnetly
N. Tonn

SPECIAL PRESENTATION

Chairperson
Electoral Area A
Electoral Area B
Electoral Arga C
LElectoral Area D
Electoral Area F
Electoral Area G
Electoral Area H
City of Parksville

Town of Qualicum Beach

City of Nanaime
City of Nanaimo
City of Nanaimo

City of Nanaime
City of Manaimo
City of Nanaimao

Chief Administrative Officer

Gen. Mgr. of Deveiopment Services
Gen. Mgr. of Environmental Services
Manager of Administrative Services
Manager of Transportation Services
Recording Secretary

Presentation of a Certificate of Commendation to Per Humle by George Holme, Chairperson, on

behalf of Her Excellency the Right Honourable Adrienne Clarkson, Governor General.

The Chairperson presented a Centificate of Commendation 10 Mr. Humle on behalf of the Governor
General for his selfless actions in coming to the rescue of an individual following a vehicle accident on

November 22, 2001.
DELEGATIONS

Dnvid- Flzig, Combined Forest Holdings, re Request for Acceptance of Cash in Lieu of Park Land —
Church & Yalley Roads — Area F,

Mr. Flaig provided a short history of the application for subdivision by Combined Forest Holdings and

urged the Board to accept the application for cash in-liew-of park land dedication as the subdivision
application commenced prior to the adoption of the Area *F’ OCP.

v?@
Ty
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Phil Robertson, re DVP Application No. 0214 - Intracorp/Fairwinds — Arbutus Hills Development -
Area E.

Mr. Robertson speaking on behalf of a number of residents on Andover Road, spoke in opposition to
CVP Application No. 0214, Mr. Robertson noted, however, that consultation with a representative of the
applicant is ongoing.

LATE DELEGATIONS

MOVED Diirector Stanhope, SECONDED Director MceNabh, that the following late delegations be
permitted to address the Board.
. CARRIED

David Stalker, re Development Variance Permit No. (211 - Kosak — 3043 Jameson Road — Area D.

Mr. Stalker spoke in opposition to Development Variance Permit appllc&tmn No. 0211, citing his
concerns with a 1.44 metre lot line.

Wanda Kosak, re Development Variance Permit No. 0211 — Kosak — 3043 Jameson Road — Area D,

Ms. Kosak addressed some of the previous delegatmn s concerns and urged the Board to approve DVP
Application No, 0211,

Helen S5ims, re Development Yariance Permit Application No. 0214 — Intracorp/Fairwinds -
Arbutus Hills Development — Area E.

Ms. Sims noted her client’s wish to work with the neighbours with respect to their concerns regarding Lot
25, and requested that the application for development variance for Lot 23 be held in abeyance for thirty
days and that approval for the remaining lots be approved. Ms. 5ims zlso noted that a single level
dwelling would be proposed for Lot 26, .

MOVED Director Sherry, SECONDED Director MeLean, that the delegations be received.
CARRIED

BOARD MINLTES

MOVED Director Sherry, SECONDED Director Korpan, that the minmtes of the regular Board meeting
held on June 11, 2002 and the Special Board meeting held on Tussday, June 25, 2602 be adopied.

CARRIED
COMMUNICATIONS/CORRESPONDENCE

Se¢ott Tanoer, re Community Bonds.

MOVED Director Korpan, SECONDED Director Westbroek, that the correspondence received from
Scott Tanner with respect to the Community Bond as an alternative to conventional debenture harrowing,

be received.
CARRIED

George Koutris, re Development Variance Permit Application No. 0214 — Intracorp/Fairwinds —
Arbutus Hills Development — Area E.

MOVED Director Korpan, SECONDED Director Westbroek, that the correspondence fcce:[vad from
George Koutris with respect to Development Varfance Permit Application No. 0214 be received.

CARBRIED
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LNFINISHED BUSINESS
From the Board Meeting held June 11, 2042,
Development Variance Permit Application No. 0211 - Kosak - 3043 Jamesonr Road - Area D.

MOVED Director Haime, SECONDED Director McLean, that Development Variance Permit Application
No. 0211, submitted by Wanda Kosak tor the property legally described as Lot 1, Section 12, Range 3,
Mountain District, Plan 38230, to vary a lot line from 8.0 metres to 1.44 metres, be approved, subject to
notification requirements persuant to the Local Government Act.

CARRIED
Publi¢c Hearing,

Minutes of the Public Hearing held June 19, 2002 with respect to Bylaw No. 500.286 — Amendment
to Home Based Business Operations — Areas A, C, D, F, G and H.

MOVED Director Stanhope, SECONDED Director Quittenton, that the minntes of the Public Hearing
held Wednesday, June 19, 2002 as a result of public notification of “Regional District of Nanaimo Land
Use and Subdivision Bylaw Amendment Bylaw No. 500.286, 2002*, be received.

: : CAREIED

MOVED Director Stanhope, SECONDED Director Quittentor, that “Regional District of Manaimo Land
Use and Subdivision Bylaw Amendment Bylaw No. 500.286, 2602” be given 3™ reading and be referred
to the Ministry of Transportation for approval.
' ' CARRIED

STANDING COMMITTEE, SELECT COMMITTEE AND COMMISSION MINUTES AND
RECOMMENDATIONS

ELECTORAL AREA PLANNING STANDING COMMITTEE

MOVED Director Hamilton, SECONDED Director Haime, that the minutes of the regular Flectoral Area
Planning Committee meeting held June 25, 2002, be received for information.

CARRIED
PLANNING

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT APPLICATIONS

DP Application No, 0235 - M. Salmon on Behalf of Wilcox — Strata Lot 5%, Horne Lake Caves Road
— Area H. .

MOVED Director Quitienton, SECONDED Director Hamilton, that Development Permit Application No.
1235 be approved subject 1o the conditions set out in Schedule Nos. 1 and 2 of the corresponding staff
report and the notification requirements pursuant (o the Local Government Act.

CARRIED
DF Application No. 1236 -~ Roy — 3379 Blueback Drive - Area E.

MOVED Director Hamilton, SECONDED Director Stanhope, that Development Permit Application No.
(236, submitted by Fern Road Consulting, Agent, on behalf of Louise Roy, to facilitate the construction
of (1) an addition to a single dwelling unit within the Development Permit Area and (2) a stairweli to
access the foreshore by varying the minimum permitted setback to the natural boundary of the ocean for
the stairwell, within the Residential 1 {RS1) zone from 8.0 meires to 0.0 metres for the property legally
described as Lot 25, District Lot 78, Nancose District, Plan 15983, be approved, subject to conditions as
cutlined in Schedule No. 1 and subject to notification requirements pursuant to the Local Government

Act CARRJE]ﬂ

g

?'\q)/:
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DEVELOPMENT VARIANCE PERMIT APPLICATIONS

Development Variance Permit Application No. 0210 - Littlewood — 2406 Nanoose Beach Road —
Area E,

MOVED Director Hamilton, SECONDED Ditector Haime, that Development Variance Permit
Application No. 0210, submitted by Scott Littlewood for the property tegally described as Parcel No. 1
(DD 24745N) of Lot A, of Lot 79, Nanoose Bistrict, Plan 1460, to vary the other lot line from $.0 metrag
to 0.0 meires and the interior side lot line from 2.0 metres to 0.0 metres, be approved, subject to the
conditions outlined in Schedule No. 1 35 amended to replace the words “within 30 days™ with the words
“within 60 days", and subject to the notification requiretnents pursuant to the Zocal Government Act.

Development Variance Permit Application No, 0213 — Walker — 3652 Dalphin Drive — Area E.

MOVED Ddrector Hamilton, SECONDED Director Haime, that Development Variance Permit
Application No. 0213, submitted by Helen Sims, Agent, on behalf of James Welker and Faye Walker, for
the property legally described as Lot 26, Distriet Lot 78, Nanoose District, Plan 20762 to vary the
minimum gther lot line setback requirements of the Residential 1 {R51) zone from 5.0 metres to 0.0
metres to iegalize the siting of a retaining wall, and to vary the other lot line setback from 5.0 metres to
0.1 metres to facilitate the construction of an accessory building, both as shown on Schedule No. 2 be
approved, subject to the conditions outlined in Scheduje No. i, and subject to the notification
requirements pursuant to the Local Government Act.

CARRIED

Development Variance Permit Application No. 0231 — Culverden Holdings Inc./Davey — 1888 Kay
Road - Areas E & (5.

MOVED Director Hamilton, SECONDED Director Stanhope, that Development Permit Application No,
0231 to legalize the construction of a fire protection device within an Environmentally Sensitive Area and
Watercourse Protection Development Permit Area on the property legally deseribed as Lot 1, District Lot
171, Nanoose District, Plan Y1P71133, be approved, subject to the conditions outlined in Schedules No. |
and 2.

CARRIED

Development Variance Permit Application No. 0214 - Intracorp/Fairwinds — Arbutns Hills
Development — Area E,

MOVED Director Hamilton, SECONDED Director McLean, that Development Variance Permit
Appiication No. 0214 submitted by Helen Sims, Apent on behalf of 3536696 Canada Inc., to facilitate
construction of single dwelling units and retaining walls for the properties legaily described as Lots 2-20
and Lot 26 (single level dwelling unit with no setback relaxation for retaining walls in the front setback),
District Lot 78, MNanoose District, Plan YIPT32]4, be approved subject to the conditions outlined in
Schedules No. 1 and 2 and subject to the natification requirements pursuant to the Local Government Act
and that the application for Lot 25 be held in abeyance for one meonth,

CARRIED

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE STANDING COMMITTEE

MOVED Director Stanhope, SECONDED Director Sherry, that the minutes of the Committee of the
Whole meeting held June 25, 2002, be received for information.
' - CARRIED
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COMMUNICATIONS/CORRESPONDENCE

Don Satherland, Ministry of Community, Abaviginal & Women'’s Services, re Order in Council to
Acquire Access to Regional Parks & Trails.

MOVED Director Stanhope, SECONDED Director Quitteriton, that the correspandence received from the
Ministry of Community, Aboriginal & Women's Services, wirh respect to the approval of an amendment
to KD Regulation, BC Reg. 194/91 to add a section regarding access to regional parks and trails, be
received.

: CARRIED
Director McNabb left the meeting citing a possible conflict with the next item.

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
BUILDING INSPECTION
Section 700 Filings.

MOVED Director Hamilton, SECONDED Director Macdonald, that a notice be filed against the title of
the property listed, pursuant to Section 700 of the Local Government Act and that if the infractions are
rot rectified within ninety {90) days, legal action will be pursued:

{a) Lot 12, Section 11, Range 2, District Lot 8, Plan 23856, Cedar Land District, 2159 Yellow Point
Road, Electorai Area ‘A’, owned by J. Yanda;

{b} Naorth 40 acres of the South East ¥4 of Section 2, Gabriola island, Naraimo Land Districr, 2411
South Road, Electoral Area ‘B’, owned by M. Zane and M. Gauvin;

ic) Lot 1, Block 1, District Lot 27G (formetly known as Lot 27}, Plan 6756, Wellington Land
District, 7036 Lavender Road, Electoral Area ‘D’, owned by L. Kilner;

{d) Lot 39, District Lot 116, Plan 27229, Nanoose Land District, 1106 Symons Crescent, Electoral
Area *(3°, owned by P. Seggie.

CARRIED
Director McNabb returned to the meeting.

PLANNING
ALR Exclusion Application Ne. 0206 - Dorman — Pirart Road — Area D.

MOVED Director Haime, SECONDED Dircctor Sherry, that application for exciusion from the
Agnicultural Land Reserve for a portion of Lot D, Sections 16 and 17, Range 5, Mountain District, Plan
2864, except those parts thereof included within the boundaries of Plans 17458 and 20359, be refused,

and that the Land Reserve Commission be advised that this application is not proceeding.
CARRIED

Request for Acceptance of Cash in Lieu of Park Land - Kenyon & Wilson on behalf of Arturo
Mendenhall - Smithers & Bellevue Roads — Area F.

MOVED Director McLean, SECONDED Director Holdom, that the request, submitted by Kenyon &
Wilson, BCLS, on behalf of Arturo Mendenhall, pursuant to Section 941 of the Local Government Act,
offering io pay cash in-tieu-of park land dedication in confunction with the proposed subdivision of Lot 1,
District Lot 99, Nanoose District, Plan 2626, Except Part in Plans 37533 and VIP53| [7, be referred back
to the Subdivision Approving Officer, recommending that the subdivision be denied in the public interest
as it is inconsistent with the Area °F' Official Contmunity Plan and proposed zoning Bylaw 1283, and due
to concerns regarding possible contamination of the area’s water source, septic disposal and drainage
135GES.

¥

CARRIEIQ? Y
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Request for Acceptance of Cash in lieu of Park Land ~ JE Anderson on behalf of Combined Forest
Products Ltd. — Church & Valley Roads — Area F.

MOVED Director McLean, SECONDED Director Macdonald, that the request, submitted by JE
Anderson & Associates, BCLS, on behalf of Combined Forest Holdings Ltd., pursuant to Section 941 of
the Local Government Act, offering to pay cash in-lien-of park land dedication in conjunction with the
proposed subdivision of Lot 11, District Lot 156, Nanoose District, Plan 1964, be referred back to the
Subdivision Approving Officer, recommending that the subdivision be demied as it is inconsistent with the
Area "F’ Official Community Plan zoning which proposes a minimum parcel size of 1.0 ha.

CARRIED
COMMUNITY SERVICES

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
Regional Growth Management Plan Review - Present Status Lands Dignatiuﬁ — Bylaw No. 1309,

MOVED Directar Stanhope, SECONDED Director Sherry, that the report on the issue of the Present
Status Lands (Sub-Lirban Area) designation, prepared as a part of the Growth Management Plan Review
and consideration of Regional Growth Strategy Bylaw 1309, be received for information,

CARRIED

MOVED Director Stanhope, SECONDED Directﬁr Westbroek, that “Regional District of Nanaimo
Regional Growth Strategy Bylaw No. 1309, 20027 be received.
CARRIED

MOVELD Director Stanhope, SECONDED Director Macdonald, that “Regional District of Nanaimo
Regional Growth Strategy Bylaw Ne. 1309, 2002” be granted 1¥ and 2™ reading.

A recorded vote was requested.
MOVED Director McLean, SECONDED Director Quittenton, that this item be deferred for twenty-four

months.
DEFEATED
The question was called on the motion.

The motion CARRIED with Directors Holme, Hamilton, Sherry, Haime, Macdonald, Holdom, McNabb,
Elhiott, Lance and Stanhope voting in the affirmative and Directors Quittenton, Westbroek, McLean,
Korpan and Cantelon voting in the negative.

MOVED Director Stanhope, SECONDED Director McNabb, that “Repional District of Manaimo
Regional Growth Strategy Bylaw No. 1309, 2002” proceed to public hearing on a date to be determined
by the Public Hearing Chairpersons or their alternates.

CARRIED

MOVED Director Stanhope, SECONDED Director Holdom, that the holding of the public hearing with
respect to “Regional District of Nanaimo Regional Growth Strategy Bylaw No. 1309, 2002" be delegated
to Board Chair Director George Holme, Board Deputy Chair Director Larry McNabb and Committes of
the Whole Chair Director Stanhope, or their alternates.

CARRIED

Regional Growth Management Plan Review — Watersheds — Bylaw No. 1309,
MOVED Director Stanhope, SECONDED Director Sherry, that the report on the issue of watersheds,

prepared as a part of the Growth Management Plan Review and consideration of Regional Growth

Strategy Bylaw 1309, be received for information.
CARRIED

A%
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TRANSIT
Transit Service and Feasibility Reviews — Cedar & Gabriola Island.

MOVELD Director Stathope, SECONDED Director Cantelon, that the Transit Service and Feasibility
reports for Cedar and Gabriola be received for information and be brought forward as part of the 2003
Transit Business Plan review.

CARRIED
Regional TransithandyDART - 2(H11 BC Transit Performance Summary.

MOVED Director Stanhope, SECONDED Director Westbroek, that the Regional TransitHandvDART
2001 Performance Summary report be received for information.
CARRIED

MOVED Director Stanhope, SECONDED Director Cantelon, that a letter of congratulations be sent to the
staft of the Transportation Services Department with respect to their excellent performance in the past
year th achigving an cutstanding cost recovery and service record.

CARRIED

BC Transit - Funding & Service Strategy Review.

MOVED Director Stanhope, SECONDED Director Sherry, that the Regional District respand to BC
Transit’s Phase 1 Consultation program concerning reduced funding for 2003 with a position that BC
Transit consider a reduction to their annual administration fee to assist with the Regional District’s 2003

budget review process for Transit this Fall.
CARRIED

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

SOLID WASTE
Contract for Bird Control at Regional Landfill.

MOVED Director Sherry, SECONDED Director Holdom, that the Board award tI'Ile contract for bird
contrel services at the Regional Landfill to Pacific Northwest Raptors for a period of three vyears
commencing September 1, 2002 at a total cost of $249,000.

CARRIED

UTILITES
Rural Streetlighting L5A Bonndary Amendment Bylaw No. 791.04 — Area G.

MOVEL Director Stanhope, SECONDED Director Sherry, that “Rural Streetlighting Local Service Area
Boundary Amendment Bylaw 781.04, 2002" be introduced, read three times and forwarded to the

Inspector of Municipalities for approval.
CARRIED

Driftwood Water Supply Service Area Bylaw No. 1255.01 — Area E.

MOVED Director Stanhope, SECONDED Dhrector Sherry, that “Driftwood Water Service Area
Boundary Amendment Bylaw 1255.01, 2002" be introduced, read thiee times and forwarded to the

Inspector of Municipalities for approval.
CARRIED

COMMISSION, ADVISORY & SELECT COMMITTEE
Lantzyville Parks & Open Space Advisory Committee.
MOVED Director Haime, SECONDED Director McNabb, that the minutes of the Lantzville Parks &

Open Space Advisory Committee meeting held May &, 2002, be received for information.
cARRIED _4g

M7
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Area A Parks, Recreation and Greenspaces Advisory Cotmmittee,

MOVED Director Elliatt, SECONDED Director Macdonald, that the minutes of the Area A Parks,
Recreation and Greenspaces Advisory Committee meeting held May 16, 2002, be received for

information,
CARRIED
District 69 Recreation Commission.

MOVED Director Quittenton, SECONDED Director Westbroek, that the minutes of the District 69
Recreation Commission mesting held June 11, 2002, be received for information.

CARRIED
Mannose Bay Parks & Open Space Advisory Committee,

MOVED Director Hamilton, SECONDED Director Holdom, that the minutes of the Nanoose Bav Parks
& Open Space Advisory Committee meeting held June 10, 2002, be received for information.

CARRIED
BUSINESS ARISING FROM DELEGATIONS OR COMMUNICATIONS

Canadiar Community Monitoring Nerwork,

MOVED Director Holdom, SECONDED Director Stanhope, that the Board support the Canadian Nature
Federation and the Ecological Monitoring and Assessment Network Coordinating Office of Environment
Canada’s Canadian Community Maonitoring Network initiative.

CARRIED
~ SCHEDULED STANDING, ADVISORY STANDING AND SELECT COMMITTEE

Intergovernmental Advisory Commitiee.

MOVED Director Sherry, SECONDED Director Macdonald, that the minutes from the Intergovernmental
Advisory Committes mestings held on June 6, June 14, June 19 and June 27, 2002 be recaived for

information.
CARRIED

BUSINESS ARISING FROM DELEGATIONS OR COMMUNICATIONS
Community Bonds — Arena Multiptex Facility,
MOVED Director Westhroek, SECOINDED Director McNabhb, that staff prepare a report on the financing

options for the Arena Multiplex Facility including community bands.
CARRIED

NEW BUSINESS

Arrowsmith Community Justice Society,
Director Westbroek presented an overview of the Amowsmith Commurity Justice Society's statistical

report and noted that he would be requesting consideration of funding this programme in the future.
‘ CARRIED

Q?\ﬁ/ E
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Electoral Area ‘A’ Community Trails Study Projeet Commitéee,

MOVED Director Elliott, SECONDELD Director Korpan, that Joe Materi be appointed to the Electoral
Area *A’ Community Trails Study Project Committee,

CARRIED
ADJOURNMENT
MOVED Director Sherry, SECONDED Director McNabb, that this meeting terminate.

CARRIED
TIME: 8:55 PM
CHAIRPERSON GEMNERAL MANAGER, CORPORATE SERVICES
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June 27, 2000

b

Regional District of Nanaimo
6300 Hammond Bay Read ) ' : —
Nanaimo, BC V9T 6N2 : g .

Re: BC GovammEnt Energy Policy Issues —to be debated at UEICM

The Narth Central Municipal Assoclatlon recentiy endorsed a response to the BC
Government Energy Policy paper released earlier this year. The following
recommendations from this paper will be presented as resulutmns on the floor of
the UBCM conventicn in Whistler this September, ~

. 1. Low cost ele’ctricity produced by the major dams on the Peace and
Columbia Rivers and other dams in BC that were developed by public
investments guaranteed by the citizens of BC will be regarded as an
entitlement in perpetuity for the benefit of all British Coiumbians.

2. Rates charged for electricity to customers in EC will continue 1o be based
on the cost of production that combines the low cost entitlement power
and the incrementai power developed from new sources. Postage stamp
rates will continue to be provided across the province. Further, an energy
policy for BC will include providing economical, affordable slectricity in
ordes to attract industry and improve the quality of life of British
Columbians.

3., BC Hydro wili continue to hoid an obligation to serve throughout its service
area. Further, an energy palicy for BC will include mechanisms o
facilitate electrical extensions at affordable cost to serve areas currently
un-served. :

4. The province will instruct the BC Utilities Commission t6 review electricity
rates specificaily to address the load of direct and indirect taxation that is
among the highest of any jurisdiction in Canada, in the recognition that
this high-tax load robs BC industry of competitiveness and adds to the
n:ust of living for resndents _ ) .

. -
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5. The province will recognize that the BC Hydro electrical generation,
transmission and distribution system is an enormous strategic and
profitable asset, which can be used to achieve economic objectives that
benefit ali British Columbians and will not be sold or privatized.

6. The province will consider intemnational anatyses of ciimate change, as
well as impiications of the Kyoto Protocol, in any further development of
energy policy.

7. An energy policy for BC will include a mandate for BC Hydro to produce
and transmit electricity for export at market rates after its first mandate to
serve BC's domestic needs has been satisfied: and further that as part of
the export mandate, that BG Hydro transmit independent power
production power to export markets and improve potentiai axport
fransmission lines.

A copy of the complete report is available from your Area Association, or at
htip://necma.enorthernbc.com.

We urge you to support these resclutions and send a strong message to the
Provincial Government regarding the future of BC Hydro, its assets, and the
strong economic advantage that its current structure provides to the people of
British Celumbia.

Sincerely,

Jim Thom
President
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TO: Pamela Shaw DATE: Aagust 2, 2002
Manager, Community Planning R

FROM: Deborah Jensen FILE: 3360 30 0204
Planner

SUBJECT:  Bylaw No. 500.286 — Amendment to Home Based Business Operations
Electoral Areas A, C,D,E, Gand H :

PURPOSE

To consider Bylaw Ne. 500.286 for adoption.

BACKGROUND

Bylaw No. 500.286 was considered by the Board and given 1% and 2™ reading on May 14, 2002, A

public hearing was held on June 19, 2002, and the Board granted the Bylaw 3" reading on July 9, 2002.

Byiaw No. 500.286 is an amendment bylaw consisting of a text amendment to prohibit “fast food outlets™
a3 a home based business operation. This text amendment will revize Section 3.3 1Z(b)(xxv} Prokibited
Uses by replacing “sale of food andior beverages for immediate conswmption on the premises, other than
breakfast served by a bed and breakfast to the traveling public who have been pravided with overnight
accommodation " with the following statement:

“sale of food and/or beverages for immediate conswmption on or off the premises by an individual or
household, and specifically eluding fast food owtlets, neighbourhood pubs, and restevrants, bur not
Including breakfust served by a bed and breakfast to the traveling public who have been provided with
overnight accommodation. "

The Bylaw may now be considered for adoption by the Regional Board.
ALTERNATIVES

The following options are available for consideration;
l. To adopt Bylaw 500.284.
2. To not adopt Bylaw 500.286, and to give further direction to staft,

VOTING

All Directors — one vote, except Electoral Area 'R,



Bylaw No. 500.286 ~ HBB Amendment
August 2, 2002

Page 2

SUMMARY/CONCLUSIONS

"Regional District of Nanaimo Land Use and Subdivision Bytaw Amendment Bylaw No. 500.286, 2002"
was given 1% and 2™ reading on Mav 14, 2002, A Publje Hearing was held on June 19, 2002, and the
Bylaw was given 3" reading on July 9, 2002, The Bylaw can now be considered for adoption,

The following recommendation is provided for consideration by the Board.

RECOMDMENDATION

That "Regional District of Nanaimo Land Use and Subdivision Bylaw Amendment Bylaw Ne. 500.285,
2002" be adopted, :

/)

Manager":’: urr=1il1c= CAO Cc oncurrence

COMMENTS:
1360 30 00 Fer: brd Buurgeas (Freavas adpt.doc
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DATE: July 30, 2002

TO: Pamela Shaw :
Manager of Community PlRnning
FROM: Geoff Garbutt FILE: 6410 00 RAIL

Senior Planner

SUBTECT:  Zoning/OCP Amendment Bylaws for E&N Railway Corridor

PURPOSE

To congider adoption of Official Community Plan (GCP) and Zoning Amendment Bylaws for the E&N Railway
corridor.

BACKGROUND

The Board gave | reading and referred the Electoral Area “A’, Arrowsmith Benson-Cranberry Bright, Lantzville,
Nanoose Bay, Englishman River, French Creek, and the Shaw Hiil Deep Bay OCP Amendment Bylaws to the public
and agencies for consultation at their Regular Meeting held March 12, 2002, The Board recsived a summary of the
input received during the public consultation phase and gave 2 reading to the OCP Amendment Bylaws and referred
these bylaws to public hearing at their Regular Meeting held May 14, 2002. In addition, at the March 12, 2002
Meeting the Board gave two readings to Regional District of Nanaimo Land Use and Subdivision Bylaw Amendment
Bylaw No. 500.283, 2002 and referred the bylaw to public hearing.

A public hearing was held pursuant to the Local Government Act for both the OCP and Zoning Amendment Bylaws
on May 29, 2002. The Board gave 3™ reading to the Bylaws and referred the OCF Amendment Bylaws to the Ministry
of Community, Aboriginal and Women’s Services and the Land Reserve Commission and the Zoning Amendment
Bylaw to the Ministry of Transpartation for consideration of approval at their Regular Meeting May 14, 2002,

In accordance with the Local Government Act, the Board may now consider the adoption of the proposed OCP and
Zoning Amendment Bylaws for the E&N Railway corrider,

ALTERNATIVES

1. To adopt the OCP and Zoning Amendment Rylaws for the E&EN Railway corridor.
2. Te not adopt the OCP and Zoning Amendment Byiaws for the E&N Railway comidor.

GOVERNMENT AGENCY REFERRAL

Section 882(4) of the Local Govermment Act requires that QCP amendments be referred to the Minisity of
Community, Aboriginal and Women's Services (MCAWS) for approval. Further, the Local Government Act requires
that where OCP amendments impact land located in the Agricuitural or Forest Land Reserve that the amendments be
referred to the Land Reserve Commission (LRC) for comment. The OCP Amendment Bylaws were referred and
subsequently approved by MCAWS and the LRC (5ee Attachment No. i). Section 54(2) of the Highway Act requires
that zoning bylaw amendments that have an impact on a controlled access intersection be referred to the Ministry of
Transportation for approval. Bylaw No. 500.283 was referred and subsequently approved by the Ministry @

Transportetion in Nanaimo (see Attackment Ne. 2). v q}



OCP/Zoning Amendment Bylaws for E&N Railway Corridor
July 30, 2002
Pape 2

LEGAL IMPLICATIONS

The process to draft and adopt proposed OCP and Zoning Bylaw Amendments is consistent with the requirements of
the Local Government Act.

VOTING

All Directors — one vote except Electoral Arez B' with respect to the preposed amendments to the Official Community
Plans.

Electoral Area Directors only — one vote except Electoral Area *B’ with respect to the proposed amendmeats to the
Zoning Bylaw. '

SUMMARY

The Board of the Regional Distriet of Nanaimo gave 3 reading to Official Community Plan and Zoning Amendment
Bylaws for the E&N Railway comridor at its regular meeting on May [4, 2002. Foilowing 3° reading the Official
Community Plan Amendment Bylaws were referred to the Ministry of Community, Aboriginal and Women's Services
and the Zoning Amendment Bylaw was referred to the Ministry of Transportation for approval. Given the leve! of
public and stakeholder consultation, and having received approval from the appropriate referral agencies, staff is of the
opinien that the OCP and Zoning Amendment Bylaws for the E&N Railway corridor may now be considered for
adoption,

RECOMMENDATIONS
1. That “Regional District of Nanaimo Electoral Area ‘A’ Official Community Plan Bylaw Amendment Bylaw

No. 1246.01, 2002* be adopted.

2. That "Regional District of Nanaimo Arrowsmith Benson-Cranberry Bright Official Community Plan Bylaw
Amendment Bylaw No. 1148.02, 2002 be adopted.

3. That “Regional District of Nanaimo Lantzville Official Community Plan Bylaw Amendment Bylaw No. 974.02,
- 2002" be adopted.

4. That “Regional District of Napaimo Nanoose Bay Official Community Plan Bylaw Amendment Bylaw
No. 1118.03, 2002” be adopted.

5. That “Regional District of Nanaimo Englishman River Official Community Plan Bylaw Amendment Bylaw
Ne. 814.07, 2002” be adopted.

6. That “Regional District of Nanaimo French Creek Official Community Plan Bylaw Amendment Bylaw
No. 1115.02, 20:02" be adopted.

7. That "Regional District of Nanaimo Shaw Hili-Deep Bay Qfficial Community Plan Bylaw Amendment Bylaw
No. 1007.03, 2002" be adopted.

8. That “Regional District of Nanaimo Land Use and Subdivision Bylaw Amendment Bylaw No. 500.283, 2002” be

7 ff/

Rfm& W | ZJ Gengfh

COMMENTS: Q
drvrvelreporte 20410 H) RS, i brd BN 2B OCT ddopr

Manager Concurence CAO Concurrence ]
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Attachmeant No. ']’
OCP Amendment Bylsw Approvais

0Ts12/02 - 250 387 7D72

&

Al

I14:31 PLANNING ERANCH

July 12, 2002

Carol Mason

Corporate Administratar -
Regianal District Of Nanaima
6300 Hammond Bay Rd
Nangime BC VST 6N2

Cear Carol Mason:

Ra: Bylaw Approval

Fleass find anclosed one capy of the below noted bylaw(s) approved by the Ministar
of Community, Aboriginal and Womerr's Services pursuant ta section(s) 982 of the
Loca! Governrment Act,

BYLAW - APPROVED - APPROVAL NUMSER
814.07, 2002 July 11, 2002 2002108
974,02, 2002 Jusly 11, 2002 2002108
1007.03,2002 Juty 11, 2002 2002107
1115.02, 2002 July 11, 2002 2002108
1118.02, 2002 Jyly 11, 2002 2002109
1240.01, 2002 July 11, 2002 2002110
1143.02, 2002 July 11, 2002 2002111
| 2
L‘l’.‘!ﬂﬁn‘“’m Abariging |G S PO tor oo o Prev Gt Sohnscn 31
4nd Wornetr's Jarvices m !_cilr.r W_gum Wiclors IH: ?
P @ac) 07.7672 mﬂ I LG Q
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07/12/02  14:51 T250 3IBT TRTL PLANNING BRANCE @aoz
Carl Mason
Page 2

Please note that the Ministry has not reviewed the bylaw for the purpose of
determining if it is valid or lawful and the Minister's epproval does not represent ar
guarantee the legal certainty of the bylaw, nor the pracess under which it may be
adopted, and does not validate or otherwise make lagal any provision of the bylaw.

Sinceraly, '

W.@Mﬁa—

Sharon Plurkett
Director's Secretary

Enclosura{s)

Chm Flle: Bylaw §14.07, 974.02, 1007.03, 1115.02, 11180, 124001, 1148.02 RD18 38,02

4,
N
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RECE IVED
. . JUL,
Land Reserve Commission 25 2
Whrkdng Farmy, Working Farests ] HEG.!\?:'!‘}';,EE{EH‘CT
Juty 17, 2002 B Reply to the attention of Roger Chestham
Giaaf? Garbutt, Senler Planmar
Reglonal Disirict of Nanaimo

6300 Hammond Bay Road
Manzime, BC VOT &M2

Desar Sir: )

- » Slecioml Araa OCF's and Zoning Bylaws relating to the o
Owr Rot:'S = 32291 |
Whh referance to- your letter dated 13* March 2002 the Comrission, in terma of Resclution
Numbar 200/2002, has no cbjaction to the proposed amandments 1o the OCP and 2oning
bylaw,
Yours tnuly,
LAND RESERVE COMMISSION
PER: i '
K. B. MBer, Chig Exacutive Officer . _ _
RCAv '

%
o
L\ e

132 - +M40 Caonda Wiy, Burnaby, British Cohumbia, WG 456 - Tel {604] 660-7000 Eax- (604} 600-7033 httptwmwlee povde.c
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Attachment No, '2'
Bylaw No. 500,282 Approval

RECEIVED

JUN 21 2003
ﬂﬁﬁé?mlﬁﬂmmm
File: 06 002 24543
Jung 19, 2002 '
Regional Cistrict of Nanaima
‘B30 Hammond Bay Aoed

Hanaimg BC WOT 6Nz

Attention: Gaoff Gurbuit

e SON( Plianiner

Please find harewith, signed copies of the aforementioned byvlaw as requeeted..
Should you have, any questiona, piease do ot hesitats to contact me at 390-6241,

Yours truly, : ' _ -~

Ll

R. (Bob} Wyt .
Sr. Diatrict Developmen Techniclan

FNTWANCALEY
Enciosure

Mindxtry of VnO0Uver bekared Cigdrict h% TalaphOne: (257 3008 100 Wl Adcirspy
Tanapertation A -

e . -



REGIONAL BISTRICT OF NANATMO

MINUTES OF THE ELECTORAL AREA PLANNING COMMITTEE
MEETING HELD ON TUESDAY, JULY 23, 2002, AT 7:00 PM .
IN THE CITY OF NANAIMO COUNCIL CHAMBERS,
433 WALLACE STREET, NANAIMO, BC

Present:
Director E. Hamilton Chairperson
Director L. Ellioit Electoral Area A
Director D, Haime Electoral Area D
Drirecter G. Holme Electoral Area F
Director J. McLean Electoral Area F
Digector J. Stanhope Electoral Area G
Director B. Quitteniton Electoral Area H
Birector I, Macdonald City of Parksville
Also in Atiendance:
B. Lapham General Manager, Development Services
P. Shaw Manager of Community Planning
™. Tonn Recording Secretary
M. Burton Receptionist Clerk

DELEGATIONS
David Brosz & Jean Gibson, re DP Application No. 0243 — Horne Lake Caves Road — Area H.

Mr. Brosz presented an overview of his Development Permit Application No. 0243, noting the difficulty
in re-situating the cabin.

LATE DELEGATIONS

MOVED Director Stanhope, SECONDED Director Quittenton, that the following delegation be permitred
10 address the Committee,

Peter Thomson, re DP Application No. 0240 — Hunt - 2399 Andover Road — Area E.

Mr. Thomson presented an overview of Development Permit Application No. 0240 on behalf of G. & B.
Hunt.

MOVED Director Holme, SECONDED Dirsctor Stanhope, that the delegations be received.
- CARRIED

MINUTES

MOVED Director Holme, SECONDED Director Stanhope, that the minutes of the Electoral Area

Planning Committee meeting held Tuesday, June 25, 2002 be adopted.
CARRIED

<

s
7
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PLANNING
DEVELOPMENT PERMIT APPLICATIONS
DP Application No, 0239 — Thompson - $61% Maple Guard Drive - Afea H.

MOVED Director Quittenton, SECONDED Director Holme, that Development Permit Application No.
0239, to construct a dwelling unit and to recognize the siting of existing retaining works, 8CCESSOTY
building and septic system and 1o convert an existing cabin to an accessory building within the Hazard
Lands Development Permit Area pursuant to the Shaw Hill-Deep Bay Official Commumity Plan Bylaw
No. 1007, 1996, for the property legally described as Lot 35, District Lot 40, Newcastle District, Plan
16121, submitted by David and Sandra Thompson, be approved subject to the conditions and variances
outlined in Schedules Nos. 1, 2, 3 & 4 and subject 1o notification requirements pursuant to the Local
Government Act. :

CARRIED

DF Application No. 0240 — PG Thomson on hehalf of Hunt - 2399 Andover Road — Area F.

MOVED Director Hoime, SECONDED Director Stanhope, that Development Permit Application No.
0240 sybmitted by PG Thomson, on behalf of G. and B. Hunt, to construct & portion of 2 new dwelling
unit, attached deck, and landscape works within a Watercourse Protection Development Permit Area on
the property legally described as Lot 35, District Lot 78, Nanoose Cstrict, Plan 47638, be approved,
subject to the conditions outlined in Schedules No. 1 and 2 of the corresponding staff report.

CAREIED
DP Application No. 0242 - Stesco — 3478 Grilse Road — Area E.

MOVYED Director Holme, SECONDED Director Stanhope, that Development Permit Application No.
0242, submitted by Steven Stesco and Roberta Stesco, to legalize the existing stairway and deck structure
within a Watercourse Protection Development Permit Area, and vary the minimum permitted setback
from the top of a slope from 8.0 metres to 0.0 metres for the property legally described as Lot 69, District
Lot 78, Nanoose District, Plan 13933, be approved, subject to the conditions as outlined in Schedule Nos.
1, 2 and 3 and subject to potification requirements pursuant to the Local Government Act.

CARRIED
DP Application No. 0243 — Gibson & Brosz — Horne Lake Caves Road —~ Ares H.

MOVED Director Quittenton, SECONDED Director McLean, that Development Permit Application No.
(243 to vary the minimum setback requirements of the Comprehensive Development 9 (CD%) zone of 8
metres from the natural boundary of Home Lake to a minimum of 0 metres for the stairs, and a minimum
of 2.0 metres for the deck and recreational residence, to legalize the location of an existing recreational
residence and other existing and proposed construction within an Environmentally Sensitive Areas
Development Permit Area on the property legally described as Stratz Lot 60, District Lot 251, Alberni
District, Plan VIS5160, be approved and that the application be referred back to staff to develop
conditions of approval.

CARRIED
DP Application No. 0230 — Ryan — Horne Lake Caves Road — Area H.

MOVED Director Quittenton, SECONDED Director Stanhope, that Development Permit Application No.

0230, submitted by Dennis and Florence Ryan, to vary the maximum floor area of the main floor of the
recreational residence from 70 m?® to 78 m® pursuant t the Regional District of Nanaimo Land Use and
Subdivision Bylaw No. 500, 1987, to permit the structural alteration to construct a permanent foundation

of an existing recreational residence and deck within the Environmentally Sensitive Areas Development 0
Permit Area on the property legally described as Strata Lot 93, District Lot 251, Alberni District, Plan 0
YI35160, be approved, subject to the requirements outlined in Schedules No. 1, 2 and 3.

CARRTE]%I ?7}
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DEVELOPMENT YARIANCE PERMIT APPLICATIONS
Development Variance Permit Application No. 0215 — Mengual — 2955 Anchor Way - Area E.

MOVED Director Holme, SECONDED Director Eiliott, that Deveiopment Variance Permit Application
No. 0215, to relax the minimum rear ot line setback requirements from 2.0 metres to 0.0 metres to
accommodate the construction of a retzining wall and to relax the minimum front ot line sethack
requirement from 8.0 metres to 0.0 metres to accommodate the construction of two driveway entrance
pillars, as shown on Attachment No. 1 be approved, subject to the conditions outlined in Schedule Nos. 1,
2 and 3 and the notification requirements pursuant to the Locat Government Act.

' CARRIED

Development Variance Permit Application No, 0216 — Buffie — 6293 West Island Highway — Area
H. .

MOVED Director Quittenton, SECONDED Director Holme, that Development Variance Permit
Application No. 0216 to vary the minimum sethack reguirement from i8.0 metres horizontal distance
from the stream centerline of the back channel of Nash Crsek to a minimum of 8.7 metres and to vary the
minimum sethack distance from 18.0 metres horizontal distance from the stream centerline of the main
channel of Nash Creek to 16.9 metres for a building envelope to locate a dwelling unit for the propeny
legally described as Lot 10, District Lot 2], Newcastle District, Plan 11567 be approved as outlined in
Option B of the staff report subject to the requirements cutlined in Schedules Nao. 1,2 and 3.

CARRIED

OTHER
Notification Distance for Development Applications.
MOVED Director Holme, SECONDED Diirector Stanhope, that this item be referred back to staff to
allow for consuitation with Electoral Area Directors. :

CARRIED
ADJOURNMENT

MOVED Director McLean, SECONDED Director Haime, that this meeting terminate,

TIME: 7:28 PM

CARRIED

CHAIRPERS(ON



Preseat:

. Also in Attendance:

DELEGATIONS

REGIONAL DISTRICT OF NANATMO

MINUTES GF THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLF
MEETING HELD ON TUESDAY, JULY 23, 2002, AT 7:30 BM

IN THE CITY OF NANAIMO COUNCIL CHAMBERS,

455 WALLACE STREET, NANATMO, BC

Director J. Stanhope
Director L. Elliott
Birector B. Sperling
Director E. Hamilton
Director I, Haime
Diractar G. Holme
Dhirector J. MeLean
Director E. Quittenton
Diractor J, Macdonald
Director T. Weastbroek
Drrector G, Korpan
Director D. Rispin
Director T. Krall
Director B. Holdom
Director L. McNabb

K. Daniels
. Mason

J. Finnie

B. Lapham
P. Shaw

5. Schopp
T. Osbome
M. Dennelly
M. Tonn

M. Burion

Chairperson
Electoral Area A
Electoral Area B
Electoral Area C
Electoral Area [
Electoral Area E
Electoral Area F
Electoral Area H
City of Parksville
Town of Qualicumn Beach
City of Nanaimo
City of Wanaime
City of Nanaimo
City of Nanaimo
City of Nanaimo

Chief Administrative Officer

(General Manager of Cotporate Services
General Manager of Environmental Services
General Manager of Development Services
Manager of Community Planning

Manager of Inspection and Enforcement
Manager of Recreation and Parks

Manager of Transportation Services
Eecording Secretary

Receptionist Clerk

Jerry Bordian, Texada Land Corporation, re Concept Plan, Block 564.

Mr. Bordian and Mr. Michael Rosen presented an overview of Texada Land Corporation’s concept plan
for Block 564 in the Englishmar River Valley and made themselves availabie for questions.

Vern Fraser, re District §9 Recreation & Parks, Seniors Rates and Discounts,

Mr. Fraser spoke in opposition tor the proposed elimination of discount rates for seniors at the Parksville
Arena and Ravensong Aquatic Centre. A copy of Mr. Fraser’s presentation was disiributed to Committes
members for information.

&
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Boh Swail, re District 69 Recreation & Parks, Seniors Rates and Discounts.

Mr. Swai_], representing the Parksville Panters Hockey Association, spoke in opposition of the withdrawal
of senior’s discounts at the RDN recreational Facilities. Mr. Swail distributed a copy of his presentation to
Committee members for information.

LATE DELEGATIONS

MOVED Director Quittenton, SECONDED Director Holme, that Mr. Harvey be permitted ta address the
Committee as a late delegation.
CARRIED

Mr. Harvey, ve Community Identification Sige — Qualicum River Estates — Corcan Road -
Electoral Area F,

Mr. Harvey presented a short averview of the Qualicum River Estates’ proposal to relocate the existing
community identification sign to the road right-of-way and made himseif available for any questions.

MINUTES

MOVED Director Krall, SECONDED Director Quittenton, that the minutes of the Committee of the
Whole meeting held on Tuesday, June 25, 2002 be adopted.

CARRIED
COMMUNICATIONS/CORRESPONDENCE

Gerald Berry, City of Nanaimo, re Firefighting Coverage for Properties Outside of Municipal
Boundaries,

MOVED Directar Krall, SECONDED Director Westbroek, that the correspondence received from the
City of Nanaimo with respect to firefighting coverage for properties located outside Municipal

boundaries, be received.
CARRIED

Rob Royceroit, City of Parkaville, re Port Theatre.

MOVED Director Krall, SECONDED Director Westhroek, thar the comrespondence received [fom the

City of Parksvitle with respect to the Port Theatre’s funding request, be recejved.
CARRIED

Sandra Keddy, Town of Qualicem Beach, re Port Theatre.

MOVED Director Krall, SECONDED Director Westbroek, that the correspondence received from tlhe

Town of Qualicum Beach with respect 1o the Port Theatre’s funding request, be received.
CARRIED

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
BUILDING INSPECTION
Section 700 Filings,

The Chairperson listed each filing and asked that any property owner in the audience wishing to address
the Committee come forward when their name was called.

MOVED Director Hulme, SECONDED Director Elliott, that a notice be filed against the title of the (‘:/
property listed, pursuant to Section 700 of the focal Government Act and that if the infractions are ngt” p
rectified within ninety (90) days, legal action will be pursued: Fom & .
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Malaspina College/Downtown Nanaimo Transit Linkage.
MOVED Director Krall, SECONDED Directar Rispin,:

1. That Nanaimo Regional Transit provide a shuttle between downtown Matiaime and Malaspira
University College from August 16" 1o December 20 2002

2. That the marketing costs for the development of this shuttle will primarily be the responsibility of
the Bowntown Nanaime Partnership.

CARRIED
OTHER

Gieen's Landing Wharf — Lease Extension
MOVED Director Spetling, SECONDED Directar McNabb, that the Regional District of Nanaimo
requests from Public Warks & Government Services Canada an extension of the temporary lease of the
Green’s Landing Wharf from September 30, 2002 to March 3 1,2003.

CARRIED
CORPORATE SERVICES

HOSPITAL
Request to Cost Share in Capital Equipment.
MOVED Director Hamilton, SECONDED Director Holdom, :

L. That cost sharing in the amount of $316,800 for equipment costing more than §160,000 pursuant
to the request from the Vancouver Island Health Authority, be approved,

2. That “Nanaimo Regional Hospital District Capital Equipment (2002) Borrowing Bylaw No. 133,
2002 be introduced for the first three readings.

3. That “Namaimo Regional Hospital District Capital Equipment {2002) Barrowing Bylaw No. 133,
2002" having received three readings be adopted and be forwarded to the Province for approval.

CARRIED
ADMINISTRATION

1002 Local Government Elections — Appeintment of CEQ & DCEO.
MOVED Director MeNabb, SECONDED Director Quittenton, that Carol Mason, General Manager,
Corporate Services, be appointed as the Chief Election Officer and Maureen Pearse, Deputy General
Manager, Corporate Services, be appointed as the Deputy Chief Election Officer for the purpose of
conducting the November 16, 2002 local government elections and referendums.

CARRIED
SPECIAL EVENT/SPECIAL QCCASION APPLICATIONS
Status Reports {for information).

MOVED Director Quittenton, SECONDED Director Hamilton, that the Special Event/Special Occasion
Applications Status Reports be received for information. ARRIED
C

é’ue
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ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
COMMISSION, ADVISORY & SELECT COMMITTEE
District 69 Recreation Commission.

MOVED Director Westbroek, SECONDED Director Holme, that the minutes of the District 69
Recreation Commission meeting held July 11, 2002, be received for information,
CARRIED

MOVED Director Westbroek, SECONDED Director Halme, that (he recommendations stated in the
Recreation and Parks 2003 Fees and Charges report be referred back to staff to investigate a phazing in

option in consultation with the Parksville Galden Cldies Sports Association,
CARRIED

MOVED Director Quittenten, SECONDED Director Holme, that all recommendations brought forward
fram the District 69 Recreation Commission’s meeting of July 11, 2002, be refarred back to staff.

CARRIED
BUSINESS ARISING FROM DELEGATIONS OR COMMUNICATIONS

Concept Plan Proposal — Block 564 - Texada Land Corporation.

MOVED Director Holme, SECONDED Director Macdonald, that staff be directed to bring forward a
report to the next Board meeting (August 13, 2002) outlining the necessary amendments to the Growth
Managerment Plan to consider a proposal submitted by Texada Land Corporation for Block 564.

CARRIED
IN CAMERA

MOVED Director Holme, SECONDED Director Westbroek, that pursuant to Section 242.2¢1%(a), {e) and
(i} of the Local Governmenr Act the Committee proceed to an In Camera meeting to consider matters
conceming a personnel issue, disposition of land issue, and information that is prohibited from disclosure

under Section {6 of the Freedom of Iformation and Profection of Privacy Aet.
CARRIED

ADJOURNMENT
MOVED Director Holme, SECONDED Director Westbroek, that this meeting adjourn to allow for an In
Camera meeting,

CARRIED
TIME: 8:59 PM
The meeting reconvened at 10:20 PM,

Propesed Amendments to Board Remuneration.

MOVED Director Hoime, SECONDED Director Rispin, that the repoit with respect to propased
amendments to Board Remuneration be received and that the following recommendations of the Board
Remuneration Committee with respect to Bylaw 1078 be approved:
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Byplaw 1678
Base Remuneration
(a) Thar the base remuneration be defined as remuneration for up to 5 meetings per month.

{b) That the base rate of remuneration remain at $7,940 for the next three years.

(c) That the Chairperson’s allowance be adjusted by 2% for 2003, and by the Vancouver CP[ as at
November 30" (effective in December) in 2004 and 2005

Mileage Reimbursements

{d} That Section 5(b)(vi) be amended 10 read: Awtendance ar meetings pursuant 1o g reguest from
Regional District staff when the meeting occurs outside the member’s jurisdiction.

Meeting Per diems
(el That a rate of § 100 be established for “Other Business” meetings which last more than half a day.

{f That the definition of Committee Chair for the purposes of Scheduled Standing Committee per
diem rates include the Chairpersen of a Public Hearing or Public Information Meeting,

Travel Per dicms

(g} That a flat daily per diem allowance of $60 be paid for attendance at UBCM, AVICC and FCM.
No meal per diems wili be paid for these conference attendances, '

CARRIED
ADJOURNMENT
MOVED Director Holme, SECONDED Director Rispin, that this meeting terminate.

CARRIED
TIME: 10:21 PM
CHATRPERSON

'\
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TO: Board Members ! ' _DAFE.  July8,2002
FROM: Board Remuneration Committee FILE:

SUBJECT:  Proposed Amendments to Board Remureration

PURPOSE:

To provide direction on remuneration rates and to propose “Regional District of Nanaimo Board and
Commitiee Member Remuneration, Expenses and Benefits (All Directors) Amendment Bylaw No.
1078.04, 2002”; and “Regional District of Nanaimo Board Remuneration and Expenses (Electoral Areas
Oniy) Bylaw No. 1317, 20027 for adoption.

BACKGROUND:

The Board Remuneration Committee (2002) has completed its review of current remtuneration rates in
accordance with its Terms of Reference. The Committse et four times and reviewed a number of
comparative summaries with other jurisdictions, which were helpful in assessing the reasonableness of
current remuneration rates. The Committee surveyed Board members, seeking members’ thoughts on the
structure of the remuncration package and finally, the Committes requested that any Director who wished,
address the Committee directly with their concerns —~ one Director was subsequently interviewed.

‘The current remuneration structure is briefly summarized below:;

+  All Directors receive a base rate of remuneration to recognize regional responsibilities
and functions
The Chairperson receives an additional allowance for this position

+ Electoral Area Directors receive a supplemental allowance in recognition of additional
constituency roles and responsibiiities (Municipal Directors receive a similar stipend
from their municipal jurisdiction}

Bylaw No. 1078.03 contains the foilowing remuneration rates covering the years 1999 to 2002:

Dec 1999/00 Dee 200041 Dec 200142
All Directors £7.709 57,823 £7,940
Chairperson Allowance f10,445 $10,602 810,761
Electoral Area Director Allowance £1,697 $1,894 £2,090

[0 addition, the following rates are paid for attendance at-various other meetings:

Vice Chair of the Board T $150 per meeting chaired
Committee Chairperscn £100 per mesting chaired Q
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Public Hearing o 3 60 per meeting attended
Public Information Mesting 5 80 per mesting antended
Cther Meetings $ 60 per meeting for Directars appointed by the

Board to represent the Regional District at other
business meetings

In order to review the benchmarks for current remuneration levels, a survey was conducted among a
recagnized peer group of 6 Regional Districts. The compiled survey information showed the following
{details are attached on Schedule A):

Peer Group RDN (2001} Variance
Chairperson $13.640 ' £18,701 .3% above
Electaral Ares Director 9,508 9717 1.5% below
Municipal Director 5,304 7,823 35 % above

The variances between RDN rates and the peer group have changed as follows:

Puosition 1999 variance to Peer Groap 2001 variance to Peer Groop
persan (4%} below 0.3% above
Electoral Area Directors (5%) below (1.9%) below
Municipal Directors 13% ahove | 35% above

The Comrnittes notes thar it is getting more difficult to make direct comparisons of remuneration rates. In
the intervening three year period since 1999, 4 of the & jurisdictions made changes ta the strugture of their
remuneration packages. For instance the Cowichan Vailey no longer pays for extra committee work.
Rather the Cowichan Valley has astablished an all-in remuneration base, making their rate look much
higher than the base rates for the peer group. Three of the six jurisdictions lowered the amounts paid to
municipal Directors, but now have relatively larger per diem rates for Board meetings than the Regional
District of Nanaimo.

The Remuneration Committes carefully reviewed the comparative information provided and the Board
survey resuits, to determine whether changes are needed {or the upcoming three-vear term, specifically in
the following sight areas:

Annual Remuneration — what meetings should it cover

Mileage rimbursements

Additional meeting rates as identified in the bylaw

Non-Committee {Ad-hoc) Mesting Remuneration

Travel per diem rates

Individual Directar Concerns

Supply, operation and maintenance of commwmication equipment {fax machines and
computers) - - :

8. Regicnai=Allowance —Electoral Area Directors

. T L AR

The Committee concluded that the current remuneration structure and reimbursement practices work well

il e

and presents the following discussion on the above noted topics.

~)
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Schedule B attached to this report summarizes respanses received from eight Board members who
responded to the Committes's survey. Responses were received from four municipal and four elsctoral
arez Directars,

1. Annual Remyperation

In overall terms the Committee is not recominending any changes to the structure of remuneration among
the different positions held by Board members. That s, they continue to support a base remuneration rate
for all Directars, with additional allowances paid to the Chair and Electoral Area directors,

In addressing the question however, of what meetings the base remuneration should cover the Committes
was apprised of the following information. Until December 2001, four mestings per tmonth were regulariy
scheduled to conduct Regional District business — three Standing committees and one Board meeting, In
months with an extrz Tuesday (approximatsly ¢ months per year), the Board met in a seminar format to
review topics of current and future interest for the Regional District, The Board now mests fwice per
month for regular business and will continue to meet in seminar formst on “exma® Tuesdays as they
occur. The Committee felt the charige in schedyle shonid not require extra meeting per diems for
meetings times which had been previously coversd in the base remuneration.

Recommendation: That the ramuneration bylaw clarify that the base remuneration covers up to §
meetings per month, matching the historical meeting schedule, |

The Committee was concerned at the growing gap berween municipal Director remuneration in the
Regional District of Nanaimo and in the peer group and accordingly recommends:

Kecommendation: That the base rate of pay remain at iis current jevel of $7.940 for the next three
years.

The Committee concluded that the Chair’s remuneration package closely maiched the peer Eroup
benchmark and therefore recommends that the Chairperson aflowance be adjusted by a cost of living
factor over the next thres years,

Recommendation: That the Chairperson’s allowance be adjusted by the Vancouver CPl as at
November 30" (to be effective December each year),

2. Mileage Reimbursements

Board members’, through their survey responses demonstrated a high correlation between their
expectations for mileage reimbursements and the provisions of the remuneration bylaw. Survey responses
supported mileage being reimbursed for attendance at public or Board initiated mestings, bur not for
atending meetings or cerernonies within a members’ jurisdiction. The Committee felt that there is a lack

of clarity around reimbursements for mileage in one regard:

Sectian S(b)Xvi) provides miledge reimbirsement for: ‘aendamce ot meetings pursuant 10 a request from
Regional District staff® ~#'B& rslugmn ol oL

v
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The mient of this section was to cover mileage when Directors attended at Regional District offices for
meetings with staff. Sometimes meetings are held with a Director in their jurisdiction. Site visits or other
specific Electoral Area issues may be need 1o discussed with the metnber in their jurisdiction. Survey
reSpenses suggested that mileage for these meetings should not be reimbursed — that this mileage is
covered by the tax exempt portion of the remuneration package,

Recommendation: That Section 5(bXvi} be clarified to read: Attendance at Mestings pursuant to a
request from Regional District staff wher the meeling occurs outside the member's jurisdicrion.

3. Additional meeting rates (Scheduled Standing Committee Remuaeration)

Scheduled Standing Committees are extarnal organizations to which the Board appaints a single
représentative. The Committee concluded that the current per diems for atending other committes
meetings as listed in the bylaw is adequate. Most extra meeting attendances are paid at 360 per meeting.

Board members” survey responsss did indicate support for members to be paid a per diem if they ars
attending sub-committees of an organization to which they have been appointed. The example cited s the
Regicnal Library Board which has tsed sub-committees as part of its budget development process. The
Committee concurs with this suggestion.

Secondly, the Committes recommends including the Chair of a Public Hearing or Public Information
meeting within the definition of “Committee Chairpersen”. Chairs of such pubiic meetings wouid receive
a §100 meeting per diem, rather than $65.

Finally, the Committes was apprised of an instance where a member was requested by the Chair, due to a
schedule conflict, to attend a meeting in Vancouver organized by UBCM. The mesting lasted a day and a
half day, including travel time. The member suggested and the Committee agreed that the standard
meeting per diem of $60 for attending an “Other Business” meeting which lasts more than half a day, is

too iow for this type of circumstance.

Recammendation: That attendance at sub-committess of Scheduled Standing Committees be paid at
$60 per meeting,

Recommendation: That the definition of Committee Chair for the purpases of Scheduled Standing
Committee per diem rates include the Chairperson of a Public Hearing or Public Information Meeting.

Recommendation: That the bytaw include a rate of $100 for “Other Business™ meetings which last
more than half'a day,

4.  Non- Committee (Ad Hoe) Meeting Remuneration

The Committee considered whether remuneration should be paid for other possibly, public meetings
which are not initiated by the Board. Examples of these meetings include ad-hoc or exploratory mestings,
which may or may oot lead to formally recognized Standing, Advisory, or Select committees. Another
exampie inciudes meetings crganized by. Provincial or Federal ministries or agencies which invite the
Regionai District to attend as 2 provider of public input. Staff regularly advise members of such meetings
for their intarest, :

<

<
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While the Remuneration Commitice agreed that these kinds of meetings may have a direct interest for the
Board member and involve time and effort to attend, they felt that remuneration shouid be resmicted to
formally recognised Standing, Advisory, Select or other public meetings initiated by the Board, or to
those representatives appointed by the Board to attend meetings on their behalf. The Board survey
responses and the Committee cancur that no per diem should be paid for a Director attending a meeting in
these circumstances.

5. Travel Per Diem rates

The Remuneration Committee reviewed the rates and items reimbursed as cut of pocket expenses,
mciuding meal per diems and mileage rates, With-one exception the rates were considered satisfactory,

Recognizing the increasing cost of meals and miscellanequs expenses associated with agending the
annual UBCM, FCM and AVICC conferences, the Committee recommends establishing a flat daily $50
per diem. The per diem would be payable whether or not meals are provided at the conference. Directors
would not make any further claim for 2 meal per diem in additien to the daily per diem.

Recommendation: That a flat dailv per diem allowance of $60 ba paid for attendances at (FBCM,
AVICC and FCM. No meal per diems will be paid for these confersnce attendances,

6. Supply, operation and maintenance of communication equipment (Fax machines apd
computers)

The Committee discﬁssed at iength what components should be coverad by the Regionail Allowance, Staff
provided information about expense reimbursements and the practice of providing and maintaining
computers and fax machines for individual Directors. Expenses are covered as following:

+ the costs of supplies to operate fax machines and computers {ie. peper, toner, printer
cartridges) — reimbursed upon submission of recaipts

¢ repairs and maintenance — fax machines upon receipt of receipte/computers contracted
for directly by the Regional District

¢ dedicated telephone lines and internet service — reimbursed monthly without receipts
based on standard rates

¢ purchase and replacement of equipment — by Regional District directly

The Committee sougit Board members’ opinions on whether the Electoral Area allowance should te
increased fo cover some or ail of the costs for purchasing, operating and maintaining equipment, with the
intent of permitting more choice to Directors on what equipment they preferred and to streamline the
administration of expense reimbursements.

A majority of survey responders supported the current method of having the RON purchase and maintain
computers, printers and fax machines.

A m.a;inrit:.r of survey responders supported the current methed of reimbursing for the actual cost of
dedicated telephone lines and internet service. :

Half of the survey responders supported the current methed of separately reimbursing operating supplies
and baif supported a lump sum allowance for the purchase of all aperating supplies, Q

Y
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Given the above general consensus the Commitiee recorumends that no chenges be made 1o the supply
and reimbursement practices for computers and fax machines. The Conunittee 5 awars that one fay
machine has been provided to a municipal Director and recommends equipment be supplied and
maintained only for Electoral Area Directors.

Recommendation: Clarify that the policy on the supply of fax machines appiies to Electoral Areg
Diirectors only.

7. Regional Allowance — Electoral Area Directors only

All survey responders supported a definition of the Regional Allowance for Electoral Area Directors as
remuneration which is paid in recognition of the additional roles and responsibilities of these Directors.

The Committee then explored options and rationale for adjusting the Regional Allowance in its current
form. The Committee was made aware during its review, that Electoral Area demands may be different in
different parts of the District. Areas which receive relatively more dircct Regional District services, in
particular water and sewer services, seem to require more intense interaction from the area Director.
Areas which have larger pepuiations also tend to have relatively more activity requiring the Director’s
attention. The Committee studied two aiternatives for the Electoral Ares Regional allowance:

1. Anp adjustment of $200 for 2002/3 which would increase the total base
remuneration package by 2%, pius;
2 further adjustment of 0.45 cents per capita for populations exceeding
51ﬂﬂ0 ) )

2. A cost of living increase only ($41 30}

Alternative 1 would result in the following amounts paid for the Regional Allowance in 2003:

Areca { Popuiation | Cusrent Base rats | Population | Regicnal
allowance | adjustment | adjustment | Allowance
2003

A 8,423 $2.000 5 200 3 840 32,930
B 3,522 F2,080 3300 32,2940
C 1,000 12,090 5 X1 £2.290
8] 4,656 £2,080 F 200 $2.290
E 4,820 .

F 5,544 32,09 3 200 F 245 $2.536
G 7,041 32,090 5 200 5 918 $31.208
H 3,108 52,080 £ 200 ! 32,290

* arbitrary assumption that an Electoral Area Director is the Chatrperson

gEE T v, arrge

%,

CTere
J— ———
:J,*_:.r:-r ’
- Fo

o
QN



2002 Board Remuneration
July 8, 2002
Page 7

Alternative 2 would result in the following amounts paid in 2003;

| Area Carrent | Cost  of  Living | Regional Allowames )
' allowance | Adjusiment 2003 .
A $2,090 § 42 £2,132
B $2,090 $ 42 52,132
C $2,000 § 42 £2,132
D 52,050 5 42 $2,132
E
F $2,090 $ 42 $2,132
G £2.050 § 42 £2,132
| H [ 52,086 | 5 42 [ $2,132

Under either alternative the Committee recommends that the base Regional Allowance be adjusted by the
Vancouver CP{ index as at November 30" (to be zffective from the inaugural Board meeting), in each of

the subsequent two vears.
The Electora! Ares Regional allowance and the above noted expense reimbursements are funded solely by
the Electoral Areas. Staff have besn advised that it is preferable to include these allowances and expenss

reimbursements in a separate bylaw, The bylaw containing provisions covering Electora! Area Directors
is voted upon pursuant to Section 791(4) of the Local Government Act as a weighted participant vore.

ALTERNATIVES:

1. Accept the recommendations of the Board Remuneration Committee and imroduce .E}rfaw
1078.04 {All Directors) and Bylaw 1317 {(Electoral Areas caly) for three readings and adoption.

2. Request reconsideration of specific items from the Board Remuoeration Committee prior to
considering introduction and adoption of the bylaws,

1. Meke no changes to the current rates.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:

Most of the amendments are of 2 miscellaneous nature and do not have a significant financial impact.
However, a5 outlined above the Committee reviewed twa options for adjusting annual remuneration rates.

Alternarive [

The base rate of remuneration would be unchanged at $7,940 for all Directors.
The Chairperson allowance would be adjusted by a CPI factor of 2% for 2003.

Electoral Area Directors would receive a one time adjustmeant 16 the Regional aliowance of $200 i 2003
and a further adjustment of .45 cents per capita, far Electoral Areas with populations over 5,000. The per
capita adjustment would be fixed until the next census. :

QW
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The table below summarizes the resilis:
All Chairperson | Regional Electoral Area Total
Directors | Allowance | Allowance Per Capita Creerall/Change
' from prior vear
Up to Deg $7,540 $10,976 $2.290 Area A - $540
2003 Area F. §24a
Area G- $91%
Totai Year 1 | $127,040 ‘510,974 516,030 $ 1,804 S155.850/2.2%
Upto Dec 57.540 11,196 - $2,336% Area A — 5640
2004 Arca F- 52446
Area G- $918
Total Year2 | S127040( §11,1% 316,352 51,804 $156,392 3%
Up to Dec £7.340 | SI1,419+ $2,382% Area A — §640 [
2005 Area F- $246
Area E- $918
Total Year 3 | $127,040 | $11,419 | $16.474 $ 1,304 $156,937 / 3%

*  dssumes the Chutrperson is an Electoral Avea Director
*  The Chairperson and Electoral Area aliowences wouid be

. LDecember) in 2003 and 2004
*  drxumey CBF ap 20

adjusted sy the Vancouver CPI as at Novembar 30* (effective in

Alternative 2
All amounts except the base remuneration amount are adjusted by 2% and the Vancouver CPI in the two
subsequent years :
All Directors Chairperson Electoral Area | Total Overail/Change
Allowance Regional from Prior Year
Allowance
Up to Dec 2003 $7.940 310,976 $2,132
Total Year 1 5127040 510,976 $14,924 $152,940/ 3%
Up to Dec 2004 $7.940 311,196* $2,175*
Total Year 2 $127,040 511,196 315,225 $133 461/ 3%
Up to Dag 2008 37,340 $11,419* $2.218*
Total Year 3 5127,040 511,419 515,526 $153,985/.3%
' | |



2002 Board Remuneration
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Page 2

CONCLUSTONS:

The Board Remmneration Committes reviewed prior Committee notes, analysed other Jurisdiction
remuneration rates, reviewed staff issues and met with electad members to hear individuai concerns. The
Remuneration Committee has concluded from this research and discussion that the roles of Regional
District of Nanaimo Board members have oot changed significantly in character since 1999 — although
business volume, pace and complexity have all increased.

In particular the Committee wishes to address the remuneration paid to Electoral Area Directors who
represent larger jurisdictions. The recommendations proposed herein would, in the Committee’s opinian,
better recognize the additional demands experienced in areas with larger constituent bases. The
Conmittes supports a separate bylaw covering the Regional Allowance component of the remuneration
package to align the approvai of changes in those rates with those members of the Board who contributa
financisfly to the cost. Many of the remzining recommendations are mingr in nature and are provided for
the purposes of clarifying the application of the current bylaw. '

RECOMMENDATIONS:

1. That the following recommendations of the Board Remuneration Committes with respect to Bylaw
1078 be approved as presented:

Bylaw 1078
Base Remuaeration
(a} That the base rerquneration be defined as remuneration for up to 5 meetings per month.

(b) That the base rate of remuneration remain at $7,940 for the next three years. _
(¢} That the Chairperson’s allowznce be adjusted by 2% for 2003, and by the Vancouver CPI as at
November 30" (effective in December) in 2004 and 2005

Mileage reimbursements
{d) That Section 5(b)}vi) be amended to read ' dttendmice @ meetings purswant (o a request from
Regional District staff when the meeting occurs owtside the member's Jurisdiction

Meeting Per diems

(e) That a rate of $10{ be established for “Cther Business” meetings which last more than haif a
day.

{(f) That the definition of Committee Chair for the purposes of Scheduied Standing Committes per
diem rates include the Chairperson of a Public Hearing ot Public Information Meeting.

Travel per diema: '
(g) That a flat daily per diem allowance of 360 be paid for attendances at UBCM, AVICC and

FCM. No meal per diems will be paid for these conference attendances.

<y



2002 Board Remumeration
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Page I}

2. That the following rﬂ;:ommendations of the Board Remunemtion Committee with respect 10 Bylaw
1317 be approved as presented:

Bylaw 1317
Regional Allowance
(a) That the hase allowance be increased by $200 for 200273,
(b) That the base ailowance be adjusted by the Vancouver CPI as at Novergber 30 (effective in
December) in 2003/4 and 2004/5.
{c) That a rate of 45 per capita be calculated for pﬂpulamns exceeding 5,000 and that the p
capita adjustment be fixed until the next census

3. That the "Regional District of Nanaimo Board and Committee Member Remunperation, Expenses and
Benefits (All Directors) Amendment Bylaw No. 1078.04, 2002" be introduced for first three readings.

4. That the “Regional District of Nanaimo Board and Committee Member Remuneration, Expenses and
Benefits {All Directors) Amcndment Bylaw No. 1078.04, 2002” having received three readings be

adopited.

5. That “Regicnal District of Nanaime Board Remuneration and Expenses (Electora! Areas Only)
Bylaw No. 1317, 2002 be introduced for first three readings.

6. That “Regmnal District of Nanaimo Board Remuneration and Expenses (Electoral Areas Dnl}f}

Bylaw No. 1317, 2002 having received tiiree readings be adopted.

Respectfu]ly submitted,
Cn behalf of Ruth Loomis

On behaif of Jack Cailing
On behalf of Mike Jiggins

Board Restuneration REport recommendationsf2002). doc
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BOARD REMUNERATION COMMITTEE
2002 SURVEY ON REMUNERATION METHODS AND RATES

Scheguls B

Yog

Board Members

No

Commitees Mambarg
Yeas No

Base Remunseration - Attendancs at Core Meetings:

a) Any conzecutive Board, Spegisl Board, Select Commities, Standing
Committes or Board Seminar mastings hekd on up o twa 21 Tua=day
avenings per manth? 3
imestings heid on Tuesdays cther than Committes of the Whole or Regular
Board avanings waould receive an additional per diem)
OR:
b} Any consecutive Board, Speciai Baard, Sslect Committes, Standing
Committea or Board Seminar mestings hald on up b four-{4) Tussday
SVRNINgs per month? ’ 1.
fl.e., Ideas & Updates Seminars or Special Board meetings haid on the 5™
Tuesday would receive an additional par diam)
CR:
¢} Any congecutiva Boart, Special Boang, Seiect Commites, Stanging
Comrittes or Board Saminar meetings held on ug Io five (5} Tuasgday
EVENINGs per monith? . 3

1.2 Mifewge Inciuded with Dase Remuneration

Should the base rermuneration be increased m include an sddtional amount for
milgagae to attend the core maatings defined above? ) 4
{DHrectors must cumantly file a repodt and maka 2 claim to be reimbursed based on

their individuai location} .

1.3 Base Remuneraton Amcunt
Shoukd the base rermuneration for Directors far tha tarm 2003 to 008;

{Choose one anly —a, b ar c)

Tarmt: 2003 - 2008;

a) Ramain at the current 2002 laval?
CR:

b} Increase by a cost of Iving factor? a
OR:

¢] Increase or decrease by another factar or amournt?
Flease spacify:

5
RN SRR
. u%,, LTS R
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BOARD REMUNERATION COMMITTEE
2002 SURVEY ON REMUNERATION METHQDS AND RATES

2.0 Ad nal Meatin ndanca — All Dire

Should an additfenal meating per diem be paid to Directors ko attend e fallowing
meeatings:

Cryanized By or requested by Regiona! District staf? :

QLFZoning Bylaw Public [rfarmation Mestings ar Open Houses?

Regional Growth/Liqufd Waste/Sciid Waste Plans Public Information Meatings or
Cpen Hauses? _ )
Electoral Area Spacific !ssus Information Meastings or Open Hausas?

Rasldent's Association Meetings where staff and Electoral Area Directar attend?

Other Putic Information Meetngs ar Open Mousas of rgional significance?
{Le.. Regionsi Sarvices Raview)

ARtendance at Officlal Caramanies?
fl.e., ParTrail dedication, opeanings)

Sup-Committes Work of External Committaes?
fi.e., Treaty, MFA; Library, atc.) '

Mestings with.staff at RON Administration Ofice?

Mastings betwesn Dirscior & staff within tha Director's jurisdicion? {ia. staff
requesied)

Meeatings with sonsttuents at RON Adminigtration Offfce? (le. In poasible
Chair/Diractor vffica space}

PravinclalFederal Meetings/Dthar Local Govertment:

Workshapa, Information Meetings or Seminars offered by another local
govemment, of provincial or faderal agency? (le. attendance s optional or by open
invitation b7 all Board member)

indfvidugi Direcior Meetfngs:
{ho staff In attendance or staff attendanc requested by Director)

Meatings batween Director & (ocal constituents within the Director's jurisdiction?
Meelinga batwean Divector & staff within the Directors jurisdiction?
Attendance it Resident's Association meetinga within the Dirgctor's jurisdiction?

Schedule B

Board Mambers | Committee Members
Yas Mo Yag Mg
7 1 1 4

¥ 1 2
] 2 1 1
3 4 7
5 1 1 1
7 2
4 1 2
1 & 1 1
2 5 2
1 B 1 1
2 L y,
7 2
1 =] 2
7 2




Milaags for attanding meetings with staff In the membar's jurisdicion? {ie. site _

BOARD REMUNERATION COMMITTEE
2002 SURVEY ON REMUNERATION METHODS AND RATES

Scheduis B

12 Adclicnal Meoting Per Diem Rates

Should the meeting per diem rate for Directors for the term 2003 kb 2008 {cumentty]
560} :
(Chocse gne anly — 3, b or c}

Tarm: 2003 - 2006;

5} Ramain gt tha cument 2002 lavei?

DR: '

b) Ingreasa by a cost of living factor? {iv. 2% annusily rasuiting in $361.20,
$E2.40, $52.70 over three years)

CR:
c] Baibed for the term 2t a different amount? (e, $70)

Fi=ase spacify: 570

310  Mlsaga
Mii=age for attending Residert’s Association meetings?

Mileages for attending meetings with consttuants?

vigits)
Mil=ags for attending apecial cermmoniaz (park openings, trail dedications, eic.)?

4.0 Supplamental Allowance = E a Dirmctors

4.1 Computers, Printers & Fax Machinas

Shouhd the Regional Diginch
a) Continua i saparately provide 8 maintaln somputem, printers & fax
machines’ :
OR: ..
b} Pmvide 3 separate one ime ailowance in year one of the Director's term
for purchasing, replacing ar upgrading and maintaining their own equipment?
{estinwtad at $2,000 onca gvary threa vears)

4.2 Intermef & Fax Machine Tedaphore Line Service

Should the Ragienal Disgict:
a) Cantinue tn sspamatety reimbursa actual axpenaas for mtemat and fax
machine (eephane ina sarvica?
OR:
b} Pmwide a separzte annual allewance for Directors to pay for their own
intermst and fax machine telephona ling service? (eatimated at approx. 3873
annuaily)

Board Mambers | Committea Members
You Mo Yasg Mo
2 1
5
1
1
1 7 2
1 7 2
3 ] 1 1
2 8 2
L
3 2
&
2 2




. 4.5 Suppiemental Alfowance Rate

BOARD REMUNERATION COMMITTEE
2002 SURVEY ON REMUNERATION METHQDS AND RATES

Scheduls B

4.3 Offfice Equipment Stationary £ Suppiies
Shauid the Regional District

&) Cortinue to separataly reimbUrse achual axpenses based upon recaipts for
stationary, ink carttidges and related supplies?

oR:

b} Provide a separate annual allowance for Directors to purchass their cwn
statiorary, Ink carridges and raiated suppiles? {estimated at approx. 57,850
anntalky) -

4.4 Deffiniticn of Supplemental Allowance
Based on your responass 1o the above shouid the Supplemental Allowance bef

dedined 552

Shaouid tha supplemental allowance provided to Electoral Area Directors ba an
armoyrnt thet covers the additional tima and mpgmtbiliﬂaa of a Director?

OR: ' ' '

Shouk the supplermentsal atlowance provided B Electoral Arsa Dirsctors be an
amount which covers both additonal time and axpenses?

Hased on your respanaes above, should the Supplemantal Alicwancs for the tenTs
2003 to 2006: '
{Choose one only - a, b or e}

Tarm: 2003 - 2008!

a} Rermain at tha currant 2002 |evel?

OR:

B} Incraasae by a cost of Tving factor? (. 2% annually resulting in $2,120,
$2,175, $2,220 over three years)

aR: .

¢} Ba fixed for the term at a differet amaunt?

Please spacify:

Board Members | Committes Members
Yeon No ‘Yo 5 [¥}

&

4 2

3

4 2

2

8 2
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REGIONAL DISTRICT OF NANATMO

BYLAW NQ. 1317
A BYLAW TO AUTHORIZE THE PAYMENT OF

SUPPLEMENTAL REMUNERATION AND EXPENSES
TO ELECTORAL AREA DIRECTORS

WHEREAS Section 733 of the Local Government Act provides thar 2 Board may by byilaw, provide for the
remuneration, expenses and benefits of directors:. '

NOW THEREFORE, the Board of the Regional District of Nanaimg, in open fneeﬁng assembled, enacty z5
follows: '

R This bylaw may be cited for all purposas as "Regional District of Nanaimc Board Remuneration and
Expenses (Electoral Aresas Only) Bylaw No. 131? 20027,

2. In this bylaw unless the context otherwise requires:
"Act" means the Local Government Act;

"Electoral Area Director” means a person appointed r::rl slected to the Board as a Director fiom an
unin¢orporated Electorsl Area bt does not include an Alternate Director.

"Alternate Director means a person appointed as an Alternate Director to an Electoral Area
Director pursuant to this bylaw and the Local Government Act,

“Regional Allpwance” means an amcunt paid to an Electoral Area Director in addition to amounts
autherized under “Regional District of Nanaimo Board and Committes Member Remuneration,
Expenses and Beneftis Bylaw Na.1078”.

1. The rate for the Regional Allowance for Flectoral Area Directors s established acgording to Schedule
'A' to thig bylaw

2. One third of ail remtmeration paid pursuant to Section | shall be considered to be an allowance for
expenses incidental to the discharge of the duties of office.

3. Ia addition to the remuneration paid in Section |, the following expendij:um made or sapenses
imeurred by an Elsctoral Area Director will be paid by the Regional District, ar cost, including
applicable taxes, uniess otherwise specrﬁed, far:

. a)  Opemting costs for fax machines and computer equipment, including, but not limited 0

paper supplies, printer cartridges and toner ‘
0
7

b)  Installation and repair costs for fax machines and computer equipment



Bylaw No. 1078
Page 2

¢}  Dedicated telephone lines for fax machines

d)  Intermet service for the purposes of establishing e-mail accounts, such service to be the
nmmimum required to establish a reasonable communications link with the Regional

District of Nanaimo
4.  The provisions of Sections 3 shall be administered by the Manager of Financial Services of the
Regional District of Nanaimo who shall be respansible for the application of its provisions and the
review and adjudication of expense claims subrmitted. In the event of a conflict of mterpretation, the
matter shall be referred to an Administrative Cormnittes comprised of the Manager of Finangial

Services, the Admmistrator and the Chairperson of the Board. Where this Committes is mable to
resoive the conflict to the satisfaction of the Electoral Area Director, the matter shall be referred to

the Board for adjudication.

19. Schedule 'A' is a part of and enforceable in the same manner as this bylaw.

Introduced and read three times this 13" day of August , 2002

Adopted this 13" day of August, 2002

CHAIRPERSON GENERAL MANAGER CORPORATE SERVICES



Schedule 'A" to accammany “Regonsl District of
Mangfmo DBoard Remumeration amd
{Electaral Areas Only) Bviaw Mo, 1217, 2002

(Feneral Manager Comporzie Servioss

SCHEDVLE “A°

1. Rates effective commencing the pay period following the Inaugural Board Meeting in each year shall

be as follows:
Dec 2002  Dec.2003  Dec. 2004
Regional Allowance — Electoral Areas only $22% See 1(a} Seel{a)

a) the Regional Allowance shall be adjusted by the Vancouver CPI as published at
November30®, to be effective in accordance herein,

. There shail be paid in addition to the rate sstablished in (1) above an amount equal to fourty five(.45)

cemts per capita where the population in an Electoral Area as established by a census, exceeds 5,000,
The amount resulting from the per capita adjustment shall be fixed until the next census and shall be

. effective in the pay period following the Inaugural Board Mecting in cach year.

. The rates above shall be reviewed by a Committee appointed by the Board in the yeer of Local

Government elections and any changes shall be effective commencing the pay period following the
Inatgural Board meeting of that year.

N\

(o

A



REGIONAL DISTRICT OF NANAIMO
BYLAW NO. 1078.04

A BYLAW TO AVMEEND REMUNERATION RATES
FOR BOARD DIRECTORS

WHEREAS the Board of the Regional District of Nanaimo by bylaw, cited zs “Regional District of
Nanaimo Board and Committee Member Remuneration, Expenses and Benefits Bylaw No. 1078, 1997,
and subsequent amendments thereto, provided for the remuneration retes and reimbursement of expenses
incurred by Directors and Alternate Directors;

AND WHEREAS the Board of the Regional District of Nanaimo wishes ta amend remuneration rates and
certain text within the bylaw;

NOW THEREFORE the Board of the Regional District of Nanzimo, in open mesting assembied, snacts
as follows:

L

Mileage reimbursements Section 5(b)(vi) — Definition is hereby amended as follows:

S(E{vi) “attendance at mectings ouiside of the members jurisdiction pursuant to a
request from Regional District staff.”

Mileage reimbursements Section S(b)(vii) is amended as follows:

3{b)(vii) “attendance at public mestings arranged by the AVICC, UBCM, LGMA or other
levels of Government,”

Schedule ‘A’ attached to Bylaw 1078.03 i hereby repeaied and replaced with Schedule A’
attached hereto.

Schedule B’ attached to Bylaw 1078.03 is hereby repealed and replaced with Schedule "B
attached hereto.

This bylaw may be cited as “Regional District of Nanaimo Board and Committee Member
Remuneration, Expenses and Benefits (All Dvirectors) Amendment Bylaw No. 1078.04, 20027,

Eu'uduccd and read three times this 13th day of August, 2002,

el MO

Adnpt&d this 13th day afAugu.st, znﬂz. _

Debuams Jomeenyen LA 2

DehpEE SoTRn T T s

o

CHAIRPERSON

GENERAL MANAGER, CORPORATE SERmS?% /



Schedule "A' to accompany "Regianai Dismict of Manaime Board
and Commmictes Member Remuneration, Expensss and Bansfig
(Al Directors) Amendmenz Bylaw No., 1078.04, 2002

General Manager, Corporate Services

SCHEDULE ‘A’

Remumeration rates effective coﬁnn:ncing the pay pérind following the Inaugural Board Meeting
in each vear shall be as fallows:

Dec. 2002 Dec. 2003 Dec. 2004

All Directors (Ses 1{a)) $7,940 57,940 57,94¢

Chairperson — allowance (See [(b) and {c)} 310,976 Ses 1(b) See 1(h)

(a) The base remuneration shall cover up to five Tuesday meetings per month.

(b} The Chairperson allowance shall be adjusted by the Vancouver CPI as published at
November 30", to be effective with the first Board meeting in December.

{¢)  The member elected as Chairpersen shall receive no additional remuneration beyond the
Chairperson’s allowancs.

In addition to the armual remumeration rates shown at (1) above, there shall be paid the following
rates:

Vic:ChéﬁperwnaftﬁeBuard $150 per meeting when acting as Chairperson of
the Board

Cotmmittes Chairperson $100 per meeting chaired

{Standing, Select, Advisory,

Public Hearing or Public

Information Meeting)

Corrmittes Vice Chairperson 360 per meeting chaired

(has the same meaning as '

Committee Chairperson)

Alternats Directors $73 per meeting when attending in the reguier
Director’s place L

Select Committees £60 per meeting attended

Schednled Stnmimg Committees $60 pcr miceting attended

Agvisory Standing Committess $60 per meeting attended

Public Hezrimgs £60 per masting attended

- Other meetings $60 per meeting for Directors appointed
' Meard to represent the Regional District at ¢

Public Information Meeting $60 per meeting attended 0 |
?6>
r



(2} Where 2 Committee meeting, Public Hearing, Public Information meeting or Other
Business meeting, exceeds half a day or four hours in length, the per diens shall be
£100.

The rates abowve shall be reviewed by a Comumittes appointed by the Board in the year of Local
Government elections and any changes shall be effective commencing the pay period following
the December maugura] Board meeting of that year,



1.

Schedule "B (o sccompany "Regional Dismet of Manaime Boad
and Conines Member Remuneration, Expenses and Bomefin
Amendmment Bylaw Mo, 1078.04, 2002

Geners] Manager, Corporate Services

SCHEDULE ‘B’

DMeal Expenses

These rates apply with in all cases with the exceptmn of UBCM, AVICC, LGMA or FCM
(See 2. below:

a) Breakfast to a magimum of $10.00 without a receipt
b) Lunch to a maximum of $15.00 without a receipt
c) Dimmer to a maximum of $25.00 without a receipt

d) If a receipt is submitted, the actual cost will be reimbirsed provided that:
{i} the cost of the meal inchiding taxes but not incinding a gratuity does not

exceed the maximum cost per person under a), b) or ¢); and,
{i1) the gratuity if any, does not exceed 153% of the total meal cost including taxes.

e) Where travel occurs outside of Canada the meal sxpense maximums shail be converted at
prevailing exchange rates.

£} There will be no reimbursement for alcoholic beverages.
Travel to TBCM, AVICC, LGMA and FCM Annoal Conferences

A daily per diem of $60 shzll he paid to cover all costs of meals, gratuities and incidentals.
This per diem shall he paid in lien of the standard meal per diems above and recelpts are

not required.
Mileage

The mileage rate will be increased or decreased effective from September 1% cach year to be
consistent with the rate paid by the Province of British Columbia as at August 31% in each year.

oD
NN



REGIONAL DISTRICT

OF NANAIMO
PR REGIONAL AUS -7 2002
g DISTRICT  [SiaR | _GMGrs MEMORANDUM
st OF NANAIMO GMCmS GMES

"
TO: N. Avery M_—EFATE: July 31, 2002

Manager of Financia) Seroices

FROM: W. Thexton FILF:
Sentor Accountant

SUBJECT: Operating Results to June 30, 2002

PURPOSE
To present a sumnmary of the operating results for the period ending June 30th, 2002,
BACKGROQUND

As part of the Regional District’s commitment to accountability, staff prepare quarterly operating
statements. The statement attached to this report covers the period January 1 to Jume 30, 2002. The
statements arc prepared primarily on an as paid basis except for debt and property taxes, which are
accrized monthly, .

The relative proportion of revenues and expenditures to date should be approxitnately 50% of the
budgeted amounts for the vear. The actual results show eamed revemues at $5% of budget and
expenditures at 4]% of budget. Revenues are slightly ahead of target because most armual user fees have
been billed. Expenditures typically vary considersbly throughout the year, with some significant costs
often paid later in the fiscal period. For example, capital expenses and professional fess may be in the
commitiment stage but will not be paid until later in the year. Also, reserve fund contributions and
transfers to other governments/agencies generally occur in late summer after the tecelpt of property tax
funds.

Om an overall basis the attached statement shows that wages {52%), administration costs (50%), and debt
financing costs (50%) are approximately equal to the semi annual benchimark. Professional fees {(33%),
building operations and maintenance {28%), program costs {20°%) and capital expenditures (21%) are
lowet due to the iming issues noted above,

Corporate Services

Gverall Corporate Services budgets are within the expected range for revenues and expenditures. Gramt
and operating revenues are at 49% of budget. Professional fees {13%), building operations and
maintenatice {13%), capital expenditires {40%) and other operating costs are below the 50% benchmark
due to’the typical annual expendinure profile for these items. Transfers to the reserve fund {(0%) will be
made in Augnst. Ag a result, total expenses for Corporate Services to date are 39% of budget.

Community Services
Cverall Community Services budgets are within the expected range for revenues (50%)and expenditures

{46%). Owverall operating and grant revenues for Transit are 51% of budget, while those for the D&
Arena, D68 Recreation Coordination and the Ravensong Aquatic Center are 45%, 54% and 58%

&

respectively, Q? \;3



2002 Operating Results o Tune 30th
Tuly 31, 2002
Page 2

Recreation program costs (209}, capital expenditures {17%%), and transfers to other agencies (9%) will be
incurred later in the year. Professional fees (68%) are higher than the benchmark due mostly to
completed tasks for the Growth Management Plan review and consulting for the Arena expansion
project. The preliminary consulting and legal costs for the arena-twinning preject are slightly higher than
originally anticipated.

Development Services

Development Services revenues are higher than budpst expectations at 83%, partly a result of receiving
certamn planming grants sarlier in the year. Also, Building Inspection permit fees (87%%), Planning permt
fees {113%) and subdivision application fees (106%) are well above budget due to increased construction
activity in the Regmonal District.

Total expenses for Development 3ervices to date are 43% of budget, with professional fess (33%),
equipment operating (19%) and capital expendimres (1 8%} lower than the benchmark due to timing.

Environmental Services

Overall operating/grant revenues are at 53% of budget for Environmental Services. Year to date
revenues now reflect the annual billings for sewer, garbage collection and recycling services, as well as
the semi annual biiling for water services. Solid waste tipping fee revenue is 52% of budget. Wastewater
freatment septage receiving fees are at 56% of budpet for the Southern Community and 37% for the
MNotthern Cormmunity.

Total expenses for Environmental Services are 37% of budget with capital costs {20%), professional fees
{35%), building (26%) and vehicle operations and mainténance {33%), being somewhat lower than the
semni annual benchmark, once again due to timing.

SUMMARY/CONCLUSIONS

The attached summary includes operating activities recorded up to June 30, 2002, Overall, the Regional
District has collected 58% of total budgeted revemues, including 53% of grants and operating revenues,
and has incurred 41% of the annnal budgeted expenditures. The lower expenditures reflect the seasonal
and project related timing for professional fees, community grants, recreation program costs, capitzl
expenditures and transfers to reserves.

RECOMMENDATION

That the summary report of financial results from operations to June 30, 2002 he recerved for
information.

.
"

= e e .
Report Writer o Manager CGK"

General Manager Cotcufrence C.AQ. Cgécurrencg )

COMMENTS:
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REGIONAL DISTRICT
OF NANAIMO

&UG - 12002

PO R EGIONAL TSRS
n

DISTRICT  '<ac T Twos MEMORANDUM
#oat OF NANAIMO ¥R SF54

TO: Stan Schopp . DATE: | August 2, 2002
Manager of Inspection and Enforcement -

FROM: Maude Mackey FILE: 4020 20 02B031
Bvlaw Enforcement Cficer

SUBJECT:  Contravention of Unsightly Premises Regalatory Bylaw No. 1073, 1996 - Pitre
Electoral Area "B — 661 Gallagher Way, Gabriola Island

PURPOSE

To obtain the Board’s direction regarding an ongoing property maintenance contravention on the above
property.

BACKGROUND
Property: 661 Gallagher Way
Legal Description: Lot 26, Section 13, Gabriola [sland, Manaimo District, Plan 21584

Property Owner: Roxane L. Pitre
1718 Tashtego Cres.
Gabrioia island, B.C. VOR1X5

A compiaint regarding ‘maintenance’ issues on this property was received on February 18, 2002, A site
ingpection followed confirming the presence of years of accumulated discarded, disused materials and
vnlicensed vehicles and frailers. Two constructed buildings were also evident. These structures were
later determined to have been erected without benefit of a building permit. A closer inspection of these
buildings concluded that there is no possibility that either could be brought up to building code minimum
standards. Correspondence followed to the property owner on February 28th directing the buildings be
removed. A recent inspection confirmed the demolition work is nearly complete on the ‘residence’ but
has yet {o start on the workshop. Building inspection staff are now proceeding with a Naotice on the title
of the property concerning the remaining illegal construction.

Ms. Pitre’s partner, Mr. Youngman, has been overseeing the demolition work and property clean up. He
has indicated personzl difficulties have impeded this progress. There is still a considerable amount of
work required on the property and staff are concerned that given the 4 months that has now passed, these
‘difficulties’ will preciude resolution of these concerns in a timely fashion.

&

L



Unsightly Premises Bylaw — Pitre
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Page 2

ALTERNATIVES

I.- The owner not be directed to remove the identified items from the property.

2. The owner be directed to remove the identified items from the property.
FINANCIAL IMPLIC ATIONS

If the Board directs the property owner to remove the identified items from the property, eny costs
incurred by the Regional District or its agent with respect to the removal, shall be recovered from the
property cwrer.

SUMMARY/CONCLUSIONS

This property is subject to a Property Maintenance Bylaw and the discarded, disused materiais and
derelict vehicles/trailers stored on site would be in contravention of this regulation. A representative of
the property owner is continuing to work on the property clean up; however, reported perscnal
difficulties have impeded this progress. The clean up effort has been underway for over 4 months:
however, there is still a considerable amount of work required to bring the property into compliance with
BEvilaw No. 1073, '

RECOMMENDATION

That should the property maintenance concerns not be rectified by August 13, 2002 pursuant to the
“Unsightly Premises Regulatory Bylaw No. 1073, 1996, that the Board direct the owner of the above
property to remove from the premises, those items as set out in the attached resolution within fourteen
{14) days, or the work will be undertaken by the Regionzl District’s agents at the owners cost.

Report Writer g '

? Mang'ger Géic/urfa{é{ CAD C‘;;currcnce

COMMENTS:
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REGIONAL DISTRICT OF NANAIMO

RESOLUTION
UNSIGHTLY PREMISES REGULATORY BYLAW NG. 1073, 1996

MOVED » SECONDED , that pursuant to the provisions of the
Clnsightly Premises Regulatory Bylaw No, 1073, 1994 and amendments thereto, [T 15
HEREBY RESOLVED that the owner(s)occupier(s) of the respective premises set forth
below be notified to remove the accumulation of the materials indicated and to take such
remedial measures as are specified:

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION: Lot 26, Plan 21585, Section 18, Nanaimo Land
District, Gabriola Island

LOCATION: 661 Gallagher Way
OWNER(S): . Roxane L. Pitre
1718 Tashtego Cres.

Gabriola [sland, VOR 1X3

UNSIGHTLY ACCUMULATION:  Derelicts vehicles/trailers, household debris and
discarded, disused materials.

REMEDIAT. MEASURES: To remove the accumulation of derelict vehicles/trailers,
discarded, disused materials and hiousehold debris, leaving the property clean and tidy.

AND BE FURTHER RESOLVED that the Bylaw Enforcement Officer of the Regional
Distriet of Nanaimo BE AND IS HEREBY AUTHORIZED in default of such removal or
remedizl measures being undertaken by the owner(s) or occupien(s), within Fourtsen {14)
days of receipt of notice to do so, to carry out or have such work carried out and the expense
charged to the owner(s)occupier(s). If unpaid by December 31* in the year in which the
work is done, the expenses shall be added to and form part of the taxes payable on that real
property as taxes in arrears.

I hereby certify the foregoing to be a true and correct copy of the resolution passed by the
Board at its regular meeting, held August 13, 2002,

DATED at Nanaimo, B.C. )

this___ dayof |, 2002)

&
O
General Manager Corporate Services Qv\?/
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- -
TO: Pam Shaw DATE: Augnst 2, 2002
Manager of Community Fllanning —_TEI

FROM: Brigid Reynolds FILE: 3060 30 0243

Planner

SUBJECT:  Development Permit Application No, 0243 - Gibson and Brosz
Electoral Area 'H' — Horne Lake Caves Road

PURPOSE

To consider the issnance of a development permit with variances to legalize an existing recreational
residence, deck, and set of stairs within an Environmentally Sensitive Areas Development Permit Area
pursuant to the Regional District of Nanaimo Shaw Hill — Deep Bay Official Community Plan Bylaw
No. 1007, 1996,

BACKGROUND

The subject property, legally described as Strata Lot 60, District Lot 251, Alberni District, Plan VIS5160,
is located on Home Lake Caves Road at Horne Lake in Electoral Area *H' (see Attachment No. I},

This application was reviewed by the Electoral Area Planning Committee at the July 23, 2002 meeting.
Staff recommended that the vatiance request not be approved (see Artackment No. 2 for a copy of the
original repory). The applicants made a submission to the committee and the motion was made to
approve the variance and refer the application back to staff to develop conditions of approval. The
Committee resolution is as follows:

That Development Permit No. 0243 fo vary the minimum setback requirement of the
Comprehensive Development 9 (CD9) zone of 8.0 metres from the natwral boundary of Horne
Lake to a minimum af 0.0 meitres for the stairs, and a minimum of 2.0 matres for the deck and
recreational residence, to legalize the location of an existing recreational residence and other
existing and proposed construction within an Environmentally Sensitive Areas Development
Permit Areaq on the property legally described as Strara Lot 60, District Lot 251, Alberni
Diswrict, Plan VIS5 160, be approved and rhat the application be referred back to staff to develop
conditions of approval. CARRIED

Staff has met with the applicants to develop the conditions of approval (see Schedule No. 1).

The conditions of approval are required to bring the maximum permitted footprint of the recr=ational
residence, deck, landscape deck and stairs into compliance with Bylaw No. 500 and to address the
development permnit area guidelines. The current overall footprint exceeds the maximum of 93 m® by
approximately 20 m® and this provision of the zoning regulations cannot be varied.

&
QV'
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Development Permit No. 0243
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A Land Use Covenant was a condition of the subdivision and rezoning process at Home Lake and is
registered on title of each strata lot. This was not outlined in the previous report and the relevant clause
is as follows:

The Transferor must not construct or permit the construction or placement of a building on the Lands:

(a) Within fifleen metres of the natural boundary of a watercourse other than Hortie Lake as defined
in the Zoning Bylaw;
(b} Within eight metres of the natural boundary of Horne Lake,

Lniess the Transferor has first provided 1o the Transferee a site survey prepared by a professional lond
surveyor licensed to practice in British Columbia demonstrating that the proposed construction complies
with the Zoning Bylaw setback requirements and Developtent Permit guidelines of the Shaw Hill — Deep
Bay Qfficial Community Plan. This section applies to the placement of a building or the construction or
addition of ary diteration to a building other than a permitted minor addition after the dare of this
Secitorn 219 Covenant.

Approval of the proposed variances and development permit would have the effect of bringing the
construction into compliance with the zoning bylaw setback requirements and development permit

guidelines as provided for in the covenant.

Notification has been undertaken pursuant to the Local Government Act. Az the time of writing the
report no comments have been received from summounding parcels receiving the notice.

ALTERENATIVES

1. To approve the requested variance and development permit subject to the conditions outlined in
Schedule Nos. 1, 2, and 3.

2. To deny the requested variance and development permit.
DEVELOPMENT IMPLICATIONS

The land use and environmental implications are discossed in the previous staff report {see Attachment
No. 2).

The Land Use covenant registered on title does not prevent the Board from approving the variances. This
approval makes the recreational residence, deck, and stairs conform to Bylaw No, 500 and therefore, in
compliance with the covenant.

YOTING

Electoral Area Directors — one vote, except Electoral Area ‘B,

Q¥



Development Permit No, 0243
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SUMMARY/CONCLUSIONS

‘This is an application to vary the minimum setback requirement from the natural boundary of Horne Lake
of the Comprehensive Development 9 {CD9) zone to legalize the siting of an existing recreational
restdence, deck and stairs and to permit the undertaking of structural works to replace the rear exterior
wall and add a 10 m* minor addition, extend the walls vertically to create 2 loft, and replace the existing
roof, within a Development Permit Areg.

Upon Comumittee direction, staff has met with the applicants to develop the conditions of approval as set
out Schedule No. 1. The applicants are in concurrence with the conditions,

RECOMMENDATION

That Development Permit Application No. 0243 to vary the minimum requirements of the
Comprehensive Development 9 (CDS) zone of 8.0 metres from the natural boundary of Home Lake to a
minimum of 9.0 metres for the stairs, and 2 minimum of 2.0 metres for the deck and recreational
residence, to legalize the location of an existing recreational residence and other existing and proposed
cofistruction within an Envircnmentally Sensitive Areas Development Permit Area on the property
iegally described as Strata Lot 60, District Lot 251, Alberni District, Plan VIS5160 be approved, subject
to the requirements outlined in Schedule Nos. 1, 2, and 3. '

Yol f AL

Report Writer (General Manager rrence

Manager Epncurrence CAC Concurrence

COMMENTS:
devrusireporit/ 2002/4dn aw bed 1060 30 0247 gibson brom



Development Permit No. 0243
Auguge 2, 2002
Page 4

Schedule No. 1
Conditions of Approval
Development Permit No. 0243

Development Permit No, (120
1. Works shall be undertaken in accerdance with Devetopment Permit No, 0210.

Site Survey
2. A legal site survey completed by a BCLS confirming the siting of all buildings and structures on the
lot must be submitted to the Regional District of Nanaimo once the works have been completed.

Removal of Outhouse and Decking

3. The footprint must be reduced in size to 93 m’ by removing the wooden walkway and interlock brick
walkway. This most be verified by site survey.

4. The outhouse must be removed once the pump and haul system has been connected to the RDN
Pump and Haul Service.

Replanting
3. Replant the foreshore the length of the parcel and bank in front of the cabin with vegetation native to
the area and suitable to the site conditions including sunlight, soil type and soil moisture.

Sediment and Erosion Control
6. No removal of vegetation within the development permit area.
7. Sediment and erosion control measures must be utilized to control sediment during construction and
to stabilize the site after construction is complete. These measures must include:
(2) Exposed soils must be seeded as soon as possible to reduce erosion during rain events;
(b} Tarps, sand bags, poly plastic sheeting and/or filter fabric are required to be onsite during the
works;
{¢) Cover temporary fill or s0il stockpiles with polyethylene or tarps.

Retaining YWall
8. No alteration of the existing seawall without a bioengineering assessment,

o



Development Permir No, 0243
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Schedule Np, 2

Site Survey
Development Permit No, 9243
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Schedule No, 3
Requested Variances
Development Permit No. 0243

With respect to the lands, the Regional District of Wanaimo Land Use and Subdivision Bylaw No. 500,
1987, the following variances are proposed:
1. Section 3.4.107.4 Mirimum Setback Requirements — Home Lake is varied from 8.0 metres from
the natural boundary of Home Lake to a minimum of
fa) 0.0 metres for the stairs and
{b} 2.0 metres for a deck and recreational residence.



Attachment Na. 1
Subject Property
Development Permit No. 0243
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Attachment No. 2
Original Stafl Report
Development Permit No, 1243

PR REGIONAL
gl DISTRICT MEMORANDUM
OF NANAIMO

TO: Famela Shaw DATE; July 12,2002
Manager, Community Planning

FROM: Brigid Reynolds FILE: 3060 30 0243
Planner

SUBJECT:  Development Permit Application No. 0243 - Gibsou and Brosz
Electoral Area "H' - Horne Lake Caves Road

PURPOSE

This is an application to vary the setback from the natural boundary of Home Lake from 8.0 metres to 2
metres to legalize an existing recreational residence and deck, and to vary the setback from 8.0 metres to
0 metres to legalize an existing set of stairs within an Environmentalty Sensitive Areas Development
Permit Area pursvant to the Regional District of Nanaime Shaw Hill — Deep Bay Official Community
Plan Bylaw No. 1007, 1996,

BACKGROUND

The subject property, legally described as Strata Lot 60, District Lot 251, Alberni District, Plan VIS5 160,
is located on Horne Lake Caves Road at Horne Lake in Electoral Area “H'. (see Attachment No. 1).

The subject property is zoned Comprehensive Development ¢ (CD9) pursuant to “Regional District of
Nanaimo Land Use and Subdivisicn Bylaw No. 500, 1987." The bylaw states the minimum setback
requirement from the natural boundary of Horne Lake is 8.0 metres. The recreational residence and deck
are located a minimum of 3.0 metres from the natral boundary and the stairs are located 0.0 metres from
the natural boundary. The maximum permitted footprint within the 15-metre development permit arez is
93 m’, pursuant to Bylaw No. 500. The current overall foutprmt of the recreational residence, deck,
landscape deck and stairs exceeds this by approximately 20 m’,

The original recreational residence was constructed in the 1920°s and subsequent additions have been
made over the years including the construction of the deck and stairs. The recreational residence meets .
the flood construction elevation required by the Flood Protection Covenant that was registered on title at;o

the time of subdivision. ) o
TN
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As the Board will recall, in October 2001, “Regional District of Nanaimo Land Use and Subdivision
Bylaw Amendment Bylaw No. 500.275" was adopted. This Bylaw created a new CD¥? zone and rezoned
the land surrounding Home Lake from Resource Management 1| (RMI) v Comprehensive
Development 9 {CD9) for the creation of a maximum of 400 Bare Land Strata lots. As part of the
rezoning and subdivision, existing buildings and structures that do not conferm to Bylaw No. 300 were
permitted to remain in their current location and state, but were not granted nonconforming status.
Therefore, when any structural alteration is proposed to an existing illegally sited recreational residence,
the owner is required to make the non-conforming buildings and structures conform to Bylaw No. 500 by
physically moving the illegally sited building and/or structure or making an application for a site specific
variance.

The applicant is requesting to undertake structural works to replace the rear exterior wall and add a 10 m’
minor addition, extend the walls vertically to create a loft and replace the existing roof. All the proposed
works would be undertaken within the 15 metres Envircnmentally Sensitive Areas Development Permit
Area pursuant to Shaw Hill — Deep Bay Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 1007, 1996.

The Environmentally Sensitive Areas Development Permit Area was established to protect the natural
environment. The Development Permit Arsa is measured 15.0 metres from the natural boundary of
Home Lake and other watercourses. The proposed minor addition will be constructed within the
development permit area.

ALTERNATIVES

3. To approve the requested variance and development permnit and refer the application back to staff to
develop conditions of approval.

4, Ta deny the requested variance and development permit.
LAND USE AND DEVELOPMENT IMPLICATIONS

Undertaking structural repairs or alterations to an illegally sited recreational residence such as the works
proposed in this application triggers the reguirement to conform to Bylaw No. 500. The recreational
residence is illegaily sited therefore, pranting the variance for the recreational residence and deck to
remain in the current location would remove the only opportunity for this recreational residence to move
outside the § metre 20ning sethack.

The deck for the recreational residence on the adjacent lot (Lot 61) is sited a minimum of 2 metre from
the natural boundary and the recreational residence is sited a minimum of 4 metre from the natural
boundary. Lot 61 has similar site constraints. The adjacent Tots west of the subject property are sited
more than § metres from the natural boundary. These lots are in the process of being developed to
accommodate recrsational residence that had to be relocated due to a geotechnical hazard in their
existing location.

The property owmers indicate that they prefer to remain in the current location. The lot has several
constraints limiting alternative building sites. The lot is shallow, between 26 metres and 30 metres, and

&

&
A

&

an access easement for two adjacent lots bisects the lot reducing potential building sites. However, th 10

M
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is a buildable site area behind the 8 metres zoning setback where the recreational residence and deck
could be relocated.

The application includes undertaking structural works to replace the rear exterior wail and add a 10 m?
miner addition, extend the walls vertically to create a loft and replace the existing roof. However, when
the roof is removed the remaining frame and structute may be found to be unstructurally sound and
would require more extensive renovations than requested as part of this application.

The overall footprint of the recreational residence, deck, patio and shed is over 113 m’. This footprint is
in excess of the footprint of 93 m” that is permitted in the Comprehensive Development 9 (CD9) zone
pursuant to Bylaw No. 500. This footprint would need to be reduced.

Granting the variance permitting the recreational residence and deck to remain in its current location will
set a precedent for other potential variance applications around Home Lake. There are many recreational
residences around Home Lake that are illegally sited and setting this precedent where there is an
alternative buildable site area could comprise the long term goal of achieving broad compliance with
Byiaw No. 500,

Shouid the Board grant this variance, staff recommends that the application be referred back to staff so
that staff could work with the applicants to develop conditions for the development permit.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

The recreational residence and deck s sited a minimum of 2 metres from the natural boundary of Home
Lake. The Enovironmentally Sensitive Areas Development Permit Area was sstablished to protect the
natural environment, The current location of the recreational residence and decks comprises the long-
term viability for regeneration of the riparian vegetation.

While moving the recreational residence and deck behind the 8 metre zoning setback wil] have a short
term impazct on the natural environment, the long term result will ensure the features and functions of
riparian areas surrounding Horne Lake will continue to play an important role in maintaining biodiversity
and erogion protection.

The portion of the foreshore on this lot that is not located behind the retaining wall is being undercut
because the vegetation has been removed.

YOTING
Electoral Area Directors — one vote, except Electoral Area *B’,
SUMMARY/CONCLUSIONS

This is an application to vary the minimum setback requirement from the naiural boundary of Home Lake
of the Comprehensive Development & (CD9) zone to legalize the siting of an existing recreational
residence, deck and stairs and to permit the undertaking of structural works to replace the rear exterior Q/

Q"%/
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wall and add a 10 m’ minor addition, extend the walls vertically to create a loft and replace the existing
roof, within a Development Permit Area.

While moving the recreational residence and deck behind the 8 metre zoning setback will have a short
term impact on the natural environment, the long term result will ensure the features and Functions of
riparian areas surrounding Home Lake will continue o play an important role in maintaining biodiversity
and erosion protection,

Should the Board grant this variance, staff recommends that the appiication be referred back to staff sa
that staff could work with the applicants to develop conditions for the development.

From staff"s assessment of this application, the request to vary the setback to legalize the location of an
existing recreational residence should not be supported. While there are site constraints, there is an
alternative building site behind the § metre zoning setback. Granting this variance would set a precedent
for other applications, which could compromise the long-term goal of achieving compliance 1o Bylaw
No. 5040.

RECOMMENDATION

- That Development Permit Appiication No. 0243 to vary the minimum sethack ‘requirements of the
- Comprehensive Development 9 (CD9) zone of 8 metres from the naturzl boundary of Horne Lake to a
minimum of 0 metres for the stairs, and a minimum of 2.0 metres for the deck and recreational residence,
to legalize the location of an existing recreational residence and other existing and propased construction
within an Environmentally Sensitive Areas Development Permit Area on the property legally described
as Strata Lot 60, District Lot 251, Alberni District, Flan VIS5160, be denied.

Report Writer General Manager Concurrence
Manager Concurrence CAO Concorrence
COMMENTS:

devsveraparie 20020dp fu 1060 34 0243 pibron bros
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Dervelapment Permit No, 0243

Schedule No. 1

Site Plan
Development Permit No. 0243
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Subject Property
Development Permit No. (243

Development Permit No, 0243
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CHAIR GMCrS
REGIONAL CAD GHDS

gl DISTRICT  SMcoST_IoWes 7]\ e MORANDUM
#sa OF NANAIMO

T Pamela Shaw ' DATE: August 2, 2002
Manager, Community Plapning

FROM: Susan Cormie FILE: 8640 01 NA Al
Senior Planner

SUBJECT:  Approach Path Zoning for the Nanaime Airpart
Electoral Area "A’

PURFPOSE

Te consider a request {rom the Nanaimo Airport Commission to formally begin participation in the
approach path zoning bylaw process.

BACKGROUND

The Regional District has received comespondence from the Nanaimo Airpert Commission requesting
support for the concept of approach path zoning for the Nanaimo Airport and to begin the bylaw process
to establish such zoning (see Atrachment No. I).

The purpose of approach path zoning is to:

}. prevent lands adjacent to or in the vicinity of an airport site from being used or developed in an
manner that is incompatible with the operation of an airport;

2. prevent lands adjacent to or in the vieinity of an airport site from being used or developed in an
manner thet is incompatible with the safe operation of an airport or aircraft; and

3. prevent lands adjacent 10 or in the vicinity of facilities used to provide services relating to
aeronautics from being used or developed in & manner that would cause interference with signals
Or communications to and from aircraft or to and from those facilities.

The establishment of this zoning would bring the recommended Federal regulations pertaining to airspace
swrounding an airport into effect. Tt is noted that the approach path zoning would be applicable to the air
space surrounding the airport and not over the airport itself. Under federal regulations, the airport lands
are aiready subject to limiting the obstacles within their lands.

In addition, the Commission requires that this zoning be in place as part of a prerequisite for the

establishment of an instrument landing system.
&
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The process mvoived in establishing approach path zoning is twofold, Along with an approach path
zoning bylaw being prepared and presented to the public, an agreement made pursuant to Section 176 of
the Local Govermment Act is required. Section 176 provides that a local povernment may enter into
agreements with public authorities for the operation and enforcement related to the public authority’s
service, in this case, Transport Canada.

The Nanaimo Airport is located adjacent to the south boondary of the Regional District of Nanaimo and is
situated partially in Eiectoral Area "A’ and in the Cowichan Valley Regional District. Currently, while
the airport has legal non-conforming status with respect to zoning, there are some outstanding issues
related to some existing land uses. It is noted that the Nanaimo Airport Commission is corrently
developing a Master Land Use Development Plan  Upon completion of that Plan, new zoning will need
to be censidered by the Regional Board.

As this request involves the zoning of airspace surrounding the airport, the request for approach path
zoning may be considered independently of future zoning on the airport lands.

ALTERNATIVES

1. To proceed with the approach path zoning bylaw initiative for the Nanaimo Airport.

2. To proceed with the approach path zoning bylaw initiative subject to legal, advertising, and other
related costs in the preparation of the agreement and bilaw being borne by the Nanaimo Airport
Commission,

3. To advise the Nanaimo Airport Commission that the RDN does not wish to participate in the
approach path zoning bylaw imitative.

LAND USE / OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN IMPLICATIONS

The Electoral Area ‘A’ Official Community Plan Bylaw No, 1240, 2001 recognizes the airport and its
related uses as an economic and transportation hub for not only the Regional District, but also Vancouver
Island. Therefore, the OCP supports this initiative.

The majority of the land uses surrounding the Naneimo Airport are rural and it is anticipated that the

proposed approach path zoning will have little impact on additional restrictions with respect to the height
and placement of buiidings and structures. '

INTERGOVERNMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

The Airport Commission has also made a request to the Cowichan Valley Regional District to establish
approach path zoning by bylaw. District staff has verbally indicated that the proposal has merit, although
the request has yet to be considered by the CVRD Board of Directors.

&
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PUBLIC CONSULTATION IMPLICATIONS

This proposed bylaw would be considered in the same manner as any other zoning amendment bylaw., A
Tull public consultation process would be conducted to ensure members of the public are informed of the
proposal and are given every oppormmity for input. Airport staff has indicated that they will participate in
all public events. At a minimum, a public information meeting and public hearing would be held as part
of the bylaw process.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

While the Nanaimo Airport Commission is subject to the apptication fees for a bylaw amendment, the
Commission is also prepared to pay for the costs associated with any legal fees in the preparation of the
agreernent with Transport Canada and subsequent bylaw, The application fee will cover the costs of hall
rentais, staff time, notification procedures, and public consultation.

YOTING
Electoral Area Directors — one vote, except Electoral Area *B’
SUMMARY

The Nanaimo Airport Commission has requested the support of the Regional District to establish
approach path zoning for the Nanaimo Airport by local government bylaw pursuant to Section 176 of the
Local Government Act. Section 176 provides authority for a local government to enter into an agreement
with a public authority for the operation and enforcement related to the public autherity’s service.

The establishment of this zoning would bring the recommended Federal regulations pertaining to airspace
surrounding an airport into effect. The Airport Commission staff has indicated that the Commission will
undertake the majority of work leading up to the establishment of the bylaw, incliding surveying and
legal costs. The zoning amendment fee will cover other expenses associated with the public process such
as rental of halls, notification, and staff time. The Cowichan Valley Regional District (CVRD) has also
been requested by the Nanaimo Airport Commission to establish approach path zoning and District staff
has indicated that the proposal has merit to proceed to the CYRD Board.

As the financial costs associated with the agreement, bylaw and public process will be covered by the
Nanaimo Airpert Commission, and as the public will have an opportunity to provide comments with
respect to the proposed approach path zoning, staff supports Altemative No. 2 to proceed with the
approach path zoning bylaw initiative subject to legal, advertising, and other related costs in the
preparation of the bylaw being bome by the Nanaimo Airport Commission.

-
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RECOMMENDATION

That the Regional District participate in the establishment of an approach path zoning initiative with the
Manaime Airport Commission, subject to all related costs, including legal costs associated with the
preparation of the agreement with Transport Canada, and the subsequent bylaw and all public meetings
and hearing costs, being borne by the Nanaimo Airport Commission.

Ylpvue )

Repdarrt Writer General Manager ITEnce
Manager Qéncurrence /q’lv /é&D Cnncur%me v
COMMENTS.
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PO Bax 149, 3150 Spitfire Rood

Cossidy, BC, VOR THO

Tol; [250) 245-4197 = Feoe (250) 245-4308
wab sie: www nongima-airport.com

amail: apm@nanaimo-airport.com

"REGIONAL DISTRICT 1

OF NANAIMG

July B, 2002 JUL 192062
)

Mz, Genrge Holme
Chairman, Nanaimo Regional Distict
4300 Hammond Bay Road '
Mansime, B.C. VOT 8N2

Dear Mr. Holme:

Re: Approach Path Zoning for Nanaime Afrport

Imumungmymmmqummempponnfthskmonalbmmnfﬂmmm
estabiishing apreoach path zoning for the Nenaimo Airpert  This zoning in vital to the
long-term protection of the Adrport froan a land use point of view. In addition, itisa
prerequisite for the instrurment landing system which the Aidrport Comunission ia
endeavating to establish as a matter of high priority.

Transport Canada’s approach to creafing approach path zoning around airports is to do so
by means of what ia known as the municipal process. This process is provided for by
Section 176 of the B.C, Muniecipal Act whershy municipalities are empowered to emtar
into agreements with public anthorities, including the Government of Capada. In the case
of the Nanaimo Aitport, the process would lead o the Regional District of Nanaimo (and
Cowichan Valley Regional Digtrict} extaring into a legal sgreement with Tramsport
Canada which would permit the Districts to adopt a federal airport zoning regulation
plnsumttoth:pruwmunanfﬂuﬁmmmmﬁct

I would like to cphinsize that the Namaime Alrport Commission will undertake the great
bulk of the work leading up to the establishment of the agulation, including all the
required morveying and, in consultation with Transport Canada and your own siaff,
prepardlion of the actual regulaiion to be adopted.

Representatives of the Airport Commisaion have met with Laurence Ellios who is
supportive of this initiative and is willing to see work proceed in this regard.

iwuldwnjrmuchapprﬂnmmnﬁmanunﬂmtheﬂegmmlﬂmmﬂNmmuu

willing to work with us on this important and necessary project. I would also appreciate

youd&n;nnhngnmmhcrnfygw:hﬂ'tqmusammbdnﬂhemhmcﬂtﬁm{ﬂmg
Wit Tepres ____‘fni‘i‘rnnapmﬂmﬂmuvmthawkbma
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PO. Box 149, 3350 Spitfire Read

Cassidy, 5C, VOR THO

Tal: [250) 245-419F » Feo [250) 245-4308
" wab site: wwwnanalmo-girport.cam
L13203T COMMISSEON emdil; apen@naridime-airpert.com

Fﬁmiﬁﬂmﬂﬁﬂmlhﬂwm;m hin.:sm.'-ilarleﬁ:rm .
Chahmmofma%mvguﬂmm e DUE Srml, : Mr. Tom Walker,

Yoaors truly,

Brizm Smith
Nanaimo Alrport Commission-

<c, Laurence Effion
Director, Electoral Area A, RDN
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TO: Robert Lapham ) DATE|: August 6, 2002
General Manager, Development Services

FROM: Pamela Shaw FILE: 0510 20 BCHYDRO
Manager of Community Planning

SUBJECT:  Vancouver Island Generation Project and Environmental Assessment Review
All Electoral Areas

PURPOSE

To provide information on the Environmental Assessment Office’s Review Committee for BC Hydro’s
proposed Vancouver Island Generation Project.

BACKGROUND

BC Hydro is proposing to construct a gas-fired electricity plant (referred to as the Vancouver Island
Generation Project or VIGP) at Duke Point within the City of Nanaimo (the proponents of the project
presented the proposal to the July 2002 Committee of the Whole, and a recent supimnary of the project is
attached for information- see Attachment 1),

As required under the Environmental Assessment Act, the Environmental Assessment Office (EAD)
has screemed the project and accepted it for review. The Regiona] District of Nanaimo, along with
Souneymuxw First Nation and other local, provincial, and federal agencies, have been invited to
participate in the assessment of this application (see Amachment 2 ‘Project Committee Operating
Frocedures’). Each agency generally has one official project committee member (who may be
accompanied by technical advisors). A list of project commitiee members (supplied by the EAQ) is
attached for the Board's information (see Atrachment 3).

The first meeting of the VIGP Review Committee was held July 30, 2002. Given the proximity of the
proposed facility to Electoral Area ‘A’, the Chair requested that Dirsctor Laurence Elliott attend for the
RDN (it is noted thot the Islands Trust has appointed Director Gail Lund to Participate on the committee
i recognition of the potential impacts of the facility on Gabriola Island, and the City of Nanaimo has
appointed Councillor Bill Holdom). 1t is anticipated that the Committee will meet approximately five
times to discuss public responses and comment on the EAQ)'s project report. Additional meetings may be
scheduled for sub-committees or on-site tours. It is anticipated that the committee’s mandate wil! be
completed by November 2002,

ALTERNATIVES

Committee for the Vancouver [sland Generation Project.

2. To ot participate in the review committee. Q? 4136/

l. Ta appoint Director Laurence Eiliont to the Environmental Assessment Office’s Project Review Q
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PARTICIPATION IMPLICATIONS

Whils the proposed facility iz within the City of Nanaimo, RDN residents have expressed concerns to
Area Dirsctors, in the media, and at the public events on potential health/environmental impacts, the
iocation of the facility, the technology being considered, privatization of aspects of the project, and on
the associated requirement for a new gas line crossing the Georgia Strait. 1t would likely be important to
area residents to have a representative directly participating on the committee.

It should be emphasized that not all the above noted issues will be considered in the EAQ s review of the
proposal. While the EAO will consider the proponent’s public consultation activities and all permit
requirements, the EAC has indicated that recommendations on alternate technologies, marketing and
pricing are beyond the mandate of the EAC and the Project Review Committee.

Documentation from the EAO notes that any agency participating on the committee is free to make
recominendations or comments separate from the recommendations of the committee.  Membership on
the commitiee does not in any way bind any agency to supporting the recommendations of the committee.

VOTING
All Directors — one vote each.
SUMMARY/CONCLUSIONS

BC Hydro is proposing the construction of a new Vancouver Island facility and the RDN has been invited
to participate in the Environmental Assessment Office’s review of the project. Given the proximity of
the proposed facility to Electoral Area *A” and given that Islands Trust and the City of Nanaimo have
provided representation, it is recommended that Director Laurence Elliott represent the RDN on this
committee. Participation on the committee will require attendance at approximately five meetings, and
the review is anticipated to be completed by November 2002, Staff will offer technical support to
Director Elliott and attend meetings as required.

BECOMMENDATION

That the RDN appeoint Laurence Elliott, Director for Electoral Area 'A’ to the BC Eavironmental
Assessment Office Review Committee for the Vancouver Island Generation Project. '

Rf:poy’iv riter General Manager msfc{u*rerme

/9 /6&0 Cnncurrencw 0@
COMMENTS: Q?' '
devguprepary 2002405 1 20 behydre ai brd. doc ‘@7




Attachment 1
Vancouver Istand Generation Project Update — provided by proponent

Vancouver Island Generation Project
Project Update

BC Hydro has filed an application with the VIGP Study Highlights
British Columbia Environmental

Assessment Office (BCEAQ) for a Project The studies submitted in the BCEAD

Approval Certificate. This certificate is Application include the project's
required to construct and operate the environmental, socio-econamie, health,
Vancouver Island Generation Project, a cultural and heritage, and First Nations
265-megawatt combined cycle gas-fired affects.

electricity generation facility on a site
adjacent to the Harmac Mill in the Duke
Point area of Nanaimo.

Key study findings to date
"The generation facility is required to help indicate that:
meel the growing electricity needs of
Vancouver Island,” said BC Hydro's
Executive Vice President for Generation
Gary Rodford. “For economic, reliability
and security reasons it's better to build
the facifity where the need is and not
elsewhere in the province,”

"If we want to avoid compromising
system reliabiiity on the Island, this
facility needs to be up and nunning by the
winter of 2004/05," Rodfard added.

If approved by the BCEAQ, tha facility is
expected ta begin operation in November
2004,

The VIGP wili be reviewed under the
terms of the BC Environmental
Assessment Act (BCEAAY, The
Environmental Assessment Office {EAD)
administers the review process.
Additional Information on the EAD and
BCEAA is avallable on the EAO web-site o0 WIGB wil| ¢
at www.eao.gav.be.ca or by contacting e s
the EAQ directly.

PErsan wear

emplo

and ir

20 high paying crat
cexntrioute s.gnificantly to

website. The availabitity of the Application baso.
wiil be advertised locally. o

Coptes of the Appiication will be available
far review locally as well as on the EAQ

& VIGP wiii use lznd curransly zc
Fiaawy mndustry.
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Vancouver Island Generation Project

Will VIGP affect air quality in the
Nanaimo area?

WIGP will be one of the cleanest and most
efficient plants in North America. The plant will
ufilize state of the art technology and will burm
only natural gas. Detailed studies have heen
completed an the worst-case effects of emissions
from VIGP an air guality in the region. These
studies used hourly regional meteorology data for
a two-year perlod and assumed conservatively
that VIGP was operating continuously at its peak
power output. The analysis shows that emissions
from VIGP will have & very low to negligible effect
an air quality in the region.

-Emissions to the atmosphere from the proposed
power plant wiil be at or belew the emission
criteria set by the BC Ministry of Water, Land, and
Air Protection for discharges from natural gas fired
turhines having a capacity exceeding 25 MW. It is
proposed that Nitrogen Oxide (NCOx) emissions
from the plant will be controlled to low levels by
use of a dry low-NQx gas turbine followed by
selective catalytic reduction {SCR) equipment. A
SCR reduces NOx emissions by selectively
reacting this contaminant with ammania (NH3)
over a catalyst while the gases are within a
suitable temperature ranga. This approach will
minimize NCOx emissions from the stack
ariginating from the gas turbine and the duct
burmers. This NOx cancentration is 60% less than
the current BC emission criteria for gas turbines.

The particulate matter PM2.5 concentration from
VIGP was found to be very low in the region, at

less than 1% of the current ambient concentration.

when combined with the ambient vaiue, the
maximum PM2.5 concentration remained at less
than 45% of the stringent Canada ambient air
quality standard. Further, the analysis shows that

" addition of emissions from VIGP to other major
sources in the region results in no change to the
maximum predicted concentrations of the main
pollutants.,

Will the VIGP affect heaith in
the Nanaimo area?

Overall, a health impact assessment determined
that in comparison with other risks that an
individual is faced with daily, the estimated
incremantal public health impact of the VIGP is
nagligible.

Detailed air quality studies and a health impact
assessment have been undertaken for the VIGR
Regarding particulate, our preliminary resuits
indicate that the combined and incremental effect
of VIGP emissions on total particufate matter
concentrations (PM10 and PM2.5) in all areas,
including Nanaimo, Cedar, Gabriola Isfand and
alsewhera, will have negligible health impacts,
This conclusion is based on a worst case scenario
of the plant emitting maximum particle fevels 365
days per year at peak output.

Will the plant emit any odours?

No. Thera will be no odour associated with the
emissions from the plant,

How will Greenhouse Gas (GHG)
emissions from the VIGP be dealt
with?

BC Hydro has committed to offset 50% of the
GH{G emissions generated by the VIGP through
the year 2010. A GHG offset is a reduction In
greenhouse gas emissions in one area that
compensates for greenhouse gas emissions in
another area. BC Hydro plans to source as many
offsets within BC as is commercially reasonable,
with the batance coming from the rest of Canada
and elsewhere. Climate change is a globai issue.
Greenhouse gas offsets in an area are as
environmentally beneficial as are offsets
undertaken locally. The Kyoto Protocol recognizes
off-sets as an acceptable way to deal with
greenhouse gas emissions,

Will the plant be noisy?

No. VIGP will enclose the turbines in structures
that will be housed inside the facility

buildings to reduce noise, Plant noise

during normal cperations will not be heard above
existing noise levels [n the residential areas
closest to the project site and low freguency
nojse output will be below levels that generate
concern. VIGP will also undertake noise mitigation
measures during operations (if required) to
malntain the level identified in the p!’D]ECt stu

Q"fy



How much water will the plant use
and where will it come from?

The VIGP will use an average of 1000 US gallons
per minute (US GPM) of water with a peaking
capacity of 1600 Us GPM. Water supply will be
drawn under Harmac's existing water ficense,
Water will be reused to the extent possibie to
reduce water use and wastewater discharge.

- - Cooling Tower
Steam Generator

Steam Condenser \

h,

Steam Turbine
Y

o L g K

Faw: Water Tank

Comineralized Water Tank

The project inctudes generation facility
squipmant, & natural gas piseline, water and
wastewater carnections on the project site and
cr adjacent Pope and Talbot fands; and, a
transmussion line upgrade.

Will wastewater be created and how
will it be treated?

Wastewater discharge will average about 110 Us
GPM and will include cooling water biowdown,
boiter blowdown, neutralized minerals removed
from the warm raw water, and pericdic wash
water from equipment and building areas,
Wastewater will be treated in the Harmace
treatment system prior to being released into the
enviranmeantk,

e Switchyard
Gas Gerarator /
Gas Tartine

Warchoee

The transmission line fron Harewcod substation
to Duke Paint wili Be upgrades within the existing
right-of-way by adding & second 138kv circuit.
The existing wooden poles will be replaced with
singie steel poles capable of carmyina bath Cir-uecs.




How will the project be reviewed?

The VIGP will be reviewed under the terms of the
BC Environmental Assessment Act (BCEAA).
BCEAA reguires an integrated assessment of a
project’s environmental, social, economic, health,
cultural and heritage and First Nations effects.
The Environmental Assessment Gffice (EAD}
administers the review process. Additional
information on the EAC and BCEAA is available on
the EAD web-site at www.eao.gov.boca or by
contacting the EAQ directly.

Why not focus on Power Smart, and
green and alternative energy
projects?

* BC Hydro is committed to becoming a leading
sustainabie energy company and the following
initiatives show how this goal will be reachad.

Power Smart is part of 2 corporate Demand Side
Management strategy to acquire enargy savings
through enargy conservation. Power Smart is
Hydro's preeminent energy-saving initiative and
is a4 key component in a tong-term sustainability
. strategy. Since its inception in 1990, Power Smart
savings have averaged 2500 GWh in annual
gnergy savings valued at over $1 billion.
BC Hydro is committed to spending ancther $600
million over the next ten vears to save an
additianal 3500 GW/h of alectricity. This is
enough energy to power the equivalent of the
Fraser Vallay,

Power Smart Solutions find energy/dollar savings
for institutional, commercial and business
customers across the province., To date, the
Power Smart Partners program has partnered
with over 40 schools, universities, colleges and
hospitals and has helped save approximately
$800,000 in electricity costs,

As part of Power Smart Solutians, Hydro offers a2
series of programs to help homeawners save
money. The Comox Valley was recently selected
to be one of the first Power Smart communities in
the province. These programs will scon be
phased in across the province. The Power Smart
Home Energy Learning Program (h.e.l.p.} was
implemented to assist customers in identifying
energy saving opporfunities in their homes.

In January 2000, BC Hydro set a voluntary
commitment to meet 10% of néw demand
through 2010 with new green snergy sources at
no additional cost to customers. Based on

successes to date, BC Hydro will not only meet
this commitment, but plans to continue increasing
the green content of its portfolio.

In June 2001, BC Hydro announced the first
phase of & 20MW Green Energy Demonstration
Project to secure new green energy on the Island.
wind (1LOMW), micro hydro (6-8MW), and wave
energy (2-4MW) were selected based on the
findinas of Vancouver Island Gresn Energy
Rescurces Study. Hydro has signed or is finalizing
electricity purchase agreements with independent
power producers for projects an the Isiand,

Starting in September 2002, BC Hydro will offer
customers 100 per cent, made-in-B.C. green
electricity at a premium price on a pilot basis for
up ko two years. A similar offer will be made to
the export market through BC Hydro's subsidiary,
Powerex.

Green energy development is feasible.

However, green energy alone cannot meet
Vancouver Island's needs because of the
intermittent nature of most green energy
resources, constraints around development,

the amount of time needed to develop the
resource, and the development and
interconnection costs involved. Energy efficiency
is only part of the long-term solution. It is also
reliant on customer behavior, such as turning the
lights off, and on customer abiilty to afford
energy efficient products.

How can I learn more about the
project?

oy Rave o
2arn rma
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o

Phane:; 1-800-663-1377

Fax: 1-250-755-7120

E-mail: vigp@bchydro.com
Internet: www.bchydro.com/vigp

Mail:
Ted Olynyk

‘Consultation & Communication Task Manager

BC Hydra

40 Madsen Road
Nanaime, B.C.
VIR 5M3




Attachment 2
Project Committee Operating Procedures

British Columbia’s Environmental Assessment Process
Operations Manoaf
Appendix V — Standard Environmental Assessment Project Committee Operating Proceditres

Appendix V Standard Environmental Assessment
Project Committee Qperating
Procedures’

a) Role of project committees
In general, the role of a project committee is to:

» contribute to effective and efficient project reviews in conformance with alf of the
purposes and requirements of the Environmental Assessment Act (Act) and regulations;

» focus information requiremnents and resnlting analysis at a leve] that establishes, with
reasonable confidence, whether or not potential adverse effects can be prevented or
reduced to acceptzble levels;

s contribute to strategic-level project decisions, as opposed to permit-level project
decisions;

* ensure project reviews reflect relevant federal-provincial, inter-provincial and
international agreements; and

* provide project assessment advice and recommendations to the Executive Director in the
formulation of recommendations to Ministers.

b} Role of the Chair
Project committees are chaired by the Environmental Assessment Office (EAQ) Project
Assessment Director who has been delegated authority for the project review by the
Executive Director.

Project Committee Chairs are responsible for directing all project committee responsibilities
with a view to ensuring that project reviews are performed in accordance with the provisions
of the Act, reguiations and EAQ policies and procedures,

¢) Member’s role, representation and accountability
The EA process is intended to provide an assessment of proposed project effects through an
open and an accountable process for their assessment. Project committee members identify
issues of concern related to their mandate. In reviewing an application or a project report,
project committee members and review agencies are responsible for reviewing documents
and submitting agency comments (Guidelines for Submission of Agencies / First Nations
comments provided in Appendix VII and VIIT).

“The standard EA project committee operating procedurcs replace previons direction stated in the “EAQ Project
Committze Backgrounder (July 1995). Individual committess may sstablish additional procedures ag nesded. @

Created on July 29, 1909, Fev Apr 23, 2001 1 ‘Qv C\y




British Columbiz’s Environmenta
Operations Manual

| Assessment Process

Appendix V - Standard Environmental Assessment Praject Copnitiee Operating Procedures

Project committee members &re accountabie to the mandate, established pelicies, procedures
and performance standards of their Agency or organization. Where member agencies have
entered into {nter-agency agreements with the EAC on project committee representation ang

Nations may have wide-ranging

interests that include and £0 beyond, the mandated specific

intefests of, for example, Ministry of Highways, Ministry of Environment Lands and Parks,

or Ministry of Fisheries.

agency expertise, responsibility and/or policy/legal mandate. The advice should be in

keeping with existing government standards, guidelines and policies generally applied to
developrents outside of EA reviews (i.e. EA reviews should not be subject to higher
information standards than other Project reviews).

Members are expected to:

* review a proponent’s submission with respect to identification and assessment of

potential effects ofa Proposed project and the adequacy of proposed impact prevention
or mitigation strategies as they pertain to the member’s agency mandate;

*  assess the adequacy of the Proponent’s consultation programs and provide
- recommendations to the EAO;

*  co-ordinate their agency’s input into the review in accordance with the agency’s mandate
and the time limits established for the review;

* analyze input received from

the public, government agencies and First Nations in

response to invitations to conunent at various stages of a project review and consider
advice and recommendations of the public advisory committee, if one is established for 5

Project review,;

* ensure that policy (or other)

positions, inciuding requests for information from

Proponents, put forward by agency reviewers have Support at senior levels in their
agency and are within the scope of the agency’s mandate;

* advise the chair if there js uncertainty about a ministry position, preferably prior to

submission of agency comm

ents to obtain practical closure within the review time limits;

* eosure that their respective agency’s executive body js kept informed of the statys of the
review and issues as necessary; and

*  work with cther members, the chair and the proponent regarding issues of overlapping
mandates or interests, and advise the chair on the Progress of issue resofution with a view
towards achieving agreement on the preferred advice to address the jssue,
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d} Membership status:
Government agencies and First Nations may, in response to an EAQ invitation to participate
on & project committee, elect to represent their interests as either members on the project
committee or as document review agencies (review agencies). They may also decline to
participate.

Participation in project reviews may be as follows:

i} Members of a project commiitee

= Laocal, provincial and federal government agencies normally participate as members
where a project proposal raises significant policy / program, regulatory, and / or
financial implications for the agency / organization.

+  First Nation organizations may participate as regular members where their traditional
territory includes the site of the project or is in the vicinity of the project.

* Project committee members receive all project review documentation and are invited
to sign-off on review recommendations of the project committes.

¢  Each agency has one official project committes member unfess additional
membership has been requested or approved by the EAQ, Technicai advisors may
accompagy the member to meetings.

» Members are requested to participate in all project committes meetings in person or
via teleconference or videoconference. However, if it is not possible for members to
attend all meetings, the member may participate by correspondence or identify an
aiternate.

(i) Document review agencies (review agencies)
¢ Government agencies normaily participate as review agencies where a project
proposal raises less significant implications for an agency, but the agency wishes to
monitor the project review.

= Review agencies do not receive all project documentation; they may request copies
of draft recommendations and final recommendations.

+ Review agencies may elect to become project committee members during the cotrse
of the review based on relevant agency issues that arise.

{1ii) First Nations who efect review status or decline to partigipare

Where a First Nation chooses reviewer status or deciines an EAQ invitation to be a
project committes member, the following coasuitative procedures are followed:

* the EAO offers to discuss alternative arrangements for participation of the First
Mation in the project review;

» the First Nation is sent full project review documentation throughout the review (i.e.,
the same documents that are provided to regular praject committee members); and

o
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» the First Nation is invited to advise the project committee chair of any issues
respecting potential impacts on the First Nation, including advice on:
- the adequacy of the a proponent’s consultations with the First Nation;
— the potential impacts of the project on the exercise of aboriginal or treaty rights;
— the adequacy of measures being considered to prevent or mitigate impacts on
aboriginal or treaty rights;
— draft specifications for project reports; and

—  draft conclusions and recommendaticns being prepared by the project
committee.

e} Technical advisors
Project commitiee members may be supported by technical advisors as defined below:

Technical advisors are representstives of an agency or organization, or consultants hired
by an agency or organization, who supply technical expertise on particular assessment
topics to the project committes member with whom he / she is associated. (could include
First Nations siders and traditional land users).

Technical advisors are not project commitiee members; however, members may wish to
have technical advisors attend project committee or sub-committees meetings with them
to speak to particular techaical matters. :

Project committes members ensure that the input of technical advisors focuses on
technical matters pertaining to their area of expertise, and that advice and
recommentations from technical advisors are consistent with the agency’s policies and
standards. Advice and recommendations from technical advisors are provided te the
project committee via the regular agency project committee member.

f) Suppoert to project cominittees
The EAQ provides administrative and process support to project committee operations
through the assignment of a project assessment coordinator (PACS) and aboriginal relations
coordinator {ARCS) 1o individual project reviews.

Primary duties of PACs in providing support to project committees include:

arranging and co-ordinating project committee meetings, document distribution and
records of meetings;

compiling and updating issue tracking documents;

providing advice to the proponent, project committee members and the public on the
reyview process, and liaising with the parties, as necessary, to facilitate the review
process;

contributing to project committ=es, sub-committees and working group proceedings, as

appropriate; and

compiling draft and final project report specifications, project committee reports and @
project approval documents at the direction of the Chair. 0,
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Primary duties of ARCs are, working closely with the EAO Director responsible for
aboriginal issues, to:

* undertake consultation with potentially affected First Nations on behalf of government;

and

# provide advice and guidance to project proponents as to how best to discharge their
cbligations under the Act.

g) Sub-committees of the project committee

The chair, in consultation with the project committee, may establish sub-committees to
address particular policy or technical issues that arise during the review as required.

Sub-committees may be comprised of;

&  project committee members whose agency has a mandated responsibility for the issee at
hand;

=  other project committee members who have a major interest in a particular issue or who
can confribute to a resolution of the issue; and

» technical advisors to project committee members:

Sub-committees are normzlly chaired by an EAQ representative to ensure that appropriate
direction is available for the resolution of the issues within the context of the EA review.
Project committee members, their technical advisors and, proponent ars to be invited to
participate as needed. Members of the public are not invited to sit on sub-committees;
however, the project committee may make arrangements for special meetings where part of
the meeting may be open for the public to express their concerns or for workshops which
invelve public participation.

Sub-committees should report their action items and conclusions to the project committee so
a record of action items and decisions may be captured in the project committee minutes and
issue fracking document.

Technical advisors who participate on sub-committees provide their advice through the
project committee member they are supporting.

h) Working groups / workshops

The chair, in consultation with the project committee, may establish technical working
groups or workshops to address particular issues. These forums may involve members of the
public and would normally be associated with a specific task or stage of the review.

Record of meetings

Project committees maintain a record of key deliberations regarding consultation
assessments, issue identification and issve resolution status. Minutes are a concise record of
action itemns and decisions, together with a summary of discnssions sufficient to provide
contexd for the recorded action item and / or decision. Minutes are not 2 detailed or verbatim
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1)

transcript of proceedings. It is not normal operating practice to have the meetings of project
commiitess tape-recorded or transcribed.

A record of issue identification and resolution is maintained for each project review using
the issue tracking document (see section 6.2 (a) Issues identification and documentation).

Minutes are finalized as quickly as time permits. Minutes are circulated to meeting
participants in draft form. Meeting participants submit proposed corrections (if any) to the
EAQ. The minutes are revised as necessary and placed on the registry and satellite
repositories, and circulated to project committee members, review agencies, interested third
parties and other meeting attendees as appropriate. Minutes for the last meeting of the
project committee are not generally placed on the registry until after the ministers have made
a decision on proiect certification.

Registry filing

The EAO Project Registry provides public access to review documentation. Project
documents are filed on the registry in Victoria, and satellite repositoties are established
closer to the location of the project, usnally in public ifbraries. Praject documents can also
be accessed electronically from the EAD website (www.ea0.gov.bc.ca).

All documents that are required by section 62(2) of the Act ta be filed on the regisiry are
authorised for placement on the registry by the chair. These include, for example: the
application for a project approval certificate, notification of the public comment pericd,
eveluation of a proponent’s public consultation program, public comments, the final
comments of agencies on an application and project report, propeneat responses to agency or
public submissions, letters to the proponent, and draft and final project report specifications.

Also placed on the registry is other documentation to assist in providing a coherent public
record of project review proceedings. These include:

» finalized versions of project committee meeting minutes;
« issue tracking documents;

+ other relevant correspondence as determined by the chair to and from project committee
members, the proposent or the EAQ (including e-mails); and

+ relevant impact assessment / mitigation studies that reside outside an application or
project report (if any).

The chair will consult with registry staff on the establishment of sateilite repositoties in
convenient locations. The chair is ultimately responsibie for determining which documents
to file on the registry, satellite repositories and the EAQ website.

k) Project committee liaison with the propenent, public and public

advisory committee (if any)
The project committee may {although not required under legislation) establish operational
procedures in respect to lizison with the proponent / public / media.

Created an Tuly 29, 1989, Rev Apr 23, 2001
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Proponent
At the discretion of the chair, the proponent attends portions of praoject committee mestings
to describe and answer questions about the project,

Pablic
Project committee and sub-committee meetings are, as a rule, closed to the public.

Special project committee meetings or sub-committes mestings may be called allowing for &
porticn of the meeting to be open to public concerns / issues. Special public meetings may
necessitate a later meeting time to accommodate the working public. The project committee
will provide adequate notification of spacial meetings and invite the proponent to attend.

Izssues and concerns that are raised by the public, interest groups and the media at special
project committee meetings are recorded in the mimntes and praject issues tracking
document. In order to ensure accurate consideration of issues / concerns within the review
timelines, the public are encouraged to snbmit the issues / concems they raise at public
meetings in writing by a certain date. It is helpful if a comment sheet is provided at special
project committes meetings 1¢ rack oral comments.

.In some cases, technical issves may be referred to a working group / workshop which

includes members of the public. These forums could inciude project committee members,
technical advisors and others as deemed appropriate.

Public Advisory Committee (if any)

Where a public advisory committee is established, the project committee as a whole and / or
individual project commitiee members will schedule meeting times, as necessary, to discuss
project issues and receive advice and recommendations.

Wurkplans and time limits

Project committes chairs in consultation with key agencies, develop preliminary workplans
(see Appendix I - Environmental Assessment Project Review Workplan) to ensure that:

» ail necessary activities for completing the steps of a review are completed within the
regulated time limits;

« review participants have a clear understanding of key dates and expectations; and

» for joint federal/provincial reviews, review times are set within the time limits by
agreement with the federal government.

Beginning at the pre-application stage and throughout the review, the chair contizucusly
monitocrs workplans to ensure progress on issue resolution within the legislated time limits.

In achieving the time limits for each review step, it is important that the chair focus the
review of information on EA level issues and that the review not extend into information
assessment which is required for permit level or statutory approval decisions. Based on this
monitoring, the chair consults with project committee members and the proponent 1o identify
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options and actions to expedite issue resohation so that regulated time limits are consistently
met.

{n most instances, with the cooperation of the proponent and agencies represented on the
project committee, it is possible to work within the time limits. In exceptional cases, a time
limit extension may be necessary for situations where the necessary information is not
available from the proponent or new or unforeseen issues have been identified that require
further attention. Extensions of time limits require ministerial approval; every effort will be
made to avoid seeking such approvals.

m) Meeting schedules, agendas and information sharing
Where feasible, project committee mecting dates are tentatively established for each stage of
a review prior to acceptance of either the application or project report. The dates are
established by the chair following discussions with key provincial / federal agencies and
noted on the workplan. These tentative dates might be adjusted once the project committee
is astabiished and other membier’s availability is known.

When sesting the date for a meeting, the chair must check the meeting schedule for other
EAQ project committees meeting schedule in setting meeting dates in order to avoid having
two project committes meetings for different project reviews on the same day, Where there
is overlap in membership this is especially important. 1t also enables the efficient scheduling
of meetings so that two project committees with similar membership can meet in the same
location on consecutive days.

Agenda iterns for upcoming meetings are discussed before the close of each project
committes meeting, Agendas are finalized by the Chair and circulated ta praject committee
members, along with relevant information for discussion, well in advance of project
committee meetings. Last minute changes to agendas or meeting schedules should be
avoided.

Agendas for sub<committee meetings are prepared by the sub-committee chair and are also
circulated in advance of the mestmgs. It may be efficient for sub-committees to meet
immediately prior to or after a project committer meeting.

Documents are distributed to project committee members, corresponding reviewers and
interested First Nations using mail, e-mail, facsimile and courier, as appropriate.

n) Meeting locations
Praject committees and sub-committees set meeting locations in consideration of:

+ the proiect location;
s cost-effectiveness and convenience to the majority of members;

» providing opportunities, as appropriate, for local residents, interest groups, and First
Nations to access the project committee; and

+ providing opportunities, as appropriate, for members to participate in field trips to the

proposed projest site / vicinity, @
V‘e‘é
.
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Project committee or sub-committee members are encouraged to hold meetings by video
conferencing or telephone conferencing.

0) Media contact
The project committee chair is respensible for communicating with the media on aspects
relating to the project review process. Individual project committee members should advise
the chair and vse discretion when communicating with the media on policy or technical
matters concerning their agency’s / organization’s mandate or interests.

As weil, members are expected to follow their individual agency's protocol respecting media
contact.
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Attachment 3

Vancouver Island Generation Project — Project Commitees Members'

Daphre Stancil (Chair)

Steve Acheson
Garry Alexander
Dr. Caxl Alleyne
John Balogh

Dave Carter
Cynthia Hawksworth
Bill Holdom
Kathleen Johnnie
Mike Kent

Gail Land

Boger McLaughlin
Dir. Fred Rockwell
Linda Sullivan
Barry Wenger

Proposed- Laurence Elliott
REVIEW

Ron Creber

Terry Feesey
David Fishwick
Iannick Lamirande
Bob Rerie

Dale Thomas

Lisa Walls

Environmental Assessment Office

Ministry of Sustainable Resource Management - Archasology
Environmental Assessment Office

Hezalth Canada

Treaty Negotiation Office

Fisheries and Oceans Canada

Ministry of Community, Aboriginzl and Women's Services
City of Nanaimo

Smuneymuxw First Nation

Ministry of Transportation

Islands Trust

Ministry of Energy and Mines

Central Vancouver Island Health Region

Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency

Washington State Department of Ecology

Regional District of Nanaimo

Land and Water British Columbia
Ministry of Human Resources
Ministry of Health Services

Matural Resources Canada

British Columbia Utilities Commission
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada
Environment Canada

" It is noted that mamy of the Project Committee Members are supported by technical staffand’or other members a_,r’

thair respective organizations of the Committee Meetings,
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TO: Kelly Daniels DAJE: Avgust 7, 2002
Chief Administrativd Officer . . |
FROM: Robert Lapham FILE: 6780 30 RGS

General Manager, Development Services

SUBJECT: REGIONAL GROWTH STRATEGY BYLAW NO. 1309
TEXADA LAND CORPORATION BLOCK 564 DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL

PURPOSE

To consider the implications of amending Regional Growth Strategy Bylaw No. 1309 to allow for further
consideration of the Texada Land Corporation proposal for Block 564, Nanoose Land District.

BACKGROUND

On July 23, 2002 the Committee of the Whoie directed staff to bring forward a report to the August 13,
- 2002 Board meeting that outlines the amendments to Regional Growth Strategy Bylaw No. 1309 that
would be necessary to allow for the further consideration of the Texada Land Corperation proposal for
Block 564, Nanoose Land District. A resolution to this effect was passed as a result of Commitiee
discussion abont the Texada Land Corporation delegation’s presentation of its concept plan for the block
of land at the July 23" Committee of the Whole Meeting.

Property Information

Block 564, Nanoose Land District is an approximately 350 hectare (260 acre) parcel adjacent to the
Englishman River, near the intersection of the Island Highway and the Parksville Bypass, in Electoral
Area G (see Arvachment 1). The helding is bordered by land in the Forest Land Reserve (FLR), and an
approximately 33 hectare (82 acre) portion of the property is within the Agriculture Land Reserve (ALR})
(see Attachment 2).

Block 364 is designated Resource Management by Englishman River Official Community Plan Bylaw
Mo, $14. Land within this designation is to have a minimum parcel size of 8 hectares. Permitted uses in
the designation are generally to be limited to those activities associated with natural rescurce harvesting
or extraction and outdoor recreation. The Englishman River OCP has not yet been amended to designate
the partion of the Englishman River within the OCP area as a developmeit permit arez for the purpose of
pretecting the natural environment, its ecosystermns or biological diversity, Consequently, riparian areas
and sensitive ecosystems are vulnerable to development.

The property is zoned Resource Management Subdivision District B (RM1B) by Land Use and
Subdivision Bylaw No. 500. Permitted uses on property with this zoning are the following: agriculture,
aquacalture, extraction use, home based business. log storage and sorting yard, primary processing,
residential use, and silvaculture. The RM1 zoning permits a maximum of one dwelling unit per parcel that

i3 & hectares or less, and two dwelling units per parcel on parcels greater than 8 hectares. Subdivision Q’
District B permits a minimum parcel size of 8 hectares (approximately 20 acres), regardless of the level 00‘
servicing provided to the land. Based on the 350 hectars (860 acre) approximate size of Block \

\®
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appreximately 43 eight hectare (approximately 20 acre) parcels could be permitted. Parkland dedication,
or payment in lieu of parkland, would not be required should the parcel be divided into 8 hectare parcels.

Regional District of Nanaimo Regional Growth Strategy Bylaw No. 1309 (granted 1* and 2™ reading on
July 9, 2002} designates the property as Resource Lands and Open Space, and facilitates the protection of
the property’s rural integrity by limiting the level of development to that specified in the applicabie
official community plan.

Block 564 is not in community water or COMMUnRity sewer service areas, but is in the Nanoose Fire
Protection Area. The Block 564 area of Electoral Area G is not participant in the Arrowsmith Bulk
Water Supply System.

The Patks System Plan (approved in July of 1995) identifies the Englishman River corridor and estuary as
& significant site at the provincial, regional and community levels. Various interest groups and residents
expressed interest in the protection of the area in the Parks System Planning process. The area was
deemed significant because of its importance as a spawning habitat, its cutdoor recreation potential, the
presence of petroglyphs, and regional water supply system role,

Texada Land Corporation Proposal for Block 564

Texada Land Corporation is proposing a 178 unit rural residential development on Block 564 (see
Attackenent No. 3, as presented by Texada Land Corparation delegation at July 23 Committee of the
Whaie meeting). The developer proposes to allocate the 178 units as follows:
* 134 residential parcels with an average lot size of 3 aeres (1.2 hectares);

4 residential parcels with an average lot size of 27 acres (10.9 hectares): and
* 40 residential parcels with an average lot size of 2.5 acres {1 hectare).

The proponent suggests that the development of one unit per five acres is compatibie with rural residential
development: Block 564 divided into 5 acre (2 hectare) lots would equai approximately 178 parcels. In
exchange for a zoning change that would allow for thig increased development potentiai (178 versus 43
parcels) the developer proposes to dedicate approximately 102 hectares (252 acres) (or 29%) of the
property as public open space, which is substantially greater than the 5% that could be required if the
property already had zoning that permitted that level of development. The developer alsp proposes o
prohibit currently permitted uses that may be detrimental to the Englishman River watershed (such as,
gravel extraction and processing), and to register a covenant on the property to limit the amount of trees
and vegetation removed from the land.

Large Land Holdings Study Recommendations

The Large Land Holdings Study, completed and received by the Board in 2000 and referred to the 5 year
Growth Strategy review. It provides an approach that could be used in the assessment of the best use of
spectfic large land holdings in the region. The Study focused on thels large land holding areas and
ciassified them into four categories according to the level of ownership consolidation, potential
significance of the parcel in achieving regional growth strategy vision and goals, ability to deal with the
parcel in the OCP process, degree of existing policy commitments for specific uses on holdings and other
circumstances. The Study recommended a method of analysis 1o determine the appropriate use of each
category of large land holding. In the case of Block 564 it recommends that the uge of these lands be
assessed through a four step process, as outlined in the table below:

&
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Step | Components

Authorization process Determine study area
Agree 1o general nature of alternatives to be considered
Drefine study details

Develop and evaluate alternatives | Evaluate alternatives at big picture level based on financial performance,

ar conceptual level cusiomer service, planning policy, envirenment, sconomic development and
social

Decision process Decision only needs to be made about the broader, more regional planning
oritnted issues

Plen and applicatien process Developer prepares and submits OCP and zaning amendment application
materials

Detailed assessment of proposal

[t should be noted that the Large Land Hoidings Study recommended that the zoning of large land
holdings be changed, at least in the interim while an appropriate long ternt use of the land is determined,
where the present zoning of the holding would allow for a level of subdivision or type of development
that is inconsistent with the regional growth strategy. The Board has previously indicated that it was not
willing to undertake the “downzoning” necessary to achieve this.

Large Land Holding Study Recormnmendations Applied to Block 564

The requirements of Step | have largely been met with the Juty 23" Committe= of the Whole discussion
and decision. :

Alternative concepts for consideration in Step 2 of the process include the foilowing: |

Alternative Concepts Key Elements of Alternative Concepts

L. Allow for further ® 178 residential parcels, allocated as follows:
vonsideration of the 134 residential parcels with an average lot size of 3 acres {1.2 hectares),
development as 4 regidentiai parcels with an average lot size of 27 acres (10.9 hectares); and
proposed by amending 40 residential parcels with an average lot size of 2.5 acres (1 hectare).
the Regional Growth ® 102 hectares of park iand to be dedicated
Strategy. " To prohibit uses that could potentially damage integrity of Englishman River

watershed (i.e. primary processing and riparian vegetaiion)

"  Toregister a covenant on the property to tequire the retention of 2 proportion
of the rees and vegetation on the residential parcels

*  Further negotiations regarding the protection of additional lands ang
environmentally sensitive areas

2. Allow development to * 43 parcels of & hectares (approximately 20 acres) or other combination of ather

preceed according to parcels and residential deveiopment (possibility of up to 30 residential units}
current Official *  No parkland dedication required, river frontage would remain in private
Community Plan and pwnership,
zoning bylaw. *  Possible gravel extraction, timber harvesting and other rssource uses.

*  WNo development permit required.

®  No provision to require protection of Englishman River watershed.

3. Encourage alternative * Possibie dedication, protection or acquisition of regionally significant features

proposals elsawhere in on the site by other means,
the region that would " Use of rezoning, density transfer, land exchange or acquisition to protect
protect the significant regionally significant features and to maintain the resource lands and open space
fearures of the site, land use designation.

* Negotiation for protection of Englishman River watershed, regional park
interests and regional water supply.
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4. Encourage alternative = A combination of up t 43 parcels that could be clustered together or held as
proposals for the site larger acreages ta allow a combination of nses.
that are consisteni with | ®  Resource or extraction and timber harvesting and agriculmral uses are
the direction of the consistent with Regional Growth Strategy, OCP and zoning aithough could
Begional Growth potantially impact the Englishman River watershad.
Strategy = Encouraping the possible development of a destination resort is consistent with
the Regional Growth Straregy however is subject to OCP and zoning changes
and may not be viable.

The decision before the Board now is largely the Step 3 decision. Should the Board decide that the Block
564 development proposal is worthy of further consideration, a formail application to amend the
Englishman River Official Community Plan and the Land Use and Subdivision Bylaw would need to be
submitted to the RDN for consideration as a pant of Step 4 of the process. Additional information would
be requirad and specific aspects of the development propasal would have to be negatiated.

Possible Amendments to Regional Growsh Strategy Bylaw 1309

Should the RDN Board wish to allow for further consideration of Texada Land Corporation’s proposal for
Block 564 the following amendments to Regional Growth Strategy Bylaw No. 1309 would be required;
M {hange the land use designation from Resource Lands and Open Space to Rural Residential; and
- Change Policy 3A to establish an exception for the minimum parcel size permitted on Block 564,
to allow for parcels smaller than § hectares.
The specific amendments required are provided in Schedule *1° (see Attached).

ALTERNATIVES
1. To receive the report for information and take no further action.

2. To receive the report for information, amend Regional Growth Strategy Bylaw No. 1309 as outlined
in Schedule ‘1°, grant 1* and 2" reading to amended Bylaw No. 1309, and advance amended Bylaw
No. 1309 to public heating.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The development that could be made possible by the amendment would not result in any direct financial
implications for the RIJN. However the possible acquisition or protection of regionally significant
features as identified in the Sensitive Ecosystem Inventory, Regional Park System Flan and conceptual
design of the Amrowsmith Water Service would benefit the region. In addition, future property assessment
growth would alse benefit regional and local services. The capital cost for the development of local roads
and any other community services would be borme by the developer, and the operation and maintenance
of services would be borne by owners of property in the new residential development, through property
taxation.

The other alternative concepts would not result in any direct financial implications for the RDN other than
the potential loss of opportunity to protect the sites regionally significant features without a direct
financial cost.

Q'
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DEYELOPMENT IMPLICATIONS

If the Regional Growth Strategy is amended to consider the proposal, the Engiishman River Offieiai
Community Plan could be amended to allow for a maximum of [78 rural residentiai parcels, subject to the
provisions of the policy outlined in Schedule |. Additional information and possible conditions for
approval would be secured ag part of the application to amend the Englishman River Offiejal Community
Plan and rezone the property.

To date the applicant has provided the following:

A hydrogeological assessment of the proposed subdivision completed by EBA Engineering. The study
indicates that the proposed subdivision can be developed on the site within the current parameters of
existing legislation and regulations governing sewage disposal. The study concludes that the
development of septic systems for the proposed development is not anticipated to detrimentally effect
water quality in the Englishman River, It is recommended that the maximum parameters used by the
Vancouver Island Health Auvthority within their policy for on-site sewage disposal and on-site-sewage
disposal standards for subdivision be secured as part of the application.

The applicant has offered to dedicate approximately 252 acres of land for the protection of the
Englishman River valley and public open space. In addition the proposal offers to covenant additional
areas over the proposed rural residential lots to limit vegetation and tree removal. Further negotiation on
the protection of other environmentally sensitive areas and Open space may result from input obtained in
the OCP and rezoning application review procsss, '

With respect to fiture uses, the applicant has offered to covenant against future commercial gravei
extraction that might harm the Englishman River ang SUppOrts a covenant against tree removal from the
areas proposed to be dedicated,

The proposal as submiited by the applicant is to provide individual wells for the proposed parcels
however as the property is currently located within a fire protection area and individual wells have nat be
proven, & community water system mav be explored to allow the RDN to better manage any potential
impacts on ground water supply.

PUBLIC CONSULTATION IMPLICATIONS

To date, public consultation on the revised Regional Growth Strategy has been based on possible policy
options to respond to issues identified in the current plan. As part of this process, the Board decidad
which specific requests for change would be accommodated as part of the revised Regional Growth
Strategy. The request submitted by Texada Land Corporation has now besn evaluated according to
recommended method of anaiysis inchided in the Large Land Holdings study, which is the preferrad
process for evaluating possible amendments to the Regional Growth Strategy for the subject proposal,

The Regional Growth Strategy was given 17 and 2* reading on July 9, 2002 and was referred to a public
hearing. If the bylaw is amended as outlined in Schedule No. | to potentialiy accommodste the proposai,
subsequent applicaticns to amend the Englishman River Official Community Plan and zoning regulations
for the property wiil also be subject ta public consultation and 3 public hearing.
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YOTING
All Directors - one vote, except Electoral Area ‘B,
SUMMARY

In order to allow for further consideration of the proposal submitted by Texada Land Corporation for
Block 564, Nanoose District, two changes to the Regional Growth Strategy Bylaw No. 1309 would be
required [1] the land use designation of Block 564 would need to be changed from Resource Lands and
Open Space to Rural Residential; and [2] Policy 3A would nesd to be changed to establish an additional
exception to the minimum parcel size provisions established for land designated Resource Lands and
Upen Space and Rural Residential in official community plans. If these amendments proceed, the revised
Growth Strategy would allow an application to amend the Englishman River Official Community Plan
and Bylaw 500 to be submitted by the applicant for public review and further consideration. As a result
of the review of conceptual alternatives for the development of the property based on the approach
inchded in the Large Land Holdings study, staff recommend that the Regional Growth Strategy Bviaw
No. 1309 be amended as outlined in Schedule ‘17, to allow for the further consideration of the Texada
Land Corporation proposal for Block 564.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. That the report about Regional Growth Strategy Bylaw 1309 and the Texada Land Corporation Block
364 Proposal be received.

2. That 1* and 2™ reading for “Regional District of Nanaimo Regional Growth Strategy Bvlaw No.
1309, 2002 be rescinded,

3. That “Regional District of Nanaimo Regional Growth Strategy Bylaw No. 1309, 2002” be amended
as described in Schedule 1.

4. That "Regional District of Nanaimo Regional Growth Strategy Bylaw No. 1305, 2002” be granted 1*
and 2™ reading.

5. That “Regional District of Nanzimo Regional Growth Strategy Bylaw No. 1309, 2002 proceed to
pibiic hearing.

6. That the holding of the public hearing with respect to “Regional District of Nanaimo Regional
Growth Strategy Bylaw No. 1309, 2002 as amended be delegated to Board Chair Director George
Holme, Board Deputy Chair Director Larry McNabb, Committee of the Whole -Chair Director
Stanhape, or their alternates.

R.B[:IDF’.' wifier /4/ CAO Conétirrencé
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SCHEDULE 1
AMENDMENTS TO REGIONAL GROWTH STRATEGY BYLAW NO. 1309

Change the land use designation of Block §64 Nanoose Land District from Resource Lands and
Open Spaces to Rural Residential,

Change Policy 3A from:

Policy 3A: The RDN and member municipalities agree to promote and encourage the retention of
large rural holdings on land designated as Resource Lands and Open Space and lands designated
as Rural Residential. To this end, the RDN and member municipaiities agrez that the minimum
parcel size of lands designated as Rural Residential and Resource Lands and Open Space will not
be reduced below the minimum parcel size established in official community plans in place at the
date of the adoption of this regional growth siTategy, except where the land is in a Community
Water Service Area at the date of adoption of this Regional Growth Strategy, subdivision may be
permitted to the minimum parcel size allowed by the zoning bylaw with community water service
at the date of adoption of the Regional Growth Strategy. Further, the RDN and member
municipalities agree to investigate the {deal and practical minimum parcel sizes for resource uses
on lands designated as Resource Lands and Open Space.

to (new part in bold type):

Policy 3A: The RDN and member municipalities agreg 10 promote and encourage the retention of
large rural holdings on land designated as Resource Lands and Open Space and lands designated
as Rural Residential. To this end, the RDN and member municipaiities agree that the minimum
parcel size of lands designated as Rural Residential and Resource Lands and Open Space will not
be reduced below the minimum parcel size established in official community plans in plage at the
date of the adoption of this regional growth strategy:

* except where the land is in a Community Water Service Area at the date of adoption of this
Regional Growth Strategy, subdivision may be permitted to the minimum parcel size allowed
by the zoning bylaw with commuiity water service at the date of adoption of the Regional
Growth Strategy; and

« except for Block 564, Nanoose Land District, an amendment to the official community
plan may be considered to allow for the development of a3 maximum of 178 rural
residential parcels provided that sefficient areas of open space and vegetation are
protected to ensure that the rural character and other features of the ares are
preserved, that the lands comprising the Englishman River Valley and a greeoway
corridor or other areas are dedicated to the RDN, and that the proposed use and
development of the [and does not affect the water quality of the Englishman River.

Further, the RDN and member municipalities agree to investigate the ideal and practical
minimum parcel sizes for resource uses on lands designated as Resource Lands and Open Space.
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LOCATION OF BLOCK 564 TN RELATION TO SURROUNDING JURISDICTIONS
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ATTACHMENT 2
LOCATION OF BLOCK 564 IN RELATION TO AGRICULTURE AND FOREST LAND
RESERVES
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ATTACHMENT 3
SUMMARY OF PRELIMINARY CONCEPT PLAN

TEXADA LAND CORPORATION

11th Floor, 933 Howe Steet, Vancouver, B.C V&7 1N9
Telephose: (G04) 331-6818 * Fucsmile: (G04) 331-5044

July 15, 2002

Regional District of Nanaimo
6300 Hammond Bay Road
Napaimo, BC, V9T 6M2

Attention: Membera of the Regional Board

Dear Board Memben:

Re:  Delegation — Commities of the Whole (July 23, 2042)
Summary of Prellminavy Concept Plan — Block 564 (Englishman River)

Thank you for providing us with the opportunity to appear as 2 delegation at the Committee of
the Whele meeting on 23 July 2002. We know that there is not much tims for the presentation
and follow up discussion, 50 we have prepared the attached material for Board members to
meview in advance of the meeting.

Eoard members may be aware that we met with Director Jos Stanhope, M. Kelly Daniels, and

Mr. Bob Lapham on 4 July 2002. The mesting was very peoductive as it provided uz with
additional insight on the varfous issues related to our land boldings.

Clearly the central focus of our proposal is to provide an ecpportunity for the Regional District or
some other organization such as the Wature Trust o gain ownership and control ‘over the
Englishman River Valley. In exchange Eor offering this amenity, we arc sceking the ability to
develap the property for a ruzai recreational community.

W= recognize that this is a complicated projeet involving a number of complex issues, one of
them being sewage disposal. At the meeting we intend {0 present a repart from our oil engineer
that will speak to this isswe particularly in relation to the Englishman River.

To advance our preposal farther, it is important that we gain an understanding that the Regional
District is clearly interested in pursuing the process. On this basis, we respectfully request that
the Regicaal Board instruct staff te work with us in an attempt to shape tha project such that it
satisfies the interests of both the Regional District and ourselves.

We ook forward to meeting with Board members om July 23

Y ours rruly,
TEXADA LAND CORPORATION

Jemy Bordian

oo Kelly Daniels - Chief Administrative Officer
Bob Lapham — Genaral Manager / Development Servicss 0
Michael Rosen — Planning Consultant v
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PRESENTATION
to

REGIONAL DISTRICT QF NANAIMO

Committee of the Whole

Block 564
Englishman River: A Rural Residential Community

Presented by:

Texada Land Corporation

July 23, 2002
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PLANNING APPRCACH FOR BLOCK 564

Yision:
To create a rural community that has the open spaces of the
Englishman River Valley at its central unifying feature

Preserve and protaect the Englishman Rlver Valley

Protect the water quality in the Englishman River

Protect the grean gateway entrance to the City of Parksville
Ensure that efflusnt from sewage disposal systems will not
impact water supply

Eliminate commercial gravel extraction actlvities .

Protect land In the Agricultural Land Reserve

Utilize the natura) environment as the recreational focus of the
community

Provide greenway connections to the river valley

Retain the rural character of the area

Avold low density urban development

Create a unique recreational community through
comprehenslve planning

Provide for a variety of lot sizes to meet market demand
Minimize the need for local government services

Utilize the existing road network where possible

Provide buffers along the adges of the property that abut
existing lots

Development Ohiectives:
» Seek to find 2 balance of community and developer intorests
» Create a development plan that will be marketable, bankabie,
and approvable
» Be positioned in the marketplace so that all the lots can be
sold in a short time frame, that being 6-12 months
+ Avoid strata subdivision where possible

Englishman River: A Rural Residential Community Faga I
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Highlights of the Preliminary Concept Plan:

Approximately 30% (250 acres} of the entire hold ings (B95
acres) would be dedicated as public open space, that being the
river valley and the major greenway corridor.

Covenanted private green space would enhance the rural
character,

A site along the river has been selected as a potential
commercial eco-tourlsm opportunity

Lands along the highway would be held as large acreages.

A total of 178 lots would be created which equatas to an
average lot size of 1 lot per 5 acres.

Green space has been usad to deflne the sub areas within the
area designated Enclaves, with a minimum iot size of 2.5 acres.
The Cluster area would accommodate houses on 1 acre lots
with the remaining lands be retained in a natural state to
respect the creek corridor and wetland area.

Land Use Summary:

Ar #ofLots  Awvg. Lot Size
{ac:% {acres)
Public Open Space .
Englishman River Valley 225.0
Graenspace Cormidar 270
TOTAL 252.0 {28%)
Rural Recreational Areas
Enclaves 408.0 134 3.0
Acreages 108.0 4 27.0
Cluster’ 102.0 40 25
TOTAL 616.0 (69%) 178 35
Roads
New Right of Way 25.5 .
Uncanstructed 15
TOTAL 27.0 (3%}
TOTAL 885.0 178 5.0
Nota: {1} Bare land Strata Subdivision with a minimum parcal skze of 1.0 acra
21 All calcutations ars approximate aniy and ars basad upan Preliminary Concept Plan
Engiishman River: A Rural Residential Commindy FPaga 2
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