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REGIONAL BISTRICT OF NANAIMO

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
TUESDAY, JUNE 25, 2002
7:30 PM

{Nanaimo City Councif Chambers)

AGENDA

CALL TO ORDER
DELEGATIONS

Tanya Laing, re the Canadian Community Monitoting Network.
MINUTES

Minutes from the Committee of the Whele meeting held on Tuesday, May 28, 2002,
BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES
COMMUNICATIONS/CORRESPONDENCE

Don Setherland, Ministry of Community, Aboriginal & Women's Services - re
COrder m Council to Acquire Access to Regonal Parks & Trails.

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
BUILDING INSPECTION
Section 700 Filings.
PLANNING
ALR Exclusion Application No. 0206 - Dorman - Pirart Road - Area D).

Request for Acceptance of Cash i Licu of Park Land - Kenyon & Wilson on hehalf
of Arturo Mendenhall - Smithers & Bellevue Roads - Area F.

Request for Acceptance of Cash in lieu of Park Land - JE Anderson on behalf of
Combined Forest Products Lid. - Church & Valley Roads - Area F.

COMMUNITY SERVICES
REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT

Regional Growth Management Plan Review - Present Status Lands Designation -
Bylaw No, 1309,

Regional Growth Management Review - Walersheds - Bylaw No. 1309,
TRANSIT

Transit Service and Feasibility Reviews - Cedar & Gabriola Island.
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76-57

§E2-90

91-93

94-96

G7-98

99-100

101-103

104-105

Comrmittee of the Whale
June 25, 2002
Fage 2

Regional TransithandyDART - 2001 BC Transit Performance Summary.
BC Transit - Funding & Service Stratepy Review.
CORPORATE SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
SOLID WASTE
Contract for Bird Control at Regional Landfill.
UTILITIES
Rural Streetlighting LSA Boundary Amendment Bylaw Wo. 791.04 - Area G,
Dnfiwood Water Supply Service Area Bylaw No. 125501 - Ares E.
COMMISSION, ADVISORY & SELECT COMMITTEE
Lantzville Parks & Open Space Advisory Commities,

Minutes from the meeting of the Lamtzville Parks & Open Space Advisory
Comrmitce held May 6, 2002, (for information}

Electoral Area 'A' Parks, Recreation & Greenspaces Advisory Committee,

Minutes from the meeting of the Electoral Area 'A' Parks, Recreation & Greenspaces
Advisory Commuttee held May 16, 2002, {for information)

District 69 Recreation Commission.

Minutes from the meeting of the Dismet 69 Recreation Commission held June 11,
2002, (Lot information)

Nanoose Bay Parks & Open Space Advisory Committee,

Minutes from the meeting of the Nanoose Bay Parks & Open Space Advisory
Committee held Tune 10, 2002, {for information)

ADDENDUM

BUSINESS ARISING FROM DELEGATIONS OR COMMUNICATIONS
NEW BUSINESS

BOARD INFORMATION {Separate enclosure on blue paper)
ADJOURNMENT

IN CAMERA
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Burgoyne, Linda

From: Tanya Laing [fanyafaingg@shaw ca)

Sent:  Thursday, Juiy 18, 2002 3.37 PM

To: Burgoyne, Linda

Subject: Presentation to the Board - CCMN
Hi Linda,
Thanks for speaking to me about the Canadian Community Monitoring Network. As we discussed. | am interested in
intreducing my project to the RDN's Board members on Tuesday, May 25 at 7:30pm, City Hall. Here is a one-page
backgrounder for you to pass on to the Board. | forgot to ask you if there is access to a power point prajectar (and possibty

laptop - | have my own, but there is always the risk of compatibility). If not, how about an everhead projector? It would be
much appreciated, Please give me a call,

Thanks

- Tanya

Tanya Laing - Regional Coordinater
Canadian Community Monitoring Network -
551 Kennedy Street Nanaimo, BC VSR 28
Tel {250) F16-8822 .

Emaii: tanyalaing@shaw. ca

6/19/2002
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May 2002

The Canadian Community Monitoring Network
An initiative of the Canadian Nature Federation and Environment Canada's
Ecological Monitoring and Assessment Network Coordinating Office.

The commumnities of Nanaimo, Parksviile-Qualicum, and Port Alberni have been selected
to participate in the Canadian Community Monitoring Network (CCMN}), a growing
network of communities and individuals interested in monitoring changes in their

local enviromment. CCMN assists communities in strengthening links between
community-based environmental monitoring and local policy and decision-making.

As participating communities in the CCMN project, the communities of Nanaimo,
Parksyille-Qualicum, and Port Alberni will have access to:

* adedicated Regional Coordinator to assist with local ecosystemn monitoring and
linkages to sustainability and decision-making initiatives

ecosystem monitoring protocols

a standardized approach to monitoring ecosystem change

an interactive web-based database for inputting/accessing data

a nationally consistent approach to presenting results and disseminating information
the opportunity to generate information on ecosystem status/trends, local sustainable
behaviours, and models for establishing a sustainable community approach

* the opportunity to serve as an outdoor laboratory where ecosyster attributes can be
monitored through the involvement of local community groups and edueators

Ecological change in our natural environment is an important indicator of environmental
health. Monitoring environmental changes can provide scientific data to halp policy-
makers make more informed decisions. By becoming involved in the CCMN project, you
are taking a grear step towards addressing the environmental issues of your Community.

For more information, contact:
Tanya Laing, CCMN Regional Coordinator

Tel: (250) 716-8922
tanyalaingf@shaw.ca




Present:

Also in Attendance:

DELEGATIONS

REGIONAL DISTRICT OF NANAIMO

MINUTES OF THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
MEETING HELD ON TUESDAY, MAY 28, 2002, AT 7:30 PM

IN THE CITY OF NANAIMO COUNCIL CHAMBERS,

455 WALLACE STREET, NANAIMO, BC

Director J, Stanhope
Director L. Elligi
Director B. Sperling
Director E. Hamilton
Director D, Haime
Director G. Holme
Durector J. McLean
Director R.. Quittenton
Alternate

Director F. Demmon
Director T. Westbroek
Director (3. Korpan
Director L. Sherry
Director I. Rispin
Director T. Krall
Director B, Heldom
Urirector L. MeNabb

K. Daniels
C. Mason
M. Connelly
J. Finnie

P. Shaw

5. Schopp
N. Tonn

Chairperson .

Electoral Area A
Electoral Area B
Electoral Area C
Electoral Area D
Electoral Area E
Electoral Area F
Electoral Area H

City of Parksville

Town of Qualicum Beach
City of Nanaimo

City of Nanaimo

City of Nanaimo

City of Nanaimo

City of Nanaimo

City of Nanaimo

Chief Administrative Officer

General Manager of Corporate Services
General Manager of Community Services
General Manager of Environmental Services
Manager of Community Planning

Manager of Inspection and Enforcement
Recording Secretary

Ted Olynyk & Panla Barrett, BC Hydro, re Proposed Vancouver Island Generation Project at

Duke Point.

Mr. Olynyk made a verbal presentation to the Committee with respect to the proposed Vancouver [sland
Generation Project at Duke Point and distributed written information to Committee members.

MOVED Director McLean, SECONDED Director Haime, that the following fate delegation be permitted
to address the Committes,

CARRIED

Art Cowie, re ALR Exclugion - Wosk — 365 Meadow View Place — Area G.

Mr. Cowie updated the Committee on an ALR exclusion application which was previousiy put forward to
the Board and requested that the Board approve its referral to the ALC.

Yy



Committee of the Whole Minutes
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MINUTES

MOVED Director Hamilton, SECONDED Director Krall, that the minutes from the Commiitee of the
Whole meeting held on Tuesday, April 23, 2002 be adopted.

CARRIED
DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

BUILDING INSPECTION
Expired Building Permit — Salapura — 2079 Waish Road — Area A,

MOVED Director Elliott, SECONDED Director McNabh, that the permit for the coustruction of an
agricultural buiiding and attached dwelfing at 2079 Walsh Road be renewed for an additional two years at
the minimum permit fee of $45.00 and renewal of the tempaorary living faeility permit for $125.00.

CARRIED
PLANNING

Request for Acceptance of Park Land - Keith Brown Associates Lid. on behalf of 539500 BC Led. -
Rowland Road — Area E. '

MOVED Director Hoime, SECONDED Director Krall,:

1. That the resclution adopted by the Regional Board of Directors, at its Regular Meeting held on
. October 11, 1994, with respect to the dedication of park land for Lot B, Diistrict Lot 67, Nanoase
District, Plan 13478, be rescinded.

2. That the request, submitted by Keith Brown and Associates Ltd., on behalf of 559500 BC L.,
for park land dedication in the location and amount as shown on the proposed plan of subdivision
of Lot B, District Lot 67, Manoose District, Plan 13476, be accepted subject to the applicant
registering section 21% covenants protecting the seasonal stream, the pend, the swamp areas
outside the park land, and the waterfront portions of the parce] s outiined in Schedule No. | of
staff report.

CARRIED

Request for 10% Froniage Relaxation & Request for Provision of 2 Combination of Park Land and
Cash in Lieu of Park Land — JE Anderson & Associates on Behalf of Terry Peterson & Sandra
Strote — Woobank Road — Area A.

MOVED Director Elliott, SECONDED Director Hamiltor, :

i. That the request, submitted by JE Anderson & Associates, on behalf of Terrance Peterson and
Sandra Strote to provide a combination of park land with the balance to be provided as cash in
lieu of park land, be denied and the applicant be requited to provide 5% cash in lisu of park
dedication,

2 That the request for a relaxation of the minimum 10% perimeter frontage requirement for

proposed Lots 2 & 3, as shown on the proposed plan of subdivision, be approved.
CARRIED

Ty
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COMMUNITY SERVICES
RECREATION & PARKS

Electoral Area B Parkland Acquisition Seeurity Issuing Bylaws No. 1299, 1303, 1304, 1305, 1306 &
1307 and Electoral Area B Parkland Acquisition Temporary Borrowing Bylaws No. 1300 & 1302.

MOVED Director Sperling, SECONDED Director Sherry,:

1 That “Regional District of Nanaimo Electoral Area B Parkland Acquisition Security Issuing
Bylaw No. 1299, 2002 be introduced for three readings and be forwarded for approval to the
Inspector of Municipalities, -
2. That “Regional District of Nanaimo Electoral Area B Parkiand Acquisition Security Issuing

Bylaw No. 1303, 2002” be introduced for three readings and be forwarded for approval to the
Inspector of Municipalities, '

3 That “Regional District of Nanaimo Electoral Area B Parkland Acquisition Security Issuiﬁg
Bylaw No. 1304, 2002” be introduced for three readings and be forwarded for approval to the
[nspector of Municipalities.

4. That "Regional District of Nanaimo Electoral Area B Parkland Acquisition Security Issuing
Bylaw No. 1303, 2002 be introduced for three readings and be forwarded for approval to the
Ispecter of Municipalities.

5. That “Regional District of Nanaimo Electoral Area B Parkland Acquisition Security Issuing
Bylaw No. 1306, 2002” be intreduced for three readings and be forwarded for approval to the
Inspector of Municipalities. .

5. That “Regicnal District of Nanaimo Electoral Area B Parkland Acquisition Security Issuing
Bylaw No. 1307, 2002” be introduced for three readings and be forwarded for apptoval to the
inspector of Municipalities. :

1. That "Electoral Area B Parkland Acquisition Temporary Borrowing Bylaw No. 1300, 2002™ be
intreduced for three readings.

g. That “Electoral Area B Parkland Acquisition Temporary Borrowing Bylaw No. 1300, 2002"
having recetved three readings be adopted.

0. That “Driftwood Water Service Area Temporary Borrowing Bylaw No. 1302, 2002" be
introduced for three readings.

10. That “Driftwood Water Service Area Temporary Borrowing Bylaw No. 1302, 2002™ having
received three readings be adopted. -
CARRIED

Extension School Field and Playgrouad Rental Agreement.

MOVED Director Hamilton, SECONDED Director Krall, that the Regional District enter into the Rental
Agreement for the Extension School property with School District 68. ca D

Cedar Heritage Centre — Funding Request.
MOVED Director Elliott, SECONDED Director Hamilton, that the Regional District enter into an

Agreement with the Cedar School and Community Enhancement Society to provide for $38,000 in
funding as a grant to allow the Society to retire the debts and allow them to finish the project. o
CARRIE

Ty
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REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
Regional Growth Management Plan Review.

The General Manager of Community Services and the General Manager of Environmenta] Services
presented an overview of the creation of the existing nodes in ruraf areas under the Growth Management
Plan and future plans for servicing these nodes. :

TRANSIT
Nanaime City Centre Transit Exchange — Site Review,

MOVYED Director Rispin, SECONDED Director Holme, that the information report on the Nanaimo City
Centre Transit Exchange Site Review be accepted. '

CARRIED
CORPORATE SERVICES

ADMINISTRATION
Administration Computer Equipment Reserve Fund Expenditure Bylaw No. 1308,
MOVED Director Holdom, SECONDED Director McNabh,:

1. That *Administration Computer Equipment Reserve Fund Expenditure Bylaw No. 1308, 2002"
be introduced for three readings.

2. That “Administration Computer Equipment Reserve Fund Expenditure Bylaw No. 1308, 20027

having received three readings be adopted.
) : CARRIED
Port Theatre Funding Request.

MOVED Director McLean, SECONDED Director Westbroek, that the Board maintain the current
agreement to proceed to referendum in November in Electoral Areas A — E to obtain elector assent and
deny the Port Theatre’s request to undertake referendums in the non-participating areas.

DEFEATED

MOVED Director Holme, SECONDED Director Hamilton, that staff be directsd to prepare individual
“Port Theatre Local Service Area” establishing bylaws for Electoral Areas A — E based upon a requigition
rate of $2.90 per $100,000 of assessment for consideration at the September Board meeting and

referendum in November 2002,
CARRIED

MOVED Director Quittenton, SECONDED Director Holdom, that staff be directed to prepare individual
“Port Theatre Local Service Areas” establishing bylaws for Electoral Areas F — H based vpon usage for
consideration at the September Board meeting and referendum in November 2002,

MOVED Director McLean, SECONDED Director Quittenton, that the motion be amended to exclude
Electoral Area ‘F°,
DEFEATED

The question was called ou1 the main motion.
The motion CARRIED

MOVEL Director Holme, SECONDED Director Demmon, that the Board correspond with the City of
Parksville and Town of Qualicum Beach and encourage them to support proceeding to referendum in
November 2002 to put forward the Port Theatre’s request for funding erther on a requisition rate of $2.90 ‘

r $100,000 of assessment or on the basis of usage.
P CARRIED (O

Q¥ 9
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FINANCE
Operating Results to March 31, 2002.

MOVED Director Krall, SECONDED Director McNabb, that the summary report of financial results
from operations to March 31, 2002 be received for information.

CARRIED
FIRE PROTECTION

Firefighting Coverage by City of Nanaimo for Certain Properties Outside Municipal Boundaries.

MOVED Director Hamilton, SECONDED Director Holme, that the Board correspond with the Clty of
Nanaimo seeking support for the provision of fire protection services to the seven properties outside
municipal boundaries identified as:

1675 Kelsie Road

1670/1690 Kelsie Road

1760 Kelsie Road

1840 Kelsie Road

1860 Kelsie Road

1890 Kelsie Road

2105/2115 Richardson Road -

CARRIED

Nanoose Fire Protection Service Area (Buildings) Reserve Fund Bylaw No. 1312,

MOVED Director Holme, SECONDED Director Rispin,:

l. - That “Nanoose Fire Protection Service Area Reserve Fund Bylaw No. 1312, 2002" be introduced
for first three readings. '

2. That “Nancose Fire Protection Service Area Reserve Fund Bylaw No. 1312, 2002 having
received three readings be adopted.
CARRIED

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
LIQUID WASTE MANAGEMENT
Northern Community Sewer LSA Boundary Amendment Bylaw No. 889.21.

MOVED Director Holme, SECONDED Director Sherry, that “Regional Distriét of Nanaimo Northern
Community Sewer Local Service Area Boundary Amendment Bylaw No. 889,21, 2002” be introduced for
first three readings and be forwarded to the Inspector of Municipalities for approval.

CARRIED
Trucked Liquid Waste Disposal Amendment Bylaw No, 985.04.

MOVED Director Skerry, SECONDED Director Krall,:

1. That “Regional District of Nanaimo Trucked Liquid Waste Disposal Amendment Bylaw No.
© 988.04, 20027 be introduced for three readings.

2. That “Regional District of Nanaimo Trucked Liquid Waste Disposal Amendment Bylaw No.
988.04, 2002 having received three readings be adopted.
CARRIED

Qv
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Sewer User Rates & Regulations Amendment Bylaws — Fairwinds Sewerage Facilities Amendment
Bylaw No. 765.09, French Creek Sewer Service Area Amendment Bylaw No. 422.10 and Surfside
Sewer Amendment Bylaw No. 1241.01.

MOYED Director Holme, SECONDED Director Sherry,:

1. That “Fairwinds Sewerage Facilities Specified Area Rates Amendment Bylaw No. 765.09, 2002”
be introduced for first three readings. '

2. That “Fairwinds Sewerage Facilities Specified Area Rates Amendment Bylaw No. 765.09, 2002
having received first three readings be adopted.

3. That “French Creek Sewer Service Area Rates Amendment Bvlaw Mo, 422,10, 20027 be
introduced for first three readings. : ' -

4, That "French Creek Sewer Service Area Rates Amendment Bylaw No. 422.10, 2002” having
received first three readings be adopted.

5. That “Surfside Sewer Rates and Regulations Amendment Bylaw No. 1241.01, 2002° be
introduced for first three readings.

6. That “Surfside Sewer Rates and Regulations Amendment Bylaw No. 1241, 2002* having
received first three readings be adopted.
CARRIED

Fairwinds Sewerage Facilities Reserve Fund Establishment Bytaws No. 1310 and No. 1311.
MOVED Director Holme, SECONDED Director Sherry,:

l. That “Fairwinds Sewerage (Treatment) Facilities Service Area Reserve Fund Bylaw No. 1310,
2002" be introduced for first three readings.

2. That “Fairwinds Sewerage {Treatment) Facilities Service Area Reserve Fund Bylaw No. 1310,
2002" having received three readings be adopted.

3. That “Fairwinds Sewerage (Cotlector System}) Facilities Service Area Reserve Fund Bylaw No.
1311, 2002” be imtroduced for first three readings. -

4, That “Fairwinds Sewerage (Collector System) Facilities Service Area Reserve Fund Byiaw No.
1311, 2002" having received three readings be adopted. -
CARRIED
Transfer of Land - Departure Bay Pump Station.

MOVED Director McNabb, SECONDED Director Krall, that the Board approve the transfer of a portion
of Lot 1, Section 2, Wellington District, Plan 14047 to the City of Nanaimo for highway improvements.

: CARRIED
GNPCC Biogas System Upgrade — Consulting Services.

MOVED Director McNabb, SECONDED Director Holdom, that the Board direct staff to award the
consulting project for the GNPCC Sludge Heating and Boiler Building upgrade to Associated
Engineering Ltd.

CARRIED



Committee of the Whole Minutes
May 28, 2002
Page 7

SOLID WASTE
Regtonal Landfill - Leachate Pre-Treatment System.

MOVED Directer Sherry, SECONDED Director Holdom, that the Board approve the installation of a
leachate pre-treatment system at the Regional Landfiil to reduce odours and corrosion at the Cedar Road
pumping station.

CARRIED
Electrenic Waste Industry Produce Stewardship Resolution.

MOVED Director Sherry, SECONDED Director Holdom, that the RDN Board adopt the Locai
Government Resolution on E-Waste and forward it, with a covering letter to the Minister of Water, Land
and Air Protection requesting implementation of an industry operated E-Waste Produce Stewardship
program, and further, the correspondence be copied to UBCM and AVICC for information and support,

CARRIED
UTILITIES

Freoch Creek Bulk Water & Northern Community Sewer Boundary Amendment Bylaws No.
1059.02, 1085.02 and 934.02. _ :

MOVED Director Holme, SECONDED Director Rispin,:

1. That “French Creek Bulk Water Supply Local Service Arsa Boundary Amendment Bylaw No.
1050.02, 2002” be granted first three readings and forwarded to the Inspector of Municipalities.

2. | That “Regional District of Nanaimo French Creek Bulk Water Local Service Area Development
Cost Charge Boundary Amendment Bylaw No., 1089.02, 2002” be granted first three readings and
forwarded to the Inspector of Municipalities.

3. That “Regional District of Nanaimo Northern Community Sewer Local Service Area
Development Cost Charge Boundary Amendment Bylaw No. 934.02, 2002” be granted first three
readings and forwarded to the Inspector of Municipalities.

CARRIED
Fairwinds Water Supply LSA Regulations & Rates Amendment Bylaw No. 764.11.
MOVED Director Holme, SECONDED Director Sherry,:
1. That “Regional District of Nanaimo Fairwinds Water Supply Local Service Area Regulations and
Rates Amendment Bylaw No. 764.11, 2002” be intreduced for three readings.
2. That “Regional District of Nanaime Fairwinds Water Supply Local Service Area Regulations and
Rates Amendment Bylaw No. 764,11, 2002 having received three readings be adopted.
CARRIED

French Creek Sewer LSA Regulations & Rates Amendment Bylaw No. 422.11.
MOVED Director Holme, SECONDED Director Sherry,:

1. That “Regional District of Nanaimo French Creek Sewer Specified Area Regulation and Rates
Amendment Bylaw No. 422.11, 2002” be introduced for three readings.

2. That “Regional District of Nanaimo French Creek Sewer Specified Area Regulation and Rates
Amendment Bylaw No. 422.11, 2002" having received three readings be adopted.

¥
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COMMISSION, ADVISORY & SELECT COMMITTEE
Area A Parks, Recreation aml Greenspaces Advisory Committee.

MOVEL Director Elliott, SECONDED Director Haime, that the minutes of the Area A Parks, Recreation
and Greenspaces Advisory Committee meeting held March 21, 2002, be received for information.

CARRIED
Lantzville Parks & Open Space Advisory Committee,

MOVED Director Haime, SECONDED Director Sherry, that the minutes of the Lantzville Parks & Open
Space Advisory Committes meeting held April 1, 2002, be received for information.

CARRIED
Nanoose Bay Parks & Open Space Advisory Committee,

MOVED Director Holme, SECONDED Director Holdom, that the minutes of the Nanogss Bay Parks &
Upen Space Advisory Committee meeting held April 22, 2002, be received for information.

CARRIED
District 69 Recreation Commission.

MOVED Director Quittenton, SECONDED Director Demmon, that the minutes of the District 69
Recreation Commission meeting held May 7, 2002, be received for information,
CARRIED

MOVED Director Quittenton, SECONDED Director Westbroek, that the following Community Grants be
approved:

Erringtont War Memorial Hall Association ~ washroom addition . $ 4100
Lighthouse Recreation Commission — program expenses 1,250
Arrowview Elementary PAC — playground CF 2,000
Participaddle Society — paddles $ 1,710
Mid-Island Wheelchair Sports Club — backboard extensions $ 682
Mid-Island Wheslchair Sports Cleb — wheeichairs 5 3,715
Parksville Seniors Slo-Pitch — dugouts $ 3,700
Arrowsmith Cricket & Sports Association — tournament equipment 3 690
Arrowsmith Mountain Bike Society — timing equipment % 3310
Nancose Bay Recreation and Activities Society — stage $ 3,000
CARRIED

MOVED Director Quittenton, SECONDED Director Westbroek, that the following Youth Grants be
approved:

MNancose Bay Recreation and Activities Society — youth dance $ 600
Parksville Royals Baseball Club — pitching bullpen $ 1,000
Parksville Rovals Baseball Club — infield screen 5 1,200
Parksville Royals Baseball Club — 2ball program $ 350
" Qualicum Beach Skateboard Park Committee — expansion $ 5400
Vancouver [sland Adrenalin Games — event costs $ 1,500
Ballenas Dry Grad — entertainment costs (Velcro Wall/Improv) 3 1,250
Balienas Tennis Club — court improvements $ 2,000
CARRIED
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(abriola Island Parks and Recreation Commission.

MOVED Director Sperling, SECONDED Director Krall, that the minutes of the Gabriolz Island Parks
and Recreation Commission mesting held May 13, 2002, be received for information.

CARRIED

MOVED Durector Sperling, SECONDED Director Haitne, that the staff teport and recommendation
regarding the Gabriola Island Parks & Open Space Advisory Committee Proposal be tabled until the next
Commission meeting to be held November 4, 2002,

CARRIED
Grants-in-Aid Committee,

MOVED Director Quittenton, SECONDED Director Westbroek, that the minutes of the Grants-in-Aid
Committee meeting held May 16, 2002, be received for information, : :
. _ CARRIED

MOVED Director Quittenton, SECONDED Director Westbroek, that the following grants be approved:

Schoal Districr 68
Cedar Community Association ' 3 i,ﬂﬂli}

School District 69:
Arrowsmith Community Justice Society 3 500
Arrowsmith Search & Rescue 5 240
Mid Vancouver Island Habitat Enhancement Society $ 415
Mavy League of Canada — Parksville Branch 3 1,000
Worth Island Wildlife Recovery Association ¥ 1000
Cceanside Community Arts Couneil 3 500
Oceangide Radio Communications Association ¥ 950
Parksville & District Association for Community Living I 1,000
Parksville Meeting Place Society t 250
Parksviile-Qualicum Beach & District SPCA § 500

CARRIED
BUSINESS ARISING FROM DELEGATIONS OR COMMUNICATIONS

ALR Exclusion — Wosk - 365 Meadow View Place — Area G,

MOVED Director Demmeon, SECONDED Director Krall, that the Wosk ALR Exclusion application be
forwarded directly to the Agricultural Land Commission without a recommendation from the Board.

CARRIED
NEW BUSINESS

¥erbal Reports.
MOVED Director Haime, SECONDED Director Holdom, that when verbal reports are included on

agendas, attachments containing background information be circulated to Board members in advance to

allow preparation by Diirectors.
' CARRIED

<
&
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BOARD INFORMATION

MOVED Director McNabb, SECONDED Director Sherry, that the Board Information be received for
information.

CARRIED
ADJOURNMENT

MOVED Director McNabb, SECONDED Director Holme, that the mesting be adjourned to allow for an

In Camera meeting.
CARRIED

TIME: 3:54 PM

CHAIRPERSON

(3

Q_



MU BT 5 Wy AUl Llae.19 PAsA 1 adYW Sg oalal RhC & PARKS mﬂ'ua

TN 1L B 14:32 FROM z25@-356— 1673 TO BLIS@24E3159 FAGE , 31
@ Ministry of Community,
m Aboriginal and Facsimile Cover Sheet
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To: Jeff Ainge
Branch/Company: Fegional District of Nanaimo
Phone: .
Fax: 248-3158 )

From; Don Sutherlang
Manager :
Local Government Advisory Senvices
Phone: 280 387-4025
Fax: 250 355-1873

Date: June 11, 2002
Total pages: 2 (including Cover Page}

Subject:

- Furthar to my e-mail message, attached is a copy of the regulation that was approved
- for the Regional District of Nanaimo In regard o the Fark (Regional) Act.
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PROVINCE OF BRITISH COLUMBIA
ORDER OF THE LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL

O Comette  — 854 . Amomsaconens JUN - 52002

Linowe Goverrar
Exeeutive Coantil Chambeo, Victorls

On the rexnounendarion of the vadarsigned, the Lisgtenant Govemor, by and with the advice and
coosent of the Bxecutive Council, crdery that the Nane{me Regicnal District Regmlsrion, B.C. Reg. 194/91, is
.znended by adding the follawing section:

Acqulring access to reglonal parka and tuils
9  For the purpose of establishing and smaintainiag 3 regional park and a egional wail, the Nasajmo
Regiopal District is granted the additiens) power t acqoirs. by lease, lictnce ar permit, for any term
access (o or aver land within an arca designated a8 822 out In seczion 4 (1) (u) of the Park (Regional)
Az,

Miniszer of Commanrity, Abarigina! Preciding Mawdar of the Execufon Council
ol Women 'y Servicey
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Aciroriey weakey withed, Cirdber B ade:

Aot pad siesien-- Loncnd Ghrvermmens Act. RS B.C 1958, 799
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g DISTRICT (28R 558 — MEMORANDUM
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TO: Pamela Shaw ! DATE:.]  Tune 14, 2002
Manager, Community Planfing '

FROM: Deborah Jensen FILE: 6635 02 0206
Planner

SUBJECT:  ALR Exclusion Application No., §206 - Dorman : -
Lot I, Sections 16 and 17, Range 5, Mountain District, Plan 2964, Except Those
Parts Thereof Included Within the Boundaries of Plans 17458 and 20359
Electoral Area 'D* — Pirart Road

FURPOSE
To consider an application for exciusion of land from the Agricultural Land Reserve.
BACKGROUND

The Regional District of Nanaimo has received an application to exclude an approximately 0.8 hectare
portion of 2 7.9-hectare property from the Agricultural Land Reserve free Schedules No. [ and 2). The
subject parcel is located adjacent to Pirart Road in the East Wellington — Pleasant Valley area (see
Antachment No. 1). With the exception of lands to the southwest, all lands within the surrounding area
are situated within the ALR. The applicant’s stated intention is to exclude a porticn of the subject
property to allow an estabiished industrial operation to continue operating on the site, although approval
for non-farm use is also acceptable to the applicant.

The Regional District of Nanaimo Growth Management Plan Bylaw No. 985, 1997 designates the
subject property as “Resource Lands and Open Spaces™ land (see Schedile No. )

The East Wellington - Pleasant Valley Official Community Plan, Bylaw No. Ii‘fiﬁ, 1998 designates the
subject property as “Rural* land {see Scheduie No. 4).

The Land Use and Subdivision Bylaw No. 500, 1987 zones the subject property as Rural I (RUI),

Subdivision District ‘D",

Frevious applications have been made for use of the subject property in the ALR. The Commission, by
Reschrtion #2208/75 in 1975, allowed an application to construct a second dwelling unit on the property
for family use so long as construction occurred on an area not considered agriculmrally viable. In 1977,
by Resolution #6946/77, the Commission refused subdivision of the subject property into three parcels as
the Class 1 land was considered to have excellent agricultural capability.

Industrial operations occutring on the property are not permitted on ALR land without prior pettmission
of the Land Reserve Commission and, to date, no application has been made to the [and Reserve
Commission for this use. These operations are also in contravention of the QCP policy and zoning

regulations, and legal proceedings initiated by the Regional District are currently underway to halt the

&
©
existing industrial operation. Qvg’
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Director Haime has indicated she does not support this application. Director Haime's comments ars
attached (see Scheduie No. 6).

Applications for exclusion are considered by the Board due to Regional Growth Management Plan jssues
and to highlight potential OCP amendment or rezoning implications. The Board has three opticns in
reviewing these applications: to forward an application to the LRC with comments or a recommendation;
to forward an application to the LRC without comments or & recommendation: or to refuse an application
and not allow the application to proceed to the Commission. It should be noted that if the Regional Board
decides to deny an application, the Land Reserve Act does not require the Land Reserve Commission
{LRC) to hear the application. Therefore, the Regional Board may in effect, deny the application.

ALTERNATIVES

. To deny the application for exclusion of land from the ALR and advise the Land Reserve
Commission that the application is not proceeding.

2. To provide a Board Resolution recommending the ALR exclusion be forwarded ta the Land Reserve
Commission with no comment from the Board.

3. To provide a Board Resolution recommending the ALR. exclusion be forwarded to the Land Reserve
Commission with comments from the Board.

GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLAN IMPLICATIONS

The Regional District of Nanaimo Growth Management Plan coatains policies that do not support the
subject application. In the interest of containing urban sprawl, Policies 1C and 2A require that future
urban development be directed to community nodes, including Utban Containment Boundaries, Village
Centres or Present Status Lands, with commercialfindustrial developments discouraged elsewhere. The
subject property is not located within the Urban Containment Boundary or any of the other catsgories.
Furthermore, Policy 3D requires that the RDN support the retention of land in the Agricultural Land
Reserve.

With review of the Growth Management Plan currently underway, one recommendation has been to
revise Goal 3 (Rural Integrity) to fully allocating decision-making for inclusion or exclusion of land to
the Land Reserve Commission. Shouid the Provinee choose to exclude land from the ALR, then the
RDN could subsequently determine appropriate use of the land through its official community plan
guidelines and zoning requirements.

OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN IMPLICATIONS

QCP policy states that the Regional District supports the Land Reserve Commission {LRC) in their
mandate to preserve agricultural land, particolarly as large land holdings. The Board may support the use
of agricultural land for non-farm purposes provided that the Land Reserve Commission grants permission
for the proposed use, the proposed use will not reduce the firture agricultural potential of the land, and
the use i3 compatible with surrounding land use patterns,
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LAND USE PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Pursvant to Bylaw No. 500, lands in the area are zoned Rural 1 (RU1). The area consists of primarily
large lot residentiai properties, hobby farms, and larger farm operations; Property lying to the east of the
subject property is currently homs to Fournier Excavating, which has legal non-conforming status for its
operation for both the Agricultural Land Reserve and RDN Bylaw No. 500. The subject property itself is
currently being used as the headquarters of Dorman Timber Ltd., and includes the offics buiiding, repair
shop for logging trucks and equipment, a storage area for this equipient, and has a company sign posted
at the entrance to the property.

The applicant has indicated that the rationais for exclusion of the subject property from the ALR is that
the site is occupied by an industrial use. Staff notes that if the exclusion were approved, then both an
amendment to the Bylaw No. 500 zoning and to the official community plan weuld be required, as the
use is currently operating in contravention of the zoning and official community plan.

PUBLIC CONSULTATION IMPLICATIONS

To date, numercus inquiries have been received as a result of this application. These inguiries have
expressed concern with respect to rémoval of land from the ALR and to continued operation of a
“disruptive” industrial activity within a rural residential area. Written submissions are attached in
Schedule No. 5.

' LEGAL IMPLICATIONS

The Regional District is currently proceeding with legal action to bring the uses on the property into
compliance with the zoning regulations. If this application is forwarded to the Land Reserve
Commission for consideration, the applicant will likely assert that any legal proceedings to bring the
property into compliance with the zoning regulations be deferred and that any appiications for an
injunction be suspended until the application is decided.

YOTING

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

SUMMARY/CONCLUSIONS

The Regional Board is requested to provide a resoiution to be forwarded to the Land Reserve
Commission with respect to an application to exclude an approximate 0.8-hectare site from a 7.9-hectare
parcel of land situated in the Agricultural Land Reserve for the purpose of allowing the continuation of
an existing industrial development. If approved for exclusior, it is the intent of the applicant to proceed
with an application for rezoning,

The application was referred to the Electoral Ares ‘D’ Director Denise Haime for comment. Director
Haime indicated she does not support this application for exclusion.

Policies in the Regional Growth Management Plan and the East Wellington — Pleasant Valley Official
Community Plan de not support the applicant’s proposal. Therefore, staff would recommend this

g

application for exclusion be refused, and the Land Reserve Commission be advised that this upplicatiuQ? 9/

is ot proceeding,
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RECOMMENDATION

That application for exciusion from the Agricultural Land Reserve for a portton of Lot D, Sections 16
and 17, Range 5, Mountain District, Plan 2964, 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.
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Application for Exclusion from ALR
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APPLICATION BY LAND OWNER
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Describe nllunes: paxire, hay, vegetabley, pouliry, dairy, toniley park, commmumity hatl, ete.

Idmm*htmhﬁmdmmmdhﬁmlppﬁnﬁmh,
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b 1 o2 A

The following mext bs snclosed:

A application Tes O Map or akeich showing detsils request=d

O Catificate of Title or Title Search Print O Proofof Matises of Applicaticn *{Ses instructions)
O  Asscemment/Tax Hotice O Plographs foptional)

O Agmt autherization (if using agent)
INCOMPLETE OR, MISSING INFORMATION WILL CELAY YOUR AFFLICATION
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RECEIVED |
HUNTER GARRETT LOBAY

MAY 14 2002 ' BARRISTERS & SOLICITORS
REGIQMNAL DISTRICT
A parinershin of v corporations——

#4 4180 Iand Highary Mocth
Magaimw, British Colembia VBT 16
s CEROY T36-D9050

Bax: (250 7569951

reply i ROREH G GARRETT
iy s-aid] yorrek ey arreiahyy. cont

File No. : o _ _ 13 May 2002
REGIONAL DISTRICT OF NANAIMO
6300 Harmmond Bay Road -

Nanaimo, B.C, VIA DELIVERY
V9T 6M2 :

Attention: Dehorah Jensen, Planner

Dear Mudar:

1 have in hand your letter dated May 3, 2002 and my responses are in the same order as the topies in your
letter.

We confirm the applicant wishes to chtain approval for existing uses only,

Our application i to pull the land out of the A.L.R. or to allow the existing non-farmi yse whthin the A LR
-Approval for either application would be satisfactory, but we would prefer to bave the land removed from the
A.L.R. Weunderstand from the A.L.R, that the criteria see basically the same for either application.

The accompanying document 0. 1 indicates in green the property which is the subject to the application and
the property outlined in red iy the whole of Mr. Domman' s property. Document no, 2 indicates the detail of
the ¢xinting ildings and use of the property. Document 0o, 3 is another sketch of the entire property.

In 1978 cur client, Mr. Dorman, purchased the 20-acre parcel located at Newfield Road (off Maxcy
Road). The legal description for this property is: Lot D, Sections 16 and 17, Range 5, Mountain District,
MM.MMMMMM&MMMITHEMMEE. Mr,
Dorman resided on this property, which is a ong rectangie, the back of the property borders o Pirart

Page 1 of 2

S e Ty

Pacoprie, BC: (2500 248- 7208
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there. Pan:lcula:l}rsu.sinceatthistinnDarlenehadamupleofmnﬂchildr:nthﬂah:lmkednﬂeratthc
Th:cumpnnycanﬁmndmgmwmdth:mndmidmmwmmaﬂymkmuvmif}rmwill,bgrlhe

inj 'vequmn:mofthehrgammpanyandDaﬂmpumbmdhmmmﬁdmthedu.
amwmmmmmmmmuy.mmnammmmm.mann

Kitchen, living room and bedrobms, etc., B being used principally as the administrative office for Dorman
Timber Lid.

being used in a very similar fashion,

Mjmwﬂnwtbwndmufthenummpmpenyisah:gefmmedpmpcﬂymmcmis
currently applying for & woodlot licence. :

Mmmmjmmmﬂﬂmmuem,lww,mmmﬁﬂpm
further down Pirart Road.

Durcliemhaainsu'lmedustumakemapplicaﬁnntutth.L,R.mdtherhav:ﬂmlandwiﬁdmwfmmme
ALRurmhavuhecurrmacﬁviﬁwpamittuduponiﬁ:A.L.R. property. We have also been instucted
toapplytumekegiumlDianimmapplyfmcﬂhuammprehmivemuoranEﬂMmu
specific to this property, which would permit the ongoing operation,

Please find enclosed a copy of the 2001 Property Assessment.

Ihupe}rnumnsiduthhapplinaﬁunmnmlete. Ifjrnuhavcmyfunherruquj:cmmta.plmednnmhesimw
to call.

Yours truly,

HUNTER GARRETT LOBAY

Robet G. Garreti
. RGG:1n
Enclommres

Page8_

QT
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Dorman Timber Ltd.

Agricultural Capability Report — Lot D

FPreporodior Dorman Tlmder Lid.
. 2404 Pirart Road
Nipialma, BC
VIR #v3

Frepormily; * Gary Rolston PAg Phona 250 339 DB55
. From Tha Ground Ug Fux 250-338-11T0
Box 1411 small: grolstongshm.ta
Comox, BC Vo TZE ‘

\\\\"

2377
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Purposs of Report

m:*l;j'a:tmpm'tyis approximately .gm{z acres).

Ths report is based on a site visit by Gnran]mnPAngmua:yzi, : ot o e
wete taken to depths of 50 to B0 ¢ma to determine =oil textore. ' !

Property Description

The subject property is a .9 hectare portion of Lot D that is severed from the resnainder of Lot
D by McGarrigle Creek — as shown in the diagram below. About balf the property isused asa
building site for a homefoffice tmilding and machine shop. The remaining area is bush —
mwstly within a riparian area along the creek The land slopes towards the norih. The subject
property is acoessed from Pimart Road end is at the end of the currenily constructed portion of
Pirart Raad,

The property is in the Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR},
however, there are 2 small blocks of land along the south side - : ~
that are owtside of the ALR. Surrounding land uses are: n T,

Wooded to the west, and * .
Tndusirial — partially clesred to the east, and -
Hobbry farm to the north e
Combination of wooded and ecreages to the south,

...
-
o ;

e -

Solis _ ks

It is difficult to detarmine the exact soil textures on the southern i ]
portion (gbout 5 hectares) of the subject property because the
soils were dishmbed during consiroction of the existing ie__
buildings. However, soil sarnples taken around the perimeter of ~F -
the building site indicate that the native soils under the building

site are gravelly sandy loams, The Canada Land Inventory (CLY)' Class of these sofls would
be Class SAP improvable to 50% 4AP and 50% 5P with aridity and stones being the main
limitaiions. A 15 to 20 meter sitip along the creek would be classified as 7T because of
topugmphy The stoep banks along the creek at the south end indicate thet any additional

V|
o I_t -

Hnwﬂsmﬂicmrﬂﬂnpmdﬂnmbjmm{mughlydﬂm}mldwpaﬂt
loarns. These seils could be capable of pmodixdng a wider range of agricultmal crops,

" Defindions of CLI Ciasailicaiong am inciuded in the sppendices.

AGRICULTURAL CAPAERITY REPCRT - LOT D PAGE 1 DSAT2002
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however, they are subject to regular winter flooding, Culverts have heen installed across an
old roadbed through the middle of this part of the property and there is evidence of recent
water flowing through most of the lower area. These lands would be classified ag Class ST and
would be improvable to 60% Class 4W 40% 3WA. However, to improve these sofls to that
extent would require that the stream be channelized and contained within its main channel,
Thmt}pmnf‘ﬁnpmvmm’,“&thjn_thekipaﬁmmmmmmymmPoﬁdmin
most junsdictions. ) :

Agricuttural Capability

Assmningﬂmmmmnﬂbuﬂdingsmﬂﬁsmﬂmagdcmmwuﬁyofﬁmmbjwt
property would be Iimited by a number of factors:

Soils — the soils are marginal in the southern half of the property and most of the northem
(mﬂawhed)porﬁmofﬂmmbjeapmpmyiswﬂhinﬂnﬁpahnmdmgMcﬁmﬁgle
Creek, and

Sinpa—the;mpmyismanuﬂhmslnp:whichmﬂtsinasﬁg]nﬁmimﬁmm
agricuttural productivity. Some parts around the perimeter of the property would be subject to
severe erosion if further land was cleared, and

Smm—ﬂwpmudisscvﬂedﬁnmthﬂmaindunﬂmﬂbngleﬂmekﬂdlﬁng
a crossing over the creek would be excessively expensive, In the porth part, the land flattens
ummdthaaeekq:mﬂdsuwanddemdmingﬂmhighwhﬂﬁﬂuwmmm
would have to be very wide. In the southern part, 2 creek crossing would require cutting =
grade through the steep banks — greatly increasing the risk of erosion.

Sizr:-ﬂmpamclismly.?!mctarmEvenifﬂmwasmsmihchalmmnantD,thjsisa
logical place to locate the buildings for 3 farm unit — on high well draned marginal soils,

Conclusions and Recommendationa ,
m
mmmmwufmmmm,mmmmmﬁmm
bﬁlﬁngshmﬁnﬂ.mmm&.ﬂmmmdhchmﬁﬁdmmmmﬁﬂ,m%
cmmﬂmzmmmn.mmpmmmmmmwmmmm
4AP, 20% 5P, 20% 4W, 20% 3IWA and 20% 7T. Realistically, most farmers wonild choose
ﬁsmrﬁmofLMDasabdldingsitzaudthebuﬂdingsmthewfmmmﬂdﬁkdy
cover the same area as the existing buildings, if not more.

Fwﬂ:mmmmingﬂmtlmﬁhﬂngmnﬂmmdﬂdopedhthﬁrﬁlﬂwiuﬂm
mﬂ-mmmemﬁnaﬁupﬂfhﬂdhgsfmmdmﬁﬁsmpmymmepmmﬁal
mwhmﬂxpmducﬁvhynfbnﬂlmﬁrmasmdﬁnﬂmimﬁmblyumw
mmhhaywﬁchmqu&mmuﬁdmblemﬁng.f]mﬂingﬂrmhimyismsiw.
Driving it 1o “the shop' can be dangerous if the equipment is mobhile.

Q%Y
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Appendices .
%
Canada Land triventory {CLI} Capabllity Class:

The capabilfity class, the broadest category in the classification, i3 a grouping of lands that
have the same relative degree of limitation or hazard for agricultural use, The intersity of the

limitation or hazard becomes progressively greater from Class i 1 Class 7. The class indicates
the general suitability of the land for agricultural use. ' '

Two sets of classes exist, oue for mineral soils and one for organic sofls. The seven land
capability classes for mineral soils are defined and described as follows:

Class 1 Iand in this class has no or only very slight limitations that restriet its use for the
production of cormmon agricultural crops. Land in Class 1 is level or nearly level. ‘The soils
are deep, well to imperfectly drained under natural conditions, or have good antificial water
table control, and hold moishure well They can be managed and cropped without difficulty.
Productivity is easily maintained for a wide rangs of field crops.

Llass 2 land in this class has minor limitations thar require good ongoing management
practices or slightly restrict the range of crops, or both. Land in Class 2 has limitations which
constitute a contmucus rinct management problem or tay canse lower crop yields compared
ta Class 1 land but which do not pose a threat of crap loss under good managemert The soils
inClass2md&p,hldmois&mmmﬂmdmbemg&damimppedmﬁﬁﬁﬂ]edifﬁcﬂt}n

Class 3 lmdhﬂﬁsdmhaslh:ﬂhﬁomﬂ:atmquﬂemodm&lyinmiwmmgmm
practices or moderately restrict the range of craps, or both. The limitations are more severe
than for Class 2 land and management practices are more difficult to apply and maimtain. The
Jimitaﬁpusmayresuictmcchoiceufsuimblnmpsoraﬁectmmmmofﬂnfﬁﬂcwing
practices: timing and ease of tllage, planting and harvesting, and methods of soil
conservation. .

Class 4 Mhﬁﬁsclmfﬂﬂlhﬁt&ﬁamﬁﬂmquhespmialnmmgmmtpﬁnﬁmrmemly
restrict the range of ¢rops, or both. Land in Class 4 has imitations which make it suitable for
onl}rafewcmps,orﬂmyicldforawideranggofcmpsisluw,ormeriskofcmpfaﬂmis
bighmmﬂmndiﬁammamhﬂﬁspmialdewmpmmtmdmﬂmgemmtmcﬁmm
required. The limitations may seriously affect one or more of the following practices: timing
and ease of tillage, planting and harvesting, and methods of soil conservation.

Class § Land in this class has limitations that restrict its capability to producing perennial
forage crops or other specially adapted crops. Lend in Class § is generally limited to the
production of perennial forage crops or other specially adanted crops. Productivity of these
suited crops may be high Class 5 lands can be cultivated and some may be used for
cultivated field crops provided unnsuslly intensive management is empioyed and/cr the erop is
perticularly adapted to the conditions peculiar 4o these lands. Cultivated fieid crops may be
growm on some Class § tand where adverse climate is the main limitation, but crop failure can
be expected under average conditions.

AGRICLE TURAL CAPABRH ITY REPORT -LOT D 3
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Clasg 6 Land in this class is non-arable tnt is capable of producing native and/or mncuttiveted
perenniai forage crops. Land in Class 6 provides sustained natural prazing fix domestic
livestock and is it arable in its present conditierr. Land is placed In this olass because of
severe climsig, or the terain is unsuitable for cultivation or use of farm machinery, or the soils
mmmmmwmmmmmﬁimdambe
improved by dreining, diking and/or inigation,

Class 7 Land in this cless hes no capability for arabis cuiture or sustained natural geazing. All
classified areas not inchuied in Classes 1 to 6 melugive are placed in this class. Cless 7 tand
may have lunitations equivalent to Class 6 land tut they do not provide netuml sustained
grazing by domestic livestock due o climate and resuiting unsuited natural vegetation. Also
included are vockland, other nonsoil areas, and small water-bodies not shown on the maps.
Draining, diking and/or imigetion can improve some umimproved Class 7 land

Organic {peat) soils are also grouped into seven classes, designaiad as 01 to 7. Descriptions
of these classifications are not included here becmse there are no organic seils on the subject
Property. :

Capabiiity Subclnssas

hazards, It provides information on the kind of management problem ar use limitations.
Except for Class 1 and 91, lands, which have no significant limitations, the capability classes
arc divided by subclasses on the basis of type of limitation to agricuttural use. Each class cam
include many different kinds of soil, similar with respect to degree of limitetion, but soily in
any class mey require umlike management and treatrnemt as indicated by the subctasses shown,

Land Capabiilty Subcissses For Mineral Solls

A Soil Moisture Deficiency
Crops are adversely affected by droughtiness cansed by low soil water holding capacity or
insufficier precipitation.

*C  Adverse Climute
Themnal fmitations to plant growth such as minimum ternperatures near freezing and/or
insufficient heat units adversely affect crops during the growing season, andior extterne

D Undesirable Seil Stnxeture And/Or [ow Pervionsness
-Sﬂﬂsmd:ﬂicmmuﬂ,mqmmspecwimmmgcmmformdbedmmpme
trafficahility problems, have insufficient aeration, absoth and distribute water slowly, and/or
have rooting 2one depth resricted by conditions other then high water tmble, bedrock or
permafiost,

E Erosion
Pastdmnageﬁom&ummhnutsagnmﬂtnﬂum&mhpr@w&wtylmsanﬂforhmnpm
cultivetion (e.g. gullies)

MGRICLL TURAL CAPAEALITY REPCHT - LT 4

Page 16
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Schedule No. 2 (Page 11 of 11}
Information to Accompany
Application for Exclusion from the ALR

i Fertility
Suﬂsmlnmmbyhckufamlablnmmﬂm,hwcanmexdmngecapamymmmm
holding ability, high acidity or alkalinity, high levels of carbonates, presence of toxic elemerits
or compounds, or high fixation of plant rutrients, :

* Immdation
Suﬂsmhm&dbywerﬂowﬁumsﬁtms,hkwwmmmh&s%chmmpdmage

ormmmgncuhlralusa.

*N  Salinity
Solubicsulﬂwinchmdmemnpgrowhmmmmﬂmrmgcofmpsa&vaadyaﬁ‘eam

P Stoniness
Suﬂsmhmrﬁbyﬂxepmmofmﬁagmmﬁﬂﬂmgmﬂcauﬂyhmd&rtﬂagqplmﬁng
and/or harvesting.

R Depith To Solid Bedrock And/Or Rockiness
Soﬂsm]muhdbybe&rmkmarﬂuarfaumdfmmckmﬂmmmgdepﬁ
and cultivation.

T Topogphy
Steepness or pattern of slopes limits soils which hinders the wse of fanm machinery, decreases
the uniformity of growth and maturity of crops. And/r increases the potential for water
eIosion. '

. *W  Excess Water

Soils are limited by excess water, nthcrthmﬁ‘umﬂnodmg, wl:ichltmrtsagl‘mﬂmraluse
The excess water may be due to poor dminage, high water tables, seepage, and/or nunoff
from swrounding areas.
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Schedule No. 4
Official Community Plan
Land Use Designation

East Weallington - Pleasant

SUBJECT PROPERTY | ©
~ T Lot D, Plan 2964 g
™1 See 18, 17, R 5 Mountain LD
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Schedule No. 5 (Page 1 of 6)

Sobmissions

2460 Pirart Road ' %
Nauztmo BC, . . G Q
VIOREVS FA%
March 572002 e AL
- A
AN
Regional District Gf Nupsimo. ¥

it reference m the application of Bram Gensrge Dorman to have his land removed from the Agricultaral Land
BResarye Act, . .
Legal descripticn: Lot . Seetiona 16 and 17, Ratrge 5, Moumtain District, Plan 2964,

Y am oppased te the applicefion to have thiz Iand removed from the agricubiural land reserve. Maosr oF this
land was previnasly farmismd of cattle pasture and hay land. I¢ has 3 small creek rooning throogh it, which dumnps
into the Milstione River. This property posses many envirvnmental coacerns with regard to fiaberies and possithle
effueni contun natton of the Milstone River.,

{n previows developments by the Dorman's and his sssociated cormpanies in this district. The Dorasan®s
bent the rules of the reptonsi district band development. To this day yoo people have fafled to sddreys this issuc ina
mnlisfnctory matmer with repect to the Dorman land st 2496 Pirant Rd. This neighbor hood was very peaceful fi
these penple circamnavigated the rubes of developunent and phacesd their ogging company’s offlee’s and repalr
depot at 2496 Pirart rosd No ope lives in i so-cilled resideoce. ADL of this waa done without the blessing of the
residenty nor sanctioned with the Regicnal Disirict,

ITscliewe at the time die Dorman’s ook sut a permit for a Sogle family dwelling and » worlabop. Then
alfter the fct tioned it inty a8 repair depot along with companry admtnistradon offlces. There now Is a constant
procension of machinery and empliyee’s ansocizted with runming this saterprise.

You people have failed miserably In addressing this lvfraction. I believe this will e the nafure of any
further developments associabed with these people and their lands within the disirict.

If dre reginnal dintrict by about to entertain this appBeation b faver of the Dorman lands, we fed thar you
should release ol the Landy in the disirict from the ageicultoral land reserve o that we may all have a pimilar
privilege in the development and division of our Iands.

1 feel that any development catertained by Mr. Dorman or his compaty will not bave the divirict or iits

resident’s quality of Hfe in mind. 1t would fosc be a contfmastion similar to the development events ai 2496 Pirart
Rd Hated above which you lve contimnlly failed to address to the dismay in many of the local residents.

Yours traly

Clol Pt

Phooe # 754-1748
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Schedule No, 5 (Page 2 of 6)
Submissions

3509 Durnin Road
Nanaxiveo BC.

& 002 fak L 1252

R O

AEGIONAL DIETHICT
of NENEIRO

Regional District Of Nanaimo.

Iin reference to the applcation of Bran George Dorman io have his land bordering sy properiy remirved from the
Land Reterve Act ]
Legal description: Lot D, Sections 16 and 17, Rumge S, Mountain District, Plan 2964,

I am oppoaed i ihe application to have this land removed from the agricoltoral b reserve, Most of this
land was previously farmlaved and e now held by Mr. Dormam
Mr. Dorman's sciivities in the nekphbor hood have not been in respect of the people living In the area.
Previons developanents by this person and hiz assipciated componies by this disteiet has beal the rabes of the
regitual distyict band-deveiopent. T shis day you peeple have-falled to address this levme-in-a anthfaciory
ALY,
If the regional distriet is shont i eniertyin this application in Grvor of the Doroman lands, we Feel that yon
should relensc all the lamads in the diicict 0o that we may all da as we wonld like with oar Innds.
This meighhor hood was very pexceful Gl these people crcomuvigated the rules of deveiopovent and placed thelr
logping company’s offies and repair depot at 21496 Pirarit road. This wxs pot done without the blesding of the
residents por sanctioned with the Reglonal District, _
_ Previously they bad inken wy fences down ad proceeded te haad hay thiroagh wy preperty without my
approvel. In that incideni the RCMP was called. '

I feel thet any development entertabred by Mr, Derman or his compenty will ast have the district or il
rexidents quality of life tn mime. 1¢ would jost be a contimatSon of G tame past evests, which you fadled to sildress
resuliing in many smhappy ressdent

Yours truly

Phoae ¥ 75319840
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Schedute No. 5 (Page 3 of 6)
Submissiona

MOR-2E-20R2  BS:38 REBR CARPETS 258 =8 SSeY P.e1sa3

Att, Dch-almmmdnﬂﬂ_dim:m

lumpuuumhlr.ﬁ.nnmmq:pliuﬁmfprmluaimoﬂmbmiumlﬁ& 17, range §,
Mnmmmzﬂﬁmm

Wuwﬁhwlhﬁmwmpkhb.m.ﬂ.mmﬂmThbwmm
mlwmgm*mﬁmwmlmwmﬂmmmm
miM}*mﬂMMnﬂhﬂmmﬂgmﬂwD.ﬂl :

nmrmmmmmmmmm.andmﬁmmwu
{Iomingmh]quadmmmmm.
DnnumTtmbﬂud.mmm&iniupnﬂnﬁmbﬂwamimnﬂ&mmawdu

Ibasis. _ _

Thee disgusting smell of diese] through the of trucks,

The ahove mentioned property has McNeil creek nouning through it 1o the Millstope River on
Maxcy Rond Mr. B. Dorman has repeutsdly his actions his disregard for the

RDbelawumdmlrhmlﬂ.C.P.Wuhmmtuvmdu'lﬂnhuuliﬂamupectﬁxmmrn
uhndm:ﬁarﬂwndd:huh:udhrhmlﬂhﬂupmw:mﬂ"h

ﬁamﬂmﬁﬂhﬁw&ﬂmﬂﬂhmﬁ&dﬁmh%wﬂiwﬂmhﬂuﬂﬁd
mmﬁnmthiRmdhm.Hmﬂbamiﬁwmumhmhn&:Mmmmd
maoes Frequently.

In the past, mmmmmmmuy.mmm
ﬂm-mmﬁwmﬂm&mmmmmmnmﬁm
mwmhmﬂmdﬁkmmwifﬂﬂumﬂwmmd
car quality of life.

M.B.Mmhumﬁumuﬂ‘utwhﬂwmhuﬂhiuﬁ;ﬁbuuwﬂhr“mdl
-gense of fuir play.

Iﬁdhmm-ﬁrﬂﬁvahﬁﬂdhmhﬂdmm“h
nddrmfurDummTimhalﬂd..!u[r.B.DmmﬂdmuillinmdulﬁilﬂmﬂMﬂ.nm
quietMnulm;hh.weHumowdﬁomﬁmhdulﬁiﬂmhhmednm

mhmhmmudmmah@mhmﬂmmﬂﬂumm
mmksmdnmmhﬂbmimwhiﬂm.lfmﬂﬂnguluhﬁ.ﬂ.whumﬂu
hthﬁnwmmhwliﬁhurmaﬁmtmhimﬂﬂmhphuafmmm
wﬂmﬂhmmuﬁtr’:hvahmnﬂﬂmﬁmhhpﬂﬂwmﬂdmﬂwmﬂ?dﬁng
mmﬁmﬂmmmdmhmm&&mw
pnlluﬁmilﬁafnﬂﬂorm'ﬁmhﬂ'lﬂ.hmnhﬂedhﬂaEMIdnn’tbdmlbggiq
u-pmﬁmnminuwﬂwmofagimmtnd.

Iwmidhapomrreghuldhwhnmﬂmﬂnymbouﬁng:wm
throughout the RDN by ruling in fuvor of this spplication.

Nmmlyhlmlwmmm&ujﬁnsﬁh:ppﬁuﬁm.lﬂihkduﬁmm
Mufmwuﬂsﬁmhthbnmﬁ:mdndhﬁ.ﬁ.demmLﬂ.Mbe
mvm;mlmbmmumwmmmummmmm
devaiusd our properties inso many ways, encugh is enough '

1 & D Avendmr
2481 Christopher Lans Q

o &
<Y

VIR 6Va
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Schedule No, 5 (Page 4 of 6)
Submissions

MAR-ZE0-2382 8838 AEBA CARPETS - 258 Toa SSaT

Regiona] District of Nanaimo
Attertion Debra Jensen:

Hmﬁnglmmdnfﬂrhnﬂcnmnm’snppﬁuﬁmﬁrmﬁ-ﬂmma
ALR. Lot D, sections 16817, Rengs 5 Mountain District Plan 2964. [ fecl it is
hpﬂﬂmydﬂﬁmmadﬁhhmmﬁﬁemﬂmumﬂﬁﬂ&nmhths&dﬁnfﬂﬁs
insue, Myﬁdebdnsm:mﬁnumﬁghbouufﬂutmﬁmm,mdthn
“industrial zane™ he very conveniently locatad at the front of my proparty.

Myﬁmtqmaﬁnnismhnisthemgiﬂmduwmnﬂhenbnummﬁmmdpmpeﬂy,
Brian George Dorman or Dorman Timber Tid.?

Themgnﬁvechngquﬁmhehummd‘manddmﬂm
fesidential community are long in mumber, plesss bear with me.

I inderstaryd the above mentioned property is not zoned for industrial use, Thia is
aptimmmnplnofhlr.ﬂﬂmm’saﬁlitytnigmmﬂumh He hkas chosen 10
mmhmmmfmmmmmdmmm}m
24ﬁmm.mmmwmmm¢mumm
thaﬁfeﬂyle,mdmhmmsm,umuummusm.ﬂ.bymhemgnndﬁly
baais, '

The Nanafmo phame book [ixta Mr. B. Dotman's residence as 3658 Norwell Dr.,
Dorman Timber Lz, is listed at 2496 Pirart Rd.

The street and stop signs at the comer of Pirart Rd. & Dummin, as well aa East
Wﬂhgmﬁ.&bmﬂmmmmmnmﬂubﬁsbymwm
tracks: the roads are not wide enough to sccommodate such [arge vehicles making s mrn.

Logging trucks have blocked neighbours driveways an many oceagions, Other
mpmywhiclutwalfarhfnﬂm?hﬂﬁmﬁngaﬁﬁnaﬁummdﬁmysw
risky.

ﬂwhgﬁn;hﬂmnﬂm%wmywheﬁm!mmﬁmﬂmmm
thﬂym.amnuliﬂyndsformmyhedmomwhﬂnmﬁﬂuwﬂhytheghnﬂnsnmﬂ
amell of diese! drifting through my windows. As well 1 have becn awakened in the earty
mominghnmbﬂnudyaﬂing.pmﬁnelmgmgemdwﬁclﬂmﬁnﬂmﬁmmd
spinning tire up snd dovn the drive directly below my home. :

T suspect that it Mr. B. Dorman and his farnily lived at 2496 Pimrt Rd. this
behavior would not occur at such unreasonably early howrs. 1 suspect that is the reasot:
M. B, Dorman resides on the quict shores of Long Lake on Norwell Drive.

Not only has Mr. B, Dorman and Dormean: Timber Ltd. made & compiete
mmkuwufkﬂ.ﬂ.bﬁnw:,uweuhehudmﬂmdmym,byuuﬂnsmﬂfa
roads, profuse noize and air pollition, and o “industris] zope™ at the bottom of my front

Should Mr. B, Dorman be permitied exclusion of his propearty from the ALR.
does be intend to expand his indusirial use of his property? Mg Neil creek runs the length
of the Domman Timbers Lid. propeety o the Millstons at Maxcy Road. Is an
exrvironmerstal irmpact study not in ordea? How does Mr. B, Dormen disposs of the
induxtrial waste crextad throagh wpkeep axl maintenance of logging trucks and other
company vehicles, which are a lurge factor in his everyday businces? Is he comtaminating

P.22-a3
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Schedule No. 5 (Page 5 of 6)
Submissions

MAR-ZE-2@E2 Oe4d AEBA CARFETS =0 '?‘SE 5oa7 P.e3-as

thuir.ﬂﬂsoil,mdthcﬂuk(whiuhhadmaumduhnmmmﬁ Should the
a.pproprimguvunnnntoﬂinialsmﬂmkinmﬂ:in? _
Simmmanﬁmhmmmwahuponﬁmkd.ﬂnlﬂ.ﬂ.mrwﬁﬂd
Mmmmymmmmmmmdmm
pmainh:smnomnﬁmbasmd.,mhubﬂawhﬁwmmwm.ﬂ.nmm
and his numerous employees. Wehmreyettnmmymhﬂinnmﬂndiwmﬁﬂway
thntMr.B.Dmm:nmdDommﬁmbmlﬂ.hnwblﬂnﬂyabuaﬂdtbemﬁdmhmum
i As well as his complete disregand for the R.D.N. bylaws and our O.C.P.
The same bylaws and commmmity pian all our residents mmust adhere to. Bylaws we have
ﬂlfnundﬁmﬂnaﬂﬂmhmbymdluwhwdhwvdummﬂnﬁnnmﬂquﬂ
lifestyle we all cherish. InclnsinglﬁmuelyhapsmWMmywh
mwmmmmammmw,mmmwmmmmmm

Thank You.
Sinoerely,

Mary Geisler
2483 Pirart Rd.
Nemaimo, B.C.
VIREVS



ALR Exclusion — Dorman

Junie 14, 2002
Page 25
Schedule No. 5 (Page 6 of §)
Sabmisstons
Roard of Directors
Regional District of Nanatmo
6300 Hammond Bay Rd.,
Nanaimo, BC
VIT 6NZ
March 8, 2002
To Whom It May Concern:

It has been brought to our attention that the property owner at 2496
Pirart Road (Dorman Timber) is seeking to have his land taken out of
the agricultural land freeze. Please let this letter serve as our strong

opposition to this action.

Sincerely yvours,

Frank and Karen Anker <7 /_Q,_/{W
2456 Pirart Road
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Schedule Na. &
Director Comments

File: ALR 0206

May X8, 2002

Dirextor 1. Hairms
7952 Lantrville Road
Lantzville, BC

YOR ZHO

Diar Diirector Haime:

RE: ALR Application (266
Lot 13, Diswrice Lo 746, Newcastle District, Plan 2619, Excepi Pard in Pareel A
DD 58451-1Y)
2406 Plyart Read FEleatorad Arem: ‘D'
RDN Map Refevence No:  S2F020.4.4

Enclnsed is u copy of an Zppifcation far exciusion fiom the Agriculiural Land Reserve for
the above-mentioned progerty loesled it Flectoral Area D, This is an application to
remove approximalely 2 acres of the subisct prapecty fram the ALR for the purpose of
continuing the indnsirial activity corrently operating on site. Ag present, bylaw
enfercament asoen 1s mderwiy with cespect to this indostriai operation.

Your comments with respect to s application would by apprecired by Juns 10, 2002

‘Thass commerts w1l be farwarded, alemg with the applization prepared by siaff, to the
T.RC for their desision.

Yours tul

Enclosimes
b ALR A pmlireiov

BIRECTOR'S COMMENTS:

,.:}': d'ﬁ hn'{ 5J?F="'+ b D% al .:l_r 4-1-1\-5 Pr.:",u-v‘*j
J;-f:.m "*L\t ﬁLR ";:-f A'Lf Fx-l-'.,":s'fsf = o
Covainn Loa ' al 0w P T TE D B 31‘\.‘.;:}?:-!’_ As tl.g
D\_(-._'::uh-ij Ve . f.":-n-.:"\(ﬂ d'cJ‘:ah H.'H—- Lz

+L e o {;Lamté\"{m‘:"‘.‘- '--‘n'x'kh. ""I"i-t AL 0
s Mo Alca b Dtar,

VY
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Attachment No. 1
Subject Property Map
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&= AN

TO: Pamela Shaw B:ﬂlﬁ’: June 14, 2002
Manager, Community Planning i r—r

FROM: Susan Cormie FILE: 3320 20 24445

Senior Planner

SUBJECT: Request for Acceptance of Cash in-Lien-of Park Land
Kenyon & Wilson, BCLS, on behalf of Arturo Mendenhall
Electoral Area ‘K’ - Smithers & Bellevue Roads

PURPOSE

To consider a request to pay cash in-lieu-of park land dedication as part of a proposed six-lot subdivision
development.

BACKGROUND

" The applicant’s agent, Kenyon & Wiison, BCLS, has requested that cash in-lien-of park land dedication
be accepted for the six-lot subdivision proposal for the property legally described as Lot 1, District
Lat 99, Nanoose District, Plan 2626, Nanoose Dristrict Except Part in Plans 37533 and VIP33117 and
located at Smithers and Believne Roads within Electoral Area ‘F* (see Anachment No. 1 for focation).

The subject property is designated ‘Resource Lands within the ALR’ pursuant to the Electoral Area 'F’
Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 1152, 1999 {OCP). However, since the adoption of the OCP, the
property has been removed from the ALR. The "Regional District of Napaimo Zoning and Subdivision
Bylaw No. 1285, 20027, which is currently pnder consideration for adoption, proposes to zone the
property R-2 (Rural Residential 2) with a minimum parcel size requirement of 1.0 ha. However, the &
parcels ranging from 0.694 ha to 1.77 ha current!y meet the minimum parcel size provisions set out in the
Local Services Act, which is in effect until the adoption of the zoning and subdivision bylaw and during
+he 12-month ‘in-stream’ status period following the adoption of the bylaw (see Atiachment No. 2 for
proposed subdivisionj. The parcels are proposed to be serviced by individual private septic disposal
systems and private wells.

Shelly Creek, which crosses the south portion of the subject property, is designated within the
Watercourse Protection Development Permit Area pursuant to OCP Bylaw No. 1152, 1999,

Pursuant to Section 941 of the Lacal Government Act, the owner of the subject property has the option
of:

a providing 5% of the gross site area as park land; or
b. paying providing park land; or

¢. providing a combination of both park land with the balance of 5% given in cash.

Where an OCP contains policies and designations respecting the location and type of future parks, the
local government may determine whether the owner must provide land or cash. In this case, the Electoral

Area ‘T Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 1152, 1999 specifies that park land dedication may be

0"

considered at the time of subdivision subject to meeting the policies set out in the Plan. The maximunqv\y
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Reguest for Cash in-Lieu-of Park Land
Subdivision File No. 33 20 30 24443
Page 2

amount of park land that the Regional District may request for this property is 5% or in this case, 2900 m’
of the total site area.

ALTERNATIYES

1. To accept the request by the applicant for cash in-lieu-of dedication of park land.

3. To deny the request for cash in-lieu-of dedication of park land and request park land dedication or a
combination of cash and park land.

DEVELOPMENT IMPLICATIONS

Official Community Plan Implications

Electoral Area ‘F’ Official Community Plan Bylaw No, 1152, 1999, contains park land related policies
which stipulates that park land be considered for trails. As there are no trails proposed for this area, the
OCP then supports the applicant providing cash in-lieu-of park land.

Development Permit Area / Environmentally Sensitive Areas Atlax

The Regional District of Nanaimo Environmentally Sensitive Areas Atlas identifies Shelly Creek and its
corresponding Fisheries Planning Boundary within the subject property. The applicant’s agent has
indicated that the applicant will not be working within 15.0 metres of the creek and is in concurrence with
providing a section 219 covenant for the protection of Shelly Creek and the adjacent area as shown on the
submitted plan of subdivision (Awactment No. I} to the satisfaction of the Regional District. The
required development permit guidelines can be met with the registration of a protective covenant.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The subject property has an assessed value of $257,000 according to the 2002 completed assessment roll.
The valuation of the property for 5% park land charges will be based on & certified appraisal of the land at
the time of preliminary subdivision approval (PLA). Therefore, it is anticipated that the appraised market
value may result in $12,850.00 or higher contribution to Electoral Area °F’ community parks fund.

VOTING
All Directors — one vote, except Electoral Area 'B".
SUMMARY

This is a request to offer to pay cash in-liev-of park land pursuant to section 941 of the Local
Government Act as part of a 6-lot subdivision development. With respect to the park land requirement,
the current OCP for Electoral Area 'F’ considets parcels with trail potential for park land dedication only.
In this case, the subject property does not meet the OCP policies pertaining for requesting park land at
subdivision time, As the OCP does not specifically target this subject property for park land dedication
and the applicant is in concurrence o provided section 219 covenant for the protection of Shelly Creek
and the adjacent area, which will meet the development permit requirements, staff recommends
Alternative No. 1, that the request to offer cash in-lien-of park land be accepted.

<

"2
"
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RECOMMENDATION

That the request, submitted by Kenyon & Wilson, BCLS, on behalf of Arturo Mendenhall, pursyant to
section 941 of the Local Govermment Act, offering to pay cash in-licu-of park land dedication in
conjunction with the proposed subdivision of Lot 1, Distriet Lot 99, Nanoose District, Plan 2626, Except
Part in Plans 37533 and VIP53117, be accepted. .

Gene ag@ ce

Report Writer
*’% )?Z’Lmv) | t
7 il 7
Manager Cﬂli-éufnce CAQ Concurrence
COMMENTS:

Deversireports 2N Mpark in 3320 20 14445 mendenball Kenyor. doc
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ATTACHMENT NO. 1
LOCATION OF SUBJECT PROPERTY
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ATTACHMENT NO. 2
PROPOSED PLAN OF SUBDIVISION AS SUBMITED BY APPLICANT

{as submitted by applicant — reduced for convenience)

PROPOSED SLBOTVISION OF

LOT 1, DISTRICT LOT 99,
NANDOSE DISTRICT, PLAN 2626,
EXCEPT PART IN PLANS 37533 & VIP53117
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TO: Pamela Shaw . . DATE: June 14, 2002
Manager of Community Planning :
FROM: Susan Cormie — FILE: 3320 20 24211
Senior Planner

SUBJECT:  Request for Acceptance of Cash in-lien-of Fark Land
JE Anderson, BCLS, ont hehalf of Combined Forest Products Ltd.
Electoral Area ‘F’ - Cherch and Valley Roads

PURPOSE

To consider the request to pay cash in-lieu-of park land dedication as part of a proposed six-bare land
strata lot subdivision development. : :

BACKGROUND

The applicant’s agent, JE Anderson & Associates, BCLS, has requested that cash in-fieu-of park land
" dedication be accepted for the six bare land strata lot subdivision proposal for the property legally
described Lot 11, District Lot 156, Nancose District, Plan 1964 and located adjacent to Church and
Valley Roads within Electoral Area *F* fsee Attachment No. ! for locationy.

The subject property is designated as Commercial / Industrial Mix Use within the Bellevue / Church Road
Rural Separation Area pursuant to the Electoral Area ‘F* Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 1 152, 199%
(OCP).

The "Regional District of Nanaimo Zoning and Subdivision Bylaw No. 1285, 2002, which is currently
under consideration for adoption, proposes the property be zoned C-3 (Commercial 3) with a minimum
parcel size requirement of 1.0 ha, However, the § proposed parcels ranging from 1929 m* to 2874 m’
currently meet the minimum parcel size provisions set out in the Local Services Aet, which is in effect
until the adoption of the zoning and subdivision bylaw and during the 12-month ‘in-stream’ status period
following the adoption of the bylaw {see Attachment No. 2 for proposed subdivision).

The parcels are proposed to be serviced by a common private septic disposal and water system under the
Bare Land Strata Regulations.

Park Land Requiremenis

Pursuant to section 941 of the Local Government Act, the owner of the subject property has the option of:
a.. providing 5% of the gross site area as park land; or
b. paying cash in-lieu-of providing park land; or _
c. providing a combination of both park land with the balance of 5% given in cash.

Where an OCP contains policies and designations respecting the location and type of future parks, the
local government may determine whether the owner must provide land or cash. In this case, the Electoral
Area ‘F* Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 1152, 1999 specifies that park land dedication may be
considered at the time of subdivision subject to meeting the policies set out in the Plan. The maxjmun;

of the total site area.

amount of park land that the Regional District may request for this property is 5% or in this case, 828 mqv@
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ALTERNATIVES
1. To accept the offer by the applicant to pay cash-in-lien of dedication of park land.

2. To deny the request for cash-in-liew of dedication of park land and request park land dedication or a
combination of cash and park land.

DEVELOFMENT IMPLICATIONS

Qfficial Community Plan Inplications

In this case, Electoral Area ‘F’ Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 1152, 1999, contains park land
related policies which stipulates that park land be considered for trails. As there are no trails proposed for
this area, the OCP then supports the applicant providing cash in-lieu-of park land.

Environmentally Sensitive Areas Atlas

The Regional District of Nanaimo Environmentally Sensitive Areas Atlas indicates that there are ne
environmentally sensitive areas within the subject property.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The subject property has an assessed value of $81,000.00 according to the 2002 completed assessment
roll. The valuation of the property for 5% cash in-lieu-of park land charges will be based on a certified
appraisal of the land at the time of preliminary subdivision approval (PLA). Therefore, it is anticipated
that the appraised market value may result in $4,090.00 or higher contribution to Electoral Area ‘Fr
comtnunity parks fund.

VOTING
All Directors — one vote, except Electoral Area *B’.
SUMMARY

This is a request to offer to pay cash in-liew-of park land pursuant to section 541 of the Local
Government Act as part of a § bare land strata lot subdivision development. With respect to the park land
requirement, the current QCP for Electoral Area *F’ considers parcels with trail potential for park land
dedication only. In this case, the subject property does not meet the OCP policies pertaining for
requesting park land at subdivision time. As the OCP does not specifically target this subject property for
park land dedication, staff recommends Alernative No. 1, that the request to offer cash-in-lieu of park
land be accepted.

RECOMMENDATION

That the request, submitted by JE Anderson & Associates, BCLS, on behaif of Combined Forest Holdings
Ltd., pursuant to section 941 of the Local Government Act, offering to pay cash in-lieu-of park land
dedication in conjunction with the proposed subdivision of Lot 11, District Lot 156, Nanoose District,
Plan 1564, be accepted.
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ATTACHMENT NO. 1

LOCATION OF SUBJECT PROPERTY
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ATTACHMENT NO. 2

PROPOSED PLAN OF SUBDIVISION
(as sabmitted by applicant — reduced for convenience)
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TO: Weil Connelly — EﬁTE—."‘![ Tune 17, 2002

General Manager, CDTI]Ianri—"r‘f Sepaees ;

i

FROM: Christina Thomas FILE: 6780 30

Senior Planner, Commumty Services

SURTECT: GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLAN REVIEW
UPDATED REGIONAL GROWTH STRATEGY — BYLAW 1309
PRESENT STATUS LANDS (SUB-URBAN AREA) DESIGNATION

PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to provide information about the Present Status Lands (Sub Urban Area)
designation in Lantzville as it relates to the Growth Management Plan Review and the updated regional
growth strategy (Bylaw 1309), as requested by the Board on May 14, 2002 and May 21, 2002,

BACKGROUND

The Regional Board considered a revised, updated regicmal growth strategy {Bylaw 12309} at its meeting
© on May 14, 2002, and passed the following resolutions:

MOVER Director Hamilton, SECONDELD Director Haime, that the Extension Mme Site be
included in the urban containment boundary.
CARRIED

MOVED Director Haime, SECONDED Director Stanhope, that the urban containment boundary
be amended to match the propesed sub-urban boundary as contained in the staff report.

The mation was not voled on.

MOVED Director Stankope, SECONDED Director Mardonald, that this item be deferred for 60
days and that staff prepare ¢ report to discuss the proposed amendmenis and the implications of
the comments by the delegation with respect o Present Status Lands in Lanizville.

CARRIED

The Chief Administrative Officer (Kelly Daniels} facilitated a discussion with the Regional Board at its
meeting on May 21, 2002 which resulted in the identification of issues or topics related to the regicnal
growth strategy that the Board requested further information about. One of these topics was the Present
Qtatys Lands (Sub-Urban Area) designmation in Lantzville. This report provides information about the
Present Status Lands (Sub-Urban Area) designation, in written form as requested by the Regional Board
at the May 217 and May 28" meetings.

Lanezville Official Community Plan (OCF) and Present Status Lands.

All of the land designated as Present Status Lands by the current Growth Managerent Plan Bylaw 985.01
(and Sub-Urban Area by the revised Regional Growth Strategy Bylaw 1309) is designated Suburban
Residential by the Lantzville OCP. The Lantzville OCP supports the development of lands designated
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Quburban Residential for residential purposes’ to a maximum deusity of 5 units per hectare?, with the
proviso that new development on these lands beyond 2.5 units per hectare should only be permitted if
commumity water service and community sewer service is provided’. The Lantzville OCP also specifies
that & bonus density to a maximum of 2.5 units per hectare may be applied to land designated Suburban
Residential where additional parkland, pedestrian trails, vegetation and buffers are provided’, Lantzville
OCF provisions also enable the transfer of development density from inappropriate development areas
which have maintained historic development rights to land designated Suburban Residential (as well as
Village Residential, and Village Core Comprehensive Development Area) fo maximnm density transfer
of 2.5 units per hectare, '

Regional Growth Strategy and Present Status Lands
Current Regional Growth Management Plan (Bylaw 955.01)

Bylaw 985.01 provides regional policy direction for the Lantzville area that is consistent with the
Lantzville Official Community Plan (Bylaw 974). Bylaw 985.01 designates all jand that i3 in the
{ antzville Official Community Plan Suburban Residential land use designation as Present Stams Lands,
ountside the Urban Containment Boundary. Bylaw 985.01 supports the provision of services to Present
Stams Lands for the purpese of enabling additiona! urban development. Specifically, Policy 1B states,
“Gervices will not be extended outside of Urban Containment Boundaries, Village Centres and Present
Status Lands except where existing developments threaten public health or the environment, * and Policy
IC states, “Additions] wban development will not be approved outside of Urban Centainment
" Boundaries, other than in Village Centres and Present Status Lands™.

Revised, Updated Regional Growth Strategy (Bylaw 1309)

Bylaw 1309 also provides regional policy direction for the Lantzville area that i5 consistent with the
Lantzville Official Community Plan (Bylaw 974). Bylaw1309 designates all land that is i the Lantzville
Official Comrmumity plan Suburban Residential land use designation as Sub-Urhan Area, outside the
Urban Containment Boundary. The Sub-Urban Area designation is the same as the Present Status Lands
designation. The name change is proposed because it better describes the planned use of these lands.
Bylaw 1309 supports the provision of services to the Sub-Urban Area for the purposs of enabling
additional urban development. Specifically, Policy 1B states, “The RDN and member municipalities
agree to approve new urban development only on land designated Urban Area inside Urban Containment
Boundaries or on land designated as Sub-Urban Area. Urban development is defined as residential
development at a density greater than 1 unit per hectare, commercial uses, and mnstitutional uses. Land
that is designated as Sub-Urban Area may only be used for residential development to a maximum density
of 7.5 units per hectare, consistent with the official commumity plan in place at the adoption of this
tegional growth sirategy, “ and Policy 7A states, “The RDN and member municipalities support the
provision of services to land designated as Urban Area inside Urban Containment Boundarizs and to land
designated as Sub-Urban Arez 10 accommodate future growth and development. The RDN will develop a
strategy to provide services to land designated Urban Area inside Urban Containment Boundaries and to
land designated Sub-Urban Area to accommodate future growth and development, consistent with official
gommunity plans™,

' See Lantzville OCP policy 4.4.4.
* Bee Lantzville OCP policy 4.4.1. ‘:

* See Lantzville OCP policy 4.4.2. 0
Ty

* See Lantzville OCP policy 4.4.5.
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Growth Management Plan Review und Present Srarus Lands

The Growth Management Plan Review provided an opportunity to revisit the Present Status Lands
designation, for the purpose of reaffirming if this unique designation serves the region weil m terms of
achieving the long-term vision of the region. Tt also provides an opportunity to address background text in
the Plan that provides potentially conflicting direction about the designation’.

Options Considered

The report “Growth Management Plan Review: Issues and Recommended Options for Public Discussion

i Phase HI%" includes the Present Status Lands designation as an issue for consideration 2s a part of the

Review project. The report describes the issues surounding the Present Status Lands designation and

identifies three policy options were considered for lands designated Present Status Lands:

1. Status quo —retain the Present Status Lands designation, but clarify the policy wording.

3. Change the designation of the lands designated as Present Status Lands to Rural Residential.

3. Change the designation of the lands designated as Present Status Lands to an Urban Area mside an
Urban Containment Boundary.

Option Recommended

The revised regional growth strategy (Bylaw 1309) recormmends that the Present Status Lands designation
be retained, that the designation be renamed as Sub-Urhan Area to provide more clarity about the strategy
for the use of the land, and includes clarified pohey direction and backpround text about the designation.

Rationale for Recommended Option

The revised regional growth strategy recommends that the Present Status Lands designation be retamed
rather than changing the designation of the land to Rural Residentigl or an Urban Area inside an Urban
Containtment Boundary for the following reasons:

1. The designation of the Present Status Lands as an Urban Area inside the Urban Containment
Boundary implies a greater level of development for the lands than currently supported by the
Lantzville Official Community Plan. Specifically, it implies that the lands will be developed to urban
densities ranging from 12 to 20 units per hectare, on average. This is similar to the level of
development intended for areas such as Worth Nanatmo,

2. The public feedback generated as a part of the Growih Management Plan Review about the possible
land use designation options and the level of development associated with each land use designation
was mixed. However, the common theme of the public feedback was that the Growth Manapement
Plan should be consistent with the Lantzville Official Community Plan {i.e. not provide for any more,
or any less, development than the OCP provide for). '

# With regard to the Present $tatus Lands designation, background text in the current regional growth strategy
(Bylaw 985 01} states that “no further increases in density or intensity of use shauld be approved”, “that thegs lands
“reflect the contipuation of their present development status”, and that “the Present Status Lands in Lantzville
recognize the current direction of the October 1995 OCP and the related sewer development area”, These statements
conflict with eack other sornewhat because the Lantzville OCP supports some limited additional development on the
land in the Present Status Lands designation. The Lanizville OCP designation for the lands “‘recognizes existing land
use patierns and residential development which, despite the absence of a comrmunity sewer system, have been
established at densities ranging from 5 to 10 dwelling units per hectare™.

S This report was provided to the Regional Board at a Board Seminar on February 19, 2002. Copies of the report
have been available to the public at the offices and on the web site.

&
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3 There is more than emough capacity in Lantzville (based on current official community plans) to
house the 2025 projecied population of Lantzville. Specifically, the official community plan for
Lantzville provides for 2,884 dwelling units {1,452 existing, plus 1,432 preposed), the 2,884 dwelling
units are capable of housing a population of 8,080 (based on the current average household size in
Electoral Area D of 2.8 persons), and the projected population for all of Electoral Area D {of which
Lantzville is one part) is 8,334” in 2026, the current plans provide for a sufficient quantity of housing
to accommodate the projected population. Put another way, the official community plans for Electoral
Area D provide for 4,056 dwelling units (1,868 existing, plus 2,188 proposed), whereas only 3,030
dweiling units are needed in Electoral Area D 10 aceommodate the 2625 projected population of

Electoral Area .

4 There is more than enough capacity in the region {based on current official community plans) to
house the 2025 projected population. Specifically, official community plans provide for 126,257
dwelling units in the region (57,734 existing plus 68,503 proposed), whereas anly 94,277 dwelling

\mits are needed in the region to provide for the 2025 projected population.

5. The regional growth strategy provides a regional agreement regarding what areas should be
designated within Urban Containment Boundaries to accommodate future growth and developiment,
for the purpose of limiting sprawl, enabling the more cost efficient provision of services, establishing

investor certainty and matching up with community expectations about future land use changes.

6. The Regional District’s parmers in growth management have indicated that only very limited changes
to the Urban Containment Boundary should be made at this time, particularly given the above finding.
7. The Urban Containment and Fringe Area Management Implementation Agreement provides a process
and criteria for the consideration of changes o the TJrban Containment Boundary that can be nsed at

afry time, in hetween reviews of the regional growth sirategy.

ALTERNATIVES

1. Toreceive this report.
2. To not receive this report.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Receipt of this report has no financial implications. The Commumity Services. budget provides for the
budgetary requirements to complete the Girowth Management Plan Review Project as defined in the

Terms of Reference for the project, endorsed by the Regional Board in January of 2001,

SUMMARY

This report includes information about the Present Status Lands designation, as requested by the Regional

Board at it’s meeting on May 14, 2002.

" The low population estimate for Electoral Ares D in 2026 is 6,580 persons and the high estimate is 10,533,

vy
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RECOMMENBATION

That the report on the issue of the Present Status Lands (Sub-Urban Area) designation, prepared as a part
of the Growth Manapement Plan Review and consideration of chn;mal Growth Strategy Bylaw 1309, be
received for information.
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TO: Neil Connelly 0 DATE June 17, 2002
General Manager, Comr‘Fﬁnity’Senrices '

FROM: Christina Thomas TUUFILE: 6780 30
Senior Planner, Community Services

SUBJECT: GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLAN REVIEW
UPDATED REGIONAL GROWTH STRATEGY - BYLAW 13089
WATERSHEDS '

PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to provide information about the topic of watersheds as it relates to the
Growth Managerment Plan Review and the updated regional growth strategy (Bylaw 1309), as requested
by the Board on May 21, 2002,

BACKGROUND

The Regional Board considered a revised, updated regional growth strategy (Bylaw 1309) at its meeting
. on May 14, 2002, and passed the following resolutions:

MOVED Director Hamilton, SECONDED Director Haime that the Extension Mine Site be
included in the urban containment boundary.
CARRIED

MOVED Director Haime, SECONDED Director Stanhope, that the urban contginment boundary
be amendad to match the proposed sub-urban boundary as contained in the staff report.

The motion was not voted on,

MOVED Director Stanhope, SECONDED Director Macdonald, that this item be deferred for 60
days and that staff prepare a report to discuss the proposed amendments and the implications of

the comments by the delegation with respect 1o Present Status Lands in Lantzville.
CARRIED

The Chief sdministrative Officer (Kelly Daniels) facilitated a discussion with the Regicnal Board at its
meeting on May 21, 2002 which resulted in the identification of issues or topics related to the regional
growth strategy that the Board requested further information about. One of the issues identified was
watershed planning and management.

Separate from the Growth Management Flan Review but related to the topic of watersheds, the Regional
Board received a report for information regarding @ Watershed Assessment of Little Qualicum River on
February 13, 2001, and requested further information regarding watershed protection. The report
considered at the February 13™ meeting was presented in respense to concerns expressed by & public
delegation at the December 5, 2000 Comporate and Community Services Committez regarding
Wevyerhauser's intention to log land near the Little Qualicum River. It indicated that the Regional Dnstrict

<
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of Nanaimo could not require Weyerhauser to conduct a ‘watershed assessment’ prior to carrying out
their logging plans on the subject properties.

This report i8 intended to fulfill the May 21, 2002, and Febroary 13, 2001 Regional Board requests for
additional information about watersheds, particularly as it relates to the Growth Management Plan
Review and the updated regional growth strategy Bylaw 1309,

Warersheds: Background Information

Watersheds ratge in size, but share the following features:

Watersheds are drainage basing or catchment areas that are defined hf the héights of land such as
mouritains and ridges.

Watersheds collect and retain water which is received as precipitation, and slowly release it via
seepages or direct discharge into a network of small drainape features. These small drainage features
coalesce to form small first order streams which merge to form second erder streams and ultimately
Tivers. '

Watersheds are dynamic systems. They evolve in response to biological, hydrological and geological
processes and cycles.

Watersheds can be irrevocably altered by human activiies. Human activities modify landscape
features and internipt natural drainage processes, thereby resulting in’a reduction or elimination of
fish and wildlife, the contammination of surface and or groundwater, the increased frequency and
magnitude of floods, decreased quality of life, less open space and the fragmentation of habitat. Some
cornmon human activities that have a negative impact on watersheds include: lawn fertilization,
pesticide application to kill insects and weeds, inappropriate disposal of dog waste, inadequate
maintenance of septic disposal systems, car washing, changing automotive fluids, inappropriate
disposal of household wastes, inappropriate landscaping, and inappropriate brigation.

Watersheds often do not necessarily coincide with jurisdictional boundaties; and as such, a watershed
may be located entirely within one local government’s jurisdictional boundaries, ar it may span the
boundaries of more than ene local government jurisdiction. :

Watersheds have a limited capacity to absorb urbanization. The capacity of each watershed is
unkmown,

A large amount of information is available about how to protect the living systems of streams and
rivers that constitute the best salmon habitat. Less is known about how to develop the landscape 0
maintain habitat and protect ecosystem health, Very little is known about how to restore damaged
water systems in urbanized watersheds within the confext of financial and political realities.

Watersheds in the Regional District of Nenaimo

There are approximately 50 watersheds in the RDN. A map of watersheds in the RDN will be available
for viewing at the June 25 Committee of the Whole Meeting.
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Current and Potential RDN Projects Relwted to Watershed Management

The RDN has been engaged in various projects that are complimentary to watershed management. The
RDN participated in 2 cooperative project with the Ministry of Commumity, Aboriginal and Women's
Services, the Minisry of Water, Land and Air Protection, and Envirenment Canada {Georgia Basin
Ecosystern Initiative) to develop a guidebook for stormwater planning in B.C and a draft Stormwater
Manzgement Plan for the RDN. When completed and approved by the RDN Board and the provineral
government, the RDN Stormwater Management Plan will contain a 5-year action plan to assist the RDWMN
in fmplementing stormwater initiatives in the region. Education and awareness will form a significant
portion of the first S-year action plan. As the plan evoives, there will be opportunities to undertake
integrated stormwater management plans for higher priority watersheds, This project was undertaken by
the RDN in response to written direction from the Minister of Water, Land and Air Protection, to expand
the stormwater management aspects of the RDN's Liquid Waste Management Plan,

As a result of a presentation to the Board by the Arrowsmith Watershed Stewardship Tears, staff will also
be considering the implications of a drinking water protection plan for the Arrowsmith watersheds, which
include the watersheds of the Englishman River, Romney and Carey Creeks, French Creek, Beach and
Crandon Creeks, and Cameron Lake/Little Qualicum River. This project has a potentially kagh cost and
resource implications and as a first step, staff intends to identify a scope and cost estimate for the study
for the Board’s consideration.

Tn addition to these projects, the RDN has undertaken other initiatives through its official commtmity
plans to establish a greater level of protection for watersheds. Since 1997 the RDN has developed and
enacted official community plans (OCPs) for areas of the region that previously did net have OCPs (such
as Electoral Area F, and the Arrowsmith Benson area of Electoral Area C), and reviewed most of the
other OCPs for the electoral areas. Generally, the creation and review of OCPs has resulted i stronger
policy direction regarding envirommental protection. Specificaily, the creation and review of OCPs has
resulted in the mcorporation of development permit areas to protect the natural environment, its
ecosysterns and biological diversity. The RDN is also m the process of completing a zoning bylaw for the
last area of the region with no zoning (i.e. Electoral Area F). All of these initiatives provide grester
protection for watershed areas.

Growtk Management Plan and Watershed Protection

A watershed planning approach has been suggested as an effective method of ensuring that water sources
of sufficient quantity and quality are protected and preserved. Watershed plans are very comprehensive
plans done for a watershed area (as opposed to the typical geopolitical areas of official commumity plans)
that are similar to official community plans, but have the more specific focus of identifying all of the
possible sources of impact on water quantity and quality and providing direction regarding what actions
will be taken to eliminate (or at least minimize) any negative impacts on water quantity and quality.
Detailed information, much of which is presently unavailable, difficult, or very expensive to obtain, is
generally required to prepare a comprehensive watershed plan. It should alse be noted that regional
distriets fand local govemments generally) have rather limited roles and responsibilities regarding
watershed plarming matters in comparison to the provincial and federal government.

In the absence of specific watershed plans, regional districts (and local governments) can use [ong range
planning documents such as regional growth strategies and official community plans to provide protection
to specific elements of significant watershed areas. The most fundamental protection regional growth
strategies and official community plans can provide for watersheds is focusing development onto the feast

Q
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sensitive areas of the watershed and limiting development elsewhere. Beyond that, both of these planning
documents can provide direction regarding how local gevernment will fulfill an snvironmental protection
mandate within the purview of existing legislation {i.e. development permit areas fo protect the natural
environment, its ecosystems and biological diversity, land use designation, zoning, etc.), as well as
nrovide direction regarding how local govermment would like the provincial and federal government to
fulfill their environmental protection mandates. The existing regional growth strategy {(Bylaw 985.01) and
the revised, updated regional growth strategy under consideration (Bylaw 1309} both provide this sort of
direction. The overarching vision of the Plan (and the fundamental challenge of planning) is to establish a
more sustainable balance between the region’s residents and their patural envirgnment of water, air, soil,
and ecological systems. The Plan strives to achieve this by advocating the development of mixed-use
communities in designated nodes and urban areas inside Urban Containment Boundsries and advocating
more limited development outside Urban Containment Boundartes. Beyond this overafl settement
strategy, the policies of Goal 4 (Environmental Protection) of the Plan also comtain specific policy
direction regarding environmental protection with particular relevance to watershed protection.

The regional growth smategy is not the most appropriate vehicle for detailed watershed planning.
However, the regional growth strategy certainly could include specific policy direction that encourages or
directs a watershed planning approach, either through official community plans or in addition to official
commumity plans. In addition, or in lieu of this, the regional growth strategy could include a policy that
directs a detziled examination of the merits of a watershed management planning approach. .

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Receipt of this report has no financial implications. The Community Services budget provides for the
budgetary requirements to complete the Growth Management Plan Review Project as defined in the
Terms of Reference for the project, endorsed by the Regional Board in Janvary of 2001,

SUMMARY

This report includes informatien about watersheds as they pertain to the Growth Management Flan
Review and the revised regional growth strategy, as requested by the Regional Board at it’s meeting on
May 14, 2002

RECOMMENDATION

That the report on the issus of watersheds, prepared as a part of the Growth Management Plan Review
and consideration of Regional Growth Strategy Bylaw 1309, be received for information.

Report Writer Geateral ger ce
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TO: Neil Comnelly
General Manager - Community Services - DATE: June 17, 2002

FROM: biike Domnelly
Manager of Trnsportation Services FILE: §310-01

SUBJECT:  Transit Service and Feasibility Reviews
-Cedar (Electoral Area “A’)
-Gabriola Island

PURPOSE
To bring forward Transit service and feasibility reviews for the Board’s information.
BACKGROUND

Regional District of Nanaimo Transportation Services Staff were requested to explore service
improvements in Electoral Area ‘A’ and the feasibility of Transit service on Gabriola Island. Working in
conjunction with BC Transit reports on transit optiens for both areas were developed and are attached for
information. The Area ‘A’ report makes reference 1o a potential Wanaimo/Ladysmith connector service.
It was advanced by the Town and the Cowichan Valley Regional District to BC Transit and addressed in a
preliminary manner given the proximity to the proposed Cassidy and airpert setvice. Comespondence
from the Town of Ladysmith to this affect was brought forward to the Board in April of 2002. It is noted
that such an initiative would require further specific discussion with the Regional Board on the concept
and potential funding arrangements. Both of the attached reports were prepared prior to the recent
adjustments to provincial fimding for Transit. '

BC Transit service expansion funding has been put on hold for 2003 / 2004 and planning for transit
service adjustments this year, as directed by the Regional Board, has been undertaken to reflect reduced
provincial transit funding in 2002 / 2003. As such these reports are brought forward for information only.
The existing Transit Business Plan is scheduled to be reviewed in 2003. These reports will be
incorporated in that review process with recommendations coming from that review on priorities for these
and other planned service intiatives.

ALTERNATIVES
1. That the reports on Transit Sexvice Review for Cedar and Gabriola Island be referred to the 2003

Business Plan Beview.
> That service level inoreases to Cedar and Gabriola Island be funded without subsidization from the Q,

QY



Transit Service and Feasibility Reviews
-Cedar (Electoral Area "A7)

-(tabriola Island

June 7, 2002

Page 2

FINANCIAL TMPLICATIONS

The financial implications for both Cedar and Gabriola are shown without any funding assistance from
BC Transit.

Ceoedar Area

CedarfChase River Duke Poirtt $£213.000 £68,0:00 §445,000

Cassidy/Timberlands $34,000) 56,000! $28.000
Total Estimated Annual Cosl] $173,00

This estimate does not include a cormection to Ladysmith. The annual costs for that conmection would be
approximately $14,500 less approximately 32,000 m revenue and would be the responsibility of that

commmunity. :

Gahricfa Island

CedarfChase Rivar Duke Poirt 42,100 58,400 $33,700
Total Estimated Annual Cost] $33,700]

SUMMARY/CONCLTISIONS

As requested, RDN Transportation Services staff in conjunction with BC Transit planning staff have
developed a Transit Service Review for Electoral Area “A" and a Transit Feasibility report for Gabnola
Island.

Options for this service provision are outlined including proceeding with the service without BC Transit
funding and aiternately to receive the report for information only and to include them in the upcoming
2003 Transit Business Plan review.

RECOMMENDATION

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 Flan review.

7 7/%‘/% _ 5 ZQW;Q@

=/ Report Writer

COMMENTS:
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Nanaimo Regional Transit System

Transit Service Review - Cedar (Area A)

Background

Situated seuth of the City of Nanaimo the Regional District of Nanaimo Area ‘A" s
comprised of Cassidy, Cedar, Yellowpaint and South Wellington neighbourhoods. The
region is primarily made up of rural farmland together with pockets of suburban
development. Most of these suburban developments have some transit service now.

This report will: i). review existing levels of service, ii.) provide service cptions To
improve current service and iii.) investigate feasibility of service expansion to hew
regions. The review is also intended 1o complement existing RDN Transit Business
Pian sections regarding medium range {2003-05) service expansion to Chase River,
cedar and the Duke Point Ferry Terminal. These regions will be referred te as
South Parkway neighbourhoads.

Existing Service and Transit Market Analysis

The 8 South Side bus provides service to South Parkway heighbaurhoods. Selected
trips are extended to Cedar, via Cedar Ave. south fo Gould Rd. refurning via
developed neighbourhoods on Woobank and Halden-Corso. The operating schedule
consists of six trips, Monday through Saturday. On weekdays, two trips divert to
Harmac matching work start/finish times. Current ridership on Cedar diversions is
low, averaging 10 to 15 passengers per day, pius another 3 to 5 workers to Hormac.
Primary transit markets include seniors, BC Bus Pass holders and students. There
is no conventional service to Duke Point, Yellow Point Road, Morden Road and
Cassidy neighbourhoods. '

RDN handyDART cperates te the same conventional transit areas with maximum
diversions off route of up to 800 metres. Ridership from the Cedar region makes
up 1.3% of all rides or approximately 4 rides per day. There are 23 registered
handyDART clients in the Cedar service area. :

Service Issues and Options

Cption 1 -- Recllocation of existing services. As outlined above, current
Monday through Saturday service to Cedar is limited to six trip diversions from
Extension Rd. Althcugh these Cedar diversions are operationally efficient they
create schedule inconsistencies and confusion for Exfension Rd. passengers. Any

CoDomumensy and SeitingsiTannelyLockl SingsTemporny [eamet Fil=OLKACCodar [Area ) Servcs Bearu] e Page 1
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increase in these freguency disruptions is more likely to discourage existing
Extension Rd. riders than gttract new Cedar riders. It can be concluded that there
is no more additional time to divert any future trips to Cedar without seriously
disrupting existing service frequency and passenger convenience. Therefore any
further service extensions to Cedar are not recommended. .

Option 2 -- Conventional Service Expansion Outlined in the RDN Transit
Business Plan are options for the South Parkway neighbeurhoods (Chase
River/Cedar and Duke Point). Medium range {2003-05) expansion preposals for
these regions include an additional bus. The additional bus would:

i). provide South Parkway Plaza neighboirhoods with 30-minute service all day,

i), double the number of trips to Cedar (12 daily trips) and
iii}. provide opportunities. to provide more service coverage as residential

neighbourhoods grow.

The added bus will also provide route diversion options fo service the Duke Point
Ferry Terminal. The following table outlines two projected conventional expansion
cost options. These include all day service Monday through Saturday.

Cedar/Chase River/Duke Point - Improved Frequency and Coverage

Annual Tmpact -Service frequency doubled plus improved covérage, Mon-Sat
Service hours: 3,200 Additiona} in-service vehicles: ane
- Total cost*: $213,000 Additienal ridership: 68,000
Approximate local share*: $33,000 - $38,000

* Baged on 2002/03 budget costs and locol share percentoge

Option 3 - Inmfroduction of service to new regions. Timberlands/Cassidy
residential neighbourhood. This option reviews the introduction-of service to new
growth areas south of Cedar including the developing residential neighbourhoods of
Cassidy and Timberlands. These regions include approximately 553 homes and 1,310
residents. The recommended expansion option to meet the basic transit market
needs in these new regions is Community Bus.

The Community Bus style of service provides a blended service meeting all transit

client travel needs. The Community Bus is a smaller fully accessible vehicle that

provides a limited fixed schedule t¢ meet basic conventional transit needs, shifting

o a blended fixed route deviation service for all client groups. For example, this

type of service would operate south of Parkway Plaza within the Morden, Cassidy

and Timberlands cammercial and residential neighbourhoods. The Cedar Community «I
Bus would follow a fixed route with additional time for minor diversions to serve e

CADauments and SenlagnMDonnellyiloow Serings THmpasnry e Filgi P LIKEC edar [Arn &) Seivice Review | .dac PﬂQE e ! i &



rural or handyDART clients. Service would consist of two regularly scheduled trips
per day, 3 days per week. Trip times would allow both conventional and custom
passengers to travel to Nanaimo, returning within a reasonable fime frame (2-4
hours). Trips would also provide limited service to Nanaimo-Collishaw Airport.

Strong market groups for this base leve! of service are seniors, handyDART clients,
and single or no-car households. Clients would use the service for shopping,
standard medical appointments and social/recreation trips.

Option 3a -- The Ladysmith Extension - The same Community Bus concept couk
alsg include an extension to Ladysmith, Service would include a iocal Ladysmith
fixed route ¢nd schedufe with additional time to divert for pick-up of handyDART
clients. This Ladysmith connector would meet similar transit market needs as the
Cedar Community Bus, The following table outlines annual cost impacts of both the
Cedar and Ladysmith Community Bus options.

Cassidy/Timberlands/Ladysmith - Intreduction of Service, Cnmﬁ\uniw Bus

Annual Impact -Twao trips per day 3 days a week, Cassidy/Timberlands {Option 3)
Service hours: 700 Additienal in-service vehicles: one
Total cost™: $34,000 . Additional ridership: 6,000
Appmkima?a local share™: $6,500 - $8,000 :

Annual Impact - As above including Ladysmith Extension (Qption 3g}

Service hours: 1,000 Additional in-service vehicles: ane
Total cost™ $48,500 Additional ridership: 8,100

! Approximate local share*: $9,500 - $12,000

" Basged on 2002/03 budget casts and local share peroentage

f
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Qther Considerations

Within the present 2002/03 budget there is no provision for service expansion,
Provincial funding targets have frozen the provinciel share of transit funding for
the next three years. Any immediate service changes would be required tgo fall
within the present 02/03 budget. A BC Transit Municipal Systems Program funding
and governance review is currently underway in order to establish process for
present program sustainability and future expansion,

Service Review Conclusions

= Additional Cedar extensions of existing service to South Parkway
neighbourhoods is net feasible. ' ' '

= Canventional service expansion 8§ warranted to the South Parkway
neighbourhoods to provide a base level of service (30 minutes freguency) !
consistent with other regions, !

— Expanded service area coverage is required to Cedar neighbourhoods and Duke
Point Ferry Terminal to attract new transit commuter and student markets,

= Sufficient morket demand warrants the introduction of service to Area “A”
growth- regions of Cassidy and Timberlands. This expansion is operationally
feasible by a Community Bus style of service, '

= Introduction of connecting service to Ladysmith is operationally feasible when
operated as an extension of the propesed Cedar Community Bus, 1

Recommendations

1. IT IS5 RECOMMENDED THAT THIS REPORT BE RECEIVED AS INFORMATION AND
COMPLEMENT THE RDIN TRAMSIT BUSINESS PLAN.

2. IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT EXPANSION OF CONVENTIONAL SERVICE (OPTZON 2) BE
DEVELOPED WITHIN THE SOUTH PARKWAY AREA (CHASE RIVER, CEbAR, DUKE PT.)
EXPANSIOM PLAN AS QUTLINED IM THE RN TRANSIT BUSIMESS PLAM.

3. IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT CONSIDERATION BE 6IVEN TO A PROPOSED EXPANSION
OF SERVICE TO THE £AsSSIBY/TIMBERLANDS REGIONS WITHIN AREA A (OPTION 3)
AND THAT CONSIDERATION BE SIVEN TO A FURTHER EXTENSION OF SERYICE TO
PROVIDE A NAMAIMO/LADYSMITH CONNECTOR {OPTION 34), SUBJECT TO LOCAL
AND PROVIMCIAL FUNDING.

[ ‘Documants £ SeningsimDannell il acu SeringnTemparary Enbernet FilastBPLEIOCmar (Are A} Servics Weview | doc PL‘J.QE. 4
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File: NAN.]
Mike Donrelly
Manager of Transportation Services
Regional District of Nanaimo
#300 Hammonod Bay Road

Lantzville, BC VOR 2H{

Dear Mike,

SUBJECT: Feasibility of Transit Service on Gabriola Island

A preliminary assessment of the demand for transit on Gabriola Island, including proposed
service options, was completed in November 1999, At that time, 3 broad approaches were

proposed:

1. Enhancement of existing service — promote existing service options, including ridesharing
and the seniors’ shuttle service. _

2. Expansion or reallocation of handyDART service — expand the Nanzimo Regional
handyDART system to include limited trips to Gabriola. Two round trips from Nanaime
one day per week was proposed. This was forecast to carry 1,200-1,500 passengers
annually at a cost of $15,000.

3. Locally based transportation provider — contract with a locai transportation provider to
operate the service. This service could be fixed-route or flexible on-demand service, and
a number of payment options would be possible.

The first approach - enhancing existing transportation services - does not provide any new
transportation options for residents. The second approach - expansion of the handyDART
service from Nanaimo - would be expensive and not very efficient since it would involve
bringing vehicles on the ferry. As a result, this second phase of the assessment will focus on
the third approach — locally based transportation providers — since it is most likely to provide
new transportation alternatives for residents at a reasonable cost. This approach would not
require a BC Transit provided vehicle. Within this broad approach, three different options
will be examined:

" Option | — On demand service with a fixed payment per passenger
Cption 2 — Taxi Saver .
Option 3 — Scheduled service with a fixed payment per trip

»* @
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The tahle below summarizes the forecast cost and performance for each of the three options.

Transit Service Options for Gabriola Island

Option 1 Option 2 - Opton 3
Fired cost per | TaxiSaver Fixed cost per trip

passenger Low vidership  High ridership
Total cost $35,200 $20,000 $42,100 $42,100
Total revenue $6,000 - $8.,400 $14,100
Annual ridership 4,000 4,000 5,600 9,400
Cost per ride $8.80 $5.00 $£7.52 $4.48
Cost recovery 17.0% - 19.9% 33.5%

Option I — On demand service with fixed payment per passenger

Under this option, door-to-door trips would be provided on demand, and the operator wouid
receive a fixed payment for each passenger carried. There would be & reduced rate for
additional passengers carried oty the same trip. Passengers would book trips in advance and
ridesharing would be encouraged to improve the efficiency of the system. There would be
limits as to the times that trips would could be booked. It is likely that most trips would be to
the ferry terminal and they would be scheduied to meet ferry departures and arrivals. This
type of premium door-to-door service is typically limited to eligible handyDART passengers,
which would leave the general public with no additional travel options. Eligibility could be
extended to the general public, but this could lead to problems of demand exceeding the
available funding. One disadvantage of this option is the lack of cost control: annual rides
conld be budgeted at 2,000 but it is difficult to limit ridership {and thus costs) if demand
exceeds this level,

Based on a level of 4,000 trips, Option 1 is forecast to cost $35,200 resulting in an avezage
cost per trip of $8.80. Cost recovery is estimated at 17%.

Option 2 — Taxi Saver

Under this program, eligible passengers can purchase up to $60 worth of taxi coupons each
month. These coupons are subsidized 50%, so $60 in coupons actually costs the passenger
$30, Passengers then book trips with the taxi company. This option provides maximum
flexibility to passengers, but the cost to the user is also typically higher than the fare for a
transit service. From a funding standpoint, this option puts clear limits on use by individuals
and it tends to result in a low cost per passenger. However, like the previous option, this type
of premium, door-to-door service is typically limited to eligible handyDART passengers.

This is a relatively low cost option. As ipdicated in the table above, the total cost of providing
4,000 trips is estimated at $20,000. The average cost per trip is $5.00, significantly lower
than Option 1. This is primarity due to a larger share of costs being borne by the passenger
under Option 2. @

P



Option 3 - Scheduled service with a fixed payment per trip

Under this option, a scheduled, fixed-route service would be provided and the operator would
reccive a fixed payment for each trip. This form of service has been successfully used for
local service in the Pemberion Valley.

Routing wonld be on a 26km loop around the island {on North and South Roads) beginning
and ending at the Descanso Bay Ferry Terminal. This route takes approximately 40-50
minutes. Flexible routing could also be provided: residents who are too far off the route 1o
easily access a bus stop could phone in advance and arrange a pickup closer to their home.

It is proposed that the service operate 6 days per week (Monday to Saturday) with 3 round
trips being provided each day. This level of service would accommedate both commuters and
those making medical or shopping trips. Providing 3 daily round trips would give passengers
preater flexibility in their travel times and in the length of time they went tw0 spend in
Nanaimo. The exact service level and schedule would be determined by further planming
work and by availability of funding,

A fare of $1.75 is proposed. This is the same as the current cash fare in Nanaimo. Passengers
wonld also be able to use Nanaimo Regional Transit passes and tickets, and would be able to
transfer between the two services. Unlike the first two aptions, this option would be available
to the general public.

As outlined in the table above, this option is forecast to cost $42,100. For this option, both
high and low ridership forecasts were made. Under a low ridership scenario, the service is
forecast to carry 5,600 passengers annually, translating into a cost per ride of $7.52. Under a
high ridership scenario, 9,400 annual passengers are forecast resuiting in a lower cost per nde
of$4.48. Thus, depending on the levet of ridership, this option likely has a cost per trip lower
than Option 1 and could have a cost per trip as low as Option 2.

Recommendation

Option 3 is recommended. It serves a broader market than the other two options, and it is
likely to attract greater ridership. Option 3 also has a relatively low cost per trip, and the cost
per trip will decrease as ridership grows. With the other two options the cost per trip is more
or less fixed so that costs increase as ridership increases. Since most trips that people want (o
make are linked to the ferry service to Nanaime, it makes sense to have a scheduled service.

Please inform me of the Regional District’s decision on this matter.
Yours truly,
Peter Murray

Transportation Pl
Municipal Systems Program
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Tk Neil Cornelly

General Manager - Conmmunity Services DATE: June 14, 2002
FROM: Mike Donnelly :

Manager of Transportation Services FILE: 8770-01

SUBJECT:  Regional Transit / HandyDART 2001
BC Transit Performance Smmmary

PURPOSE

To bring forward the Regional Transit / HandyDART 2001 BC Transit Performance Summary for
information.

BACKGROUND

* Annual performance summaries for Provineral Transit systems ars provided by BC Transit (please see
attached). These summaries break down individual system performance based on a number of criteria.
This summary is utilized in the development of the armual budgets and business plans for the two service
areas.

The summary is broken down into Tier 1, 2 & 3 with systems categorized based on operational size. The
Nanaimo Regional Transit and HandyDART systems are both Tier 1 or larger systems. The Transit
system highlights include a ridership up 12 % over the previous year at 2,065,297. As well, Transit cost
recovery i now at 39.7% and also enjoys the lowest Operating Cost per hour at $59.19 and Totai
Operating Cost per hour at $65.12. Of the 24 Transit systems n the Province Nanaimo Regionzl Transit
is one of only four systems that are operated by the local government. All other systems are operated by
private sector transportation firms in partaership with the local government and BC Transit.

Overall system performance continues to be stronz. To date growth in Trensit ridership m the first 3
months of this year show a year over year increase of 9.3%. If this growth rate is sustained then the
anmual ridership will grow to 2,250,000 by next year.

Ridership in the HandyDART service grew by over 11% in 2002 for a total 64,072 rides, HandyDART
also had the lowest Operating Cost per hour at $42.47 and a Total Cost per hour at $44.79 and has an
abave average cost recovery of 12.7%, HandyDART rides per hour shows the lowest performance in the
Tier 1 systems at 2.81. The linear nature of the service area creates operational challenges that accounts
for some of the resulting low number. However we see that recent monthly performance numbers show
just over 3 rides per hour with a goal of 3.1 for 2002,

&
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Repional Transit / TlandyDART 2001
BC Transit Performance Surmrnary
June 17, 2002

Fage 2

ALTERNATIVES

1. Receive this report for information.
2. Do not receive this report for information.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no financial implications from this report.

SUMMARY/CONCLUSIONS

The BC Transit annual Pecrfﬁrmance Summaries have been provided for the Board's information. The
sumnmary breaks down the operations performance based on a number of eriteria. Both the Transit and
HandyDART systems are operating weil with some areas that require continned improvement and others
that are exceeding expectations.

RECOMMENDATION

That the Regional Transit / HandyDART 2001 Performance Surmmary report be received for infermation.

— L enkD,

Report Writer I Ciener ger )
.
CAGToncurrence
COMMENTS:



TINZ 18 S

ki)

TOGE T4 YATELY HOSR AP UG 03, COYEE WSVER] JF Rameg

samds HMMIE10a 0P I TIYIs F|AIaE-U] ]
‘ol im0 16 4 IKTEEN © aprjale Les Sieateds jo £joa uoiuod [Reioanes

TCEE LRFOE [TI Ter il Fir ErCocemis ImellUI8 PACULDGFS  CSFLETLPS  FIGFOLSIT HIDLPES]  GL6 9% (T34 COR 06 (LA
FELEd FLISE LAY T Py T ALY HEE i 105 €00 [T DLEET YER G [ ENE'EY s {8u8py AUy
09 LT neias e L9 kL MWEED 196'TLE aIE LT RALTCH 9 TIEE BLFIFI REEZE REE"L S L + [Rnrenby
ML LEWIS 2 G¥E LT %I OF g dFI'TEz 0 HA H8EL0L FILFRT V0L ALY r 00 Legdny kg
g RIS TTywst  ®E1 O RL wmESE L6 PR LEEET 1Z4'50E 09 LIzl FLETHNI LE i i [ERFTETY |
[T EldeY TEtE 9Ll POl ®WOET CHL'OLE TEETE L1l FHY 268 CINF T LT g [ 8L ¥ IE"s| g ¥ g
4 ELS LE 69% it UIE enl W\L9T GG ST 1E&'PTY 1r'ores 2kl a5 BSII5T 158 ¥R iTLTE 1 005F| Lt B
mims O IFEes Y18 0§ AT RIfE | LEIER A AFE'EEIC Wi 19T SLE'PAT $ERERE £89°71 L B TN + FERpImOg TR
LETG99 ST GUFS  OE fW1 CWHET TT¥ 5L EIETRE LRYRL BLHELY Le9'<nl HLv' oL A % ' o
tURT Y (153 I'5E TH . WLl ynE'eEIT BRAINE £RLT99 LEE'poy GFEEIL RO B sy £ ToowEr
PFRLL Leney A TEl 06 wh L LTOBEL 160 T TROER £k PTL LA BILTH Sal H ML
iREYE LERC 2{°LE 'R oL WETI BOFPEL NEHTE FEEUEL GIRERD WAL OLE 24 GEFTI [y ‘a1
CE'RLE LN HES Fal FIl  WAEE ARl'EPS'TE SRI'FEFTE Gla' AR LS QIT 160'S% SHETTE' IR T0Rl'T TR HIH o LS
AL LL5 9. £94 bz +& LA REZWET ILEDER ETR'EUR FH0T0 ZEETPIE LI6'TRD E5T'HI T TH}EBE __runiflay ueuss,
LT LR 1E°T% &5z =4l YrRLl | COLF L Lzgre B LA LTI 115 "HEg 25F'EL E omrzz PECITRETEELA
Fo B GTUE 19°E5 welL 68 520 1ET R4 D FERFON' ELH HHF | AR S L' 0% 9RR'LE 5 s 0 IFMNS,y
FSTH% TIEPLE R EE [N BLDETE EEH"LFD CESEG6 LT a6l kN E BFEWT TENRI 3 HZ+E noyrin), f F3([8 A BRORIEL
FEEE ITivE 3] TEE_ 04 OREEE R FLFLES T 'E9h 192'51L FECUHT T L Lttt = Aamp oWy
ST I 1t ¥ TIT e ATETHI OfR'ElE SORSBR LT GTE B L FE ISLERD GEL0 F wmoHr o AR
7n Lo LT BLCy Ll L WYELT £05'T08 LR 152502 B LB ToE'RIE BER'L L WIE'ZE + J3arg jpAqdhee;y
b s LTI LRES Ll I's 6 FET IS YRE'TTI'ES LTI s ] LET'NET'LS LLFwY'es FFFETGT eI EL MMFRET HEC T
05 0L% [ ANy (R a1 TRE TINT WOER TILEIY RITFLE" ALL'RZYF RO bR VLERIFT TEWRCL'E 0599 £l LN 121271 Ay
EIbi% 9509 gt p | bi T | | LHL SRR LEFLED ] N TITE MELE T 09L LT 1M EOREL 11 000'0L alinay Mg
S GhecE Lo RS 0L Wl BE Lan'tas RLRHRT CTOLLE S IR RLETE E LETCA0'T HIN'th EE iy ST ST

EYR ] g gt YT FFD_WmITE ITAREIN oS [ LT AS N LRIsTR TEERAR'T fFE AT I6T'F 9E WIE's |HFrg Bamnay

it R A =] it ALT  WESL CETPERN [LTR AL 4 graeTL's SR TA'EET'E HHE0T'T 416719 Zk WiE'6L ’ » Bedourey
oo L4 ¢ 298 9k T+l IR [ W RITTILE BEGHRTE CEP'THG'E HEg e | G 9T L1168 Ll 009121 A8 15T (FRaT
FLOILE REFYE L T 0gr FEC AL LS HLY'OS ATETEFEIS  TOLAAHES  PREPORISE  MEEEIETIS  LPSERE'TL FIL'EHE P5l M (BT

g ming IsTognsn [512pd B TR T Y EALTRER] REEE .ﬁﬂ_ MRIK, [CINCER] {67 1K) (53] ANy s1afuaske 4 FETEYETON] \ H...._tum [EXNETY -

AL _ﬂ_b_.—. .w___._..wu.._n__“”_ ._._h_u.u JRApLH .__muﬁ_n.m 1507} -.n_..__.u.__._.__._E ._V.L reuery ”..:.._ ._n_ﬂ__.ﬂ.._u.u_ﬂ_ LIHINN ._a._D._. ui:....?.u_m 51|} MUEA u.m_ L 33sMy Ew_un_._c&a_”
EEENLYY puy JEa}

AAY WIS ADNYIWHOJIHII ¥ NOLLYWHOINL LIISNVAL TYNOIINTANCD 00T Lot
TYHNOLINTANOD ‘Y HHEL SIWALSAS TY4LINAW



o

refrgetad sumnjaxy nizQ

Ipo ey e Ay
DS FEL TR e F 4 [
\ Tk g paungy e
FrmpaLme I anaEm prrscd (s € 22w g kil A el el
B E D LS NUR T el e BT C R T L T e [ ]
[rars SO Elgs Lin Yel'Fl COFRLY €2 1S EICLE TIFEHF11% WMRITIE OGRS LSETIRI TITIH ol L82'l SS0%EL 420 AT L 15 3 B LY S
ML L 95T dF 11 b 1t E6'IL TE RN L[ PETREL WENL i* LA 1L 139 [L 1Ly E e mr'7| ey T
p Ll 19 [TF 1 wrl ILEE faaibly vz SOF'RE R T W TS 'y P 4 el G| 2 mulay e
Mt Lt EE ire 4Ll H 1 (84'EF sB 2 MT'B2I FIELI Al wrii ST 3 ] n o 3wy
I i LAl bl arr wr el E=a'D0 e LN &20'% L L49°L ANl LK 1 Ll | » wenraky
[R311 12 G4 EImE itas Al LI L] We'er 5. L5y } | i} €501 wELL it r n an'r| TLIY ¥ LOAETEY
T 45 Fa Lk LLES neen| 1 e LITERT AT in IROSR LAT'Z L i Ry 1 n anLgl rrkjlrg dumrert
L 40, inax 'y Yt ¥l {13178 PL¥ 107 L' e SRY'SE SRCY LR 1erfr an ] m o'l g
LA ] il L] Liy WI'H B LS BET RIT¥OT fiv'ER A T wee [ Twt LH'e r m? ST Ty Pl
] L LI T uUH ' 12 5T 'k LR Tt ] S 1N - T'Tird 1 ] om'y mhry oy nmaimag
L [ Lk L L 417 SOF'bG e LoINE T [TIT] Iy BRI LI [&1:X% t M Yy 'ny XA NEDg
L] Enenf [ 4 I L LT i ED &IEYE T SRS OZi'vE 1] 1Z0'§T [E£¥T [adt 1 o [ gy 1i0g
B 1 ir vl LA RECl his ULT'EL i ]] TrL 0 LIt TR [Pyl T EEG T r o'y wolizgmay
[hALE iCsis Lram B LN HiL'Tr L ragior 199° 1L 1L TEC'R ] HEH TS [ 1 owr el b T LE
L LAl L " L L' L n thit'r ] n 1 L] Lis) Tnafoeg
1515 aLces [ HT4 LN nEw e HSELL [ a8 (AL oeL'Ed [i} [ F TRi'G R I o ™ET 33w - sxdmoeg
(1131 {2311 LAY ] Lt L o H Leo Ly Eq'IE R IH'RF 1] REFRT LICH T LNk T o neTTr LIL Lol R TR T
IS | g% [ANTE ] (L] a1 11331 8LTI [ A1 H W TyT [ Ted A 1] ce2'nr CIE'NE 15 Iy Y % Dein g vz - WAy
GLED MR Wt [ LU 'y ARG L] Al¥H LB 0 13 [N IHESZ 1 * nen g mry 3 meey
il s HiNLE MY BT Hill 21490 ILF ek w18 AR Lan'Er 0 fh's Ot Alk'r 1 L3 me'nl drncy
ey el ten az e A L ] ] LR ] 16511 RHEs'TE u sI0'0F BI0'DF MA'§ 1 3 ] Ay
L TIT e ¢F1 Ferd (R} T 1R 1] 18041 [+¥iT (1L 1Y ] nEY'| oEq'| 114 1 3 el LITTE"
TE BT A5y Ml LRE =~ %l Ceh'FL [1=0.1} FIEM] CAL'FTI [21K1] 1 Tzl fa o] 'L 1 n - [INM R  dEsERR|
i Ty 1L AL L] LT LIEgH el BRL'OET oH'ag Ll FLF Rl s 4 el LIt
LA byIEL e ) Ty kl HR'TE T IHLE] oOHEL] FIEE L] SLL'SE L't TH'E T il Mronl 3|0 Warid
LTI ] E1rg L HE L 1l zof iv 11k o) T LPF AL = Ta el FLU'KI o= H &y &l Wt igEELT
PR THCHE o FET el wl ATET BER'OT [T+l ELi'nE HET alx &'k E.rm.v | r n H'E [Pl Rl ]
TilhiL ] 15 ALl ol Y611 oerim [T i13 FHFLEL ETrOE Il EER'H WA L't F) n ms'e rumajtey sy
nLKFF TR mng ity Wkl ST TF'eF AR ZE FHHE L] o RIL'L KM e I n mrr Sreponsy
L AUES i¥HT e sk BT LI HIFE? T LLENAT} T 1E ] Ll - Tl AT 1 L] mrr ey -ty
RN ] A e ne4 LN ] LRy L ARy TE THURFE MW LN'PArs L (1 g ]2 HTWE Hert L3 Lim HL
ey Loelet AT L AL Ll B ALl L THiTH] ] SRl dRCT| LR i LTy F PR LA D L
] =i (U nr wa ol LLIN NZHih AHY'E1 LT ] &I0L EIN'L PITT 1 LA LT Ammma orynsne
1 nry AR L4 £ L UYL F sz e ey TiLYE 121y IREE Aneag 51y k - oYL « o cemny
LEAHS L] s1g L Hiw LEL'FITY ISP Ll 18 LTI, HFFE ITr'e Tare IS 115751 [} e 'L
nUEry ETIE LERE s Wil KWL (S RLTRETY DSINDLME Lzp'Lro'ss [LH'EIRY FLETE Ey ey Le LI w5 A ks L' ONFESF  LISNYHINHYA
alalt it ] ECr ] eyl I LN L] TR §ur g EE+ 18071 1 i ™ 3r bR a1y
RS Lo AT T e M DN L1y RN &AL LT | Shi'l 1Ees Y T T E TR » FEmnneg LMy
r bar el o L E upH'R LLETL T LTk LTI R R it CLEN] ] n s e 1 1A
17 gt Il [ LI HI =l Tl EIn'ss 17914 CEFaE (1444 chp'RL- r sl LT HITE 4 o g -!.r:nl.u.. [[LE=] .1
MUHEE (LR ] [ W H o' “e'n LEELLIE M 5Ly [ WN.11,1 ALE'ET el [{LETS W'l mle L] [{33 AL
FInts ¥l L8] L whT LR TN ~OF 1Rk L ENy HEFFR IOi'R EAI'TE eI L € L mars iramidn sowmy
1oney FEeCT 1l L wro L 4 TF'H ach ra BEES ool LT O L T 1 L M LTE
Ll dkLeE WIIIY i L LAyl SE T Bt 1kt Gk i 0st't PLA'RT (L MR r L1 ] Loy wamny
PR ke THD [ L ELL ] we'n 17F 211 PLI'RLZ SLILAT f15E EBLt'| FIt'bL [ H 43 v L] gt aya ey
154E% [k [ JA:] 11 ' nl'nl [J1ig 1k ARLTHER TS PRE'¥E 1S 'S %I cLrsgr | (1 H 1] ' L L gt
™ g BT a4k N L LI Usi gk DoA'rH Az 1'Mn BLTCA VFE 1L8'Fr SRk 1L It [] 200 Fale] #lrkary soupiy
TR [0} LLEL T 38 CLRILLE L4119 i1k AGFRIE Lis oLl [BX) e Tk T ] [ [T =T [T
AP 1 [k Er al L] w0 LILy Sy SECTIRG TTENK Rk | LRl THET ES'RR| 19 Poied 11 1 i «n IrOm3ay cmunpy
itaH Bt LHL ILE L3 ] LI LS IFFILR LR | AT TRrng1 5 ¥ il'ra LA iTu'sl Bl oW = 1sopmmry
o LR ELILE ElL T4 LR BEUIHIC L R i i} FET wa'Ee ERR'A AR 41 mET TR Armu mrmag pugon;
EC 1 ELY 1] Han ]R3 SEl LEFLIEIE o' mrry ALENTE ﬂ.n.ﬂ.__._u AT it L ST CEL'LH W I 13 L WK
HLES L0 FLE L. 5] HF L 1L LATEITYE FOTEE Y BIFLhE'LE L0zt LI'SKI [ 1 bl Lodl'BC1 I 11 LTl LYW YHL WS
T ina) ey F , o Rimanaay TiFamg L L £ ] Ty Tiamasg ovomy " HARR] , oldeeny | ORI ST mrmn LI Ay
LI Furircdyy anad =y Lo Mz By MR g nE L | LT veep gy - oy Fiimbiey  prumelag (ncharunpy

nENav peg ey
AMYHINE BINY MUOLYAL T NOLLYWHOINT LISNYHLYHY LWOLSTLO T BT




by

REGUOMAL > RILT
OF NANAIMO

- REGIONAL JUN 19 2002
‘DISTRICT CHAIR_|__|GMCTS MEMORANDUM
gl

T Y GuDS

OF NANAIMO  Stecm | ToMeS -
M i
TO: Neil Connelly
{Jeneral Manager - Ccfﬁimumty mervices DATE: June 1%, 2002
FROM: Mike Donnelly
Manager of Transportation Services FILE: 8500-01

SUBJECT:  BC Transit — Funding & Service Strategy Review

FURPOSE

To bring forward the BC Transit Funding & Service Strategy Review and to provide recommendations on
input {0 that process.

BACKGROUND

The Board of Directors of BC Transit is undertaking a review of the funding and service swategy of the
corporation in response to the funding challenge that the corperation is experiencing (sec attached
document). As part of the Province's review of BC Transit fundmg the cost share funding and operations
budgets were frozen for three years beginning this year.

As artesult there will be no expansions approved by the province in any of the service areas and additional
costs ncurred must be dealt with within the existing budget envelope. In 2002 for Regional Transit this
has resulted in a 1.5% decrease in service provision.

The BC Transit Board is addressing this situation in two phases. The first phase looks at interim funding
strategies t0 accommodate the 2003 BC Transit funding constraints on a one-time basis. Phase 2 looks at
the long term fumding changes that must be brought to bear to support Transit in the futwre. The BC
Transit Board. has asked the Regional District of Nanaimo to offer their thoughts on both phases however
most importantly they require some feedback on Phase 1 in July. Phase 2 discussions will begin later in
the Fall.

Phase 1 of the exercise looks at ways and means of providing the funding necessary to accommodate BC
Transit's funding constraints for 2003 only.

In Phase 2 they will be consulting with ail local government partners to gather input that will be used to
develop a new funding strategy. Discussions will be held throughout the Fall and will focus on service
planning and delivery options, cost efficiency alternatives and the assessment of alternative funding for
Transit in British Columbia. They hope to have these new funding strategies in place for the 2004/03
budget year.

Regional District of Nanaimo - Phase 1 Response

In order to meet the 2003 / 2004 estimated funding shortfall of $149,000 the Regional District of
Nanaimo would recommend that the BC Transit administration fee be reduced accordingly. The BC @
Transit Administration Fee assessed to the RDN for 2002 totals $387,600. 0
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The administration fee provides for support services mncluding planning, schedulmg, marketing bulk
purchasing, fleet maintenance monitoring and purchasing,

A reduction in the administration fee could be achieved by determining the suite and level of services
required in each of the above noted areas. This would allow for cost reductions in areas where mn-house
expertise or contracted service providers could result n lower costs.

Supporting strategies such as further service reductions and fare increases could be considered in the Fall
as part of the 2003 Regional District budget process, however the primary focus will be on the reduction
in this admimstration fee.

ALTERNATIVES

1. Provide BC Transit with input to the Consultation Guide — Phase 1 Response with a request for a
reduction in the administration fee consistent with their proposed funding shortfall.

2. Do not provide BC Transit with Phase 1 input as outlined.

3 Receive alternate direction from the Board on the Phase 1 input to be forwarded to BC Transit.

SUMMARY/CONCLUSIONS

The Board of BC Transit has initiated a Funding & Service Strategy Review to address short term and
tong term funding issues. They have asked for input from the Regional District of Nanaimo on the shont

term funding issue by this July. The funding shortfall for 2003/2004 is projected at 2.1% or

apprommately $149,000.

A reduction in the BC Transit Administration Fee has been identified as key area where funding for the
2003 / 2004 shortfall could be met without adversely impacting Transit Service delivery.

RECOMMENDATION

That the Regional District respond to BC Transit's Phase 1 Consultation program conceming 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.

s
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| Discussion Paper and
Consultation Guide

FUNDING AND SERVICE STRATEGY
REVIEW

The Board of Directors of BC Transit is undertaking a review of the funding and service
strategy of the corporation. The need for this review is prompted by the ever-increasing
demand for public transit in many BC communities and the challenge of funding existing
and expanded transit services, The Board is seeking input from local government
partners in this review. This discussion paper and consultation guide has been prepared
for that purpose.

EXISTING MANDATE AND SCOPE OF BC TRANSIT

BC Transit Mandate

BC Transit is the provincial Crown agency charged with coordinating the delivery of
public transportation throughout British Columbia outside of Greater Vancouver {where
TransLink has responsibility).  Its mandate includes planning, funding, constructing,
marketing and operating transit systems — either directly or indirectly — in partnership
with local government throughaout the province, The Corporation is structured under the
British Cofumbia Transit Act.

BC Transit Governance

Currently, a seven-member Board of Directors, appointed by the province, governs BC
Transit. Four members of the Board are municipally-elected representatives, as
specified in the Sritish Columibia Transit Act. The Board's Chair reports to the Minister
of Transporiation.

Scope of BC Transit
» 36 million passengers carried annually
» 1.6 million people served in BC
v« 71 transit systems
=« 51 local government partners and, in Victoria, the Victoria

Regional Transit Commission

»  $116.2 million 2002/03 operating budget
provincial contribution - $44.6 million

o fleet of 700 buses, minibuses and vans

G Crmammimti and SwitingsihDioroellvL ocai Sefcingst Temparury Inieenet FilhOLRRCGS T (eformanion Sirectar.dos.
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Three types of service are provided:
sconventional transit - mid-sized or large bus, fixed route, fixed schedule
service;
scustom fransit - for those who cannot use conventional transit because of a
disability, handyDART door-to-door service, contracted taxi suppiement and Taxi
Saver program; and
wparafransit - small bus service for both conventiona! and custom transit
passengers in less densely populated towns and rural areas.

For a list of communities and services, see map.

The Transit Partnership

BC Transit functions as a provincial and local government partnership — one that
benefits from a strong component of local government decision-making. The private
sector is also 3 partner in most service areas where private operating companies or nen-
profit agencies provide transit under contract to BC Transit and the |ocal government.
The resuiting operating agreement between the partners forms the legat operating basis
for transit service.

Figure 1

The Transit Partnership
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Local governments and the Victoria Regional Transit Commission are responsible for
setting roufes and service levels, and ensuring that local land use and development
considerations are accounted for in public transportation plans, They set fare lavels,
callect local taxes for transit purposes and approve annual operating agreements, Locai
governments are also involved in the selection of operating companies.

BC Transit is respansible for these roles and services:

¥ BC Transit staff provides specialized, professional services in all Facets of
public transportation. These include planning and scheduling, fleet and
facility procurement, marketing, labour relations, training, financial services,
management of request for pmpnsals to select transit compantes and
contract management.

¥ BC Transit brokers province-wide large volume purchases for fuel, fleet and
parts and other services resulting in cost savings. For example, there were
cost savings of approximately $5.0 million in 2001/02 from a diesel fuel
futures contract, strategic procurement arrangements with key transit parts
suppliers, disciplined warrantee recovery and a self-insurance program.

¥ Through an asset management function, BC Transit is able to aliocate feet to
ensure the right size and type of bus i3 provided to meet the wide variety of
local needs,

» BC Transit assists in Transportation Demand Management, vanpealing
services, and pramotion of travel optiens for local government partners.

¥ BC Transit assists in student transportation initiatives.

Decision-making for transit is publicly accountable, Al service plans, fares, budgets and
local texation levels for transit are approved In open session of a municipal council,
regional district board or Commission.

Transit is delivered by 33 private sector companies or non-profit socleties, 4 local
governments and, in Yictoria, by BC Transit for the conventional transit service.

2002703 Funding and Cost Sharing

In 2002/03, the annual budget is $116.2 million with a provincial share of $44.6 million,
or 38.4% of total costs on average. Local government partners and the Victoria
Regional Transit Commission fund the remaining 61.6% ($71.6 million} from locally
approved property taxes, passenger fares, advertising and, in the case uf Victoria, the
regional fuel tax surcharge of 2V2¢ per litre.

This funding is set under a fixed formula established by Regulation in the 8C Transit Act.
The BC Transit cost-sharing percentage for the two principal types of transit service in
the two program areas are:
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BC Transit Share Conventional | Custom
. Victoria Region 31.7% . B3.0%
_Municipal Systems Program 46.7% 66.7%

Under current legislation, services operated under authority of the transit operating
agreements must be cost-shared in this way.

THE CHALLENGE

The provincial government has committed $44.6 miilion to fund transit services in
2002/03. Current planning budgets issued by the provincial government indicate that
this level of transit funding may be maintained for the subsequent two years, However,
cost increases and demand for new transit service will undermine the ability to fund
existing levels of service in the future. BC Transit is committed fo seek out cost
efficiencies and to implement new service delivery methods to help mitigate the effect of
these pressures. Nevertheless, the funding situation wifl challenge the way we do
business.

Costs for existing transit services will increase due to general increases in wages,
benefits, fuel, parts and insurance. The 2002/03 annuat operating budget of $116.2
miltion is projected to increase to $126.1 milllon over the next 5 years. For the
purposes of this circular, an annual inflation assumption of 2.1% has been used. In
other words another $9.9 million will be needed by 2006/07 to maintain the current
level of transit service,

Figure 2 shows this effect of inflation on costs over the next 5 years.
Figure 2

Total Costim pact of Maintaining Existing Service
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Uniess changes are made, the existing fixed cost-sharing formuias will force transit
service levels to be reduced (see Figure 3). In the Municipal Systems Program, a
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service cutback of 78,000 annual service hours (9%) would be required by 2006/07
from the current total of 911,700, This reduction is equivalent to a transit system the
size of Kamloops or the combined total of 5 smaller conventional transit systems like
Chilliwack, Cowichan Valley, Vernon Ragianal, Prince Rupert and Sunshine Coast. In the
Victoria Region, a service cutback of 44,000 annual service hours (7%} will be required
by that same date.

Figure 3

Service Impact of Status Quo
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 This service reduction scenario contrasts to current locally-approved plans that forecast
service expansion in several communities. The Municipal Systems Program has
appraved plans of 151,000 {16%) maore service hours and the Victoria Region has a five-
vear plan from last year projecting 2-3% annual increases to meet demand.

FUNDING AND SERVICE STRATEGY REVIEW

The implications of flat funding from provincial sources, fixed funding formulas and the
demand to maintain or grow transit services generates a need for change. Service
planning and delivery options are one strategy to consider in meeting funding
constraints. Further cost efficiency initiatives are another, There is also the need to
assess alternative funding for transit service delivery in British Columbia.

The BC Transit Board of Directors’ review is structured in bwo phases.

In Fhase 1, there is an immediate need to settle funding and service arrangements for

the 2003/04 budget development process. In the short timeframe available prior to

2003/04, four options are suggested for consideration between BC Transit and local

government:

1. Identify cost efficiencies and service delivery methods that could reduce costs and
rmaintain or expand the level of service defivered;

2. Identify low-priority services that could be aliminated in order to reduce costs;

L
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3. Amend the fixed funding formutas in the 8C Transit Act Reguisions to increase the
percentage of local government funding. This could eliminate the reductions in
service that will necessarily follow in 2003/04 under the current Reguiations,
assuming the existing service and cost profile. '

4. Maintain existing transit service by reducing shareable costs in the transit
agreement. Several local governments did this in 2002/03 by providing a grant to
operating companies, outside the transit cperating agreement. This is an interim
measure that could address the funding issue for 2003/04.

In Phase 2, cost efficiency and service delivery strategies will continue to be pursued
plus a broader range of options for funding will be considered. They will be considerad
in the framework of the strategic context, goals and objectives of BC Transit's Senvice
Flan, Fiscal Years 2002 - 2005, The consultation process with local govemment, the
development of options and the provincial government legislative schedule all require
more lead Yme to accomplish change. Any such change would be targeted for the
2004/05 budget vear.

Other funding allacation options and new funding sources that couid be considered in
Fhase 2 are:
« Funding allocation options for the BC Transit share of costs
- cost-hased
- perfommance-basad
- equity-based
- . market-based
- community profile-based
» New Funding Scurces
- lpcal funding options/toals
- revisions to existing cost sharing inctuding variable cost sharing for service
axpansion or cost increases
- new localfregional taxation sources
- replacement of or supplement to provincial general funding contribution.

Decision-Making and Partnership Issues

The process of evaiuating funding aptions in Phase 2 inevitably leads to consideration of
decision-making and accountability for transit servdces. Options that represent
variations on the current practice or ones used in other jurisdictions include:

» Decision-Making and Partnership Cptions

- refinements o current responsibility assignments between BCT, local
governments and operating company:

- establishment of regional fransit authorities in Victoria and the Tier 1-centred
urbanized regions with a service contract with 8C Transit for negotiated
responsibilities, and status quo for smaller communities:

- establishment of a new Community Transit Authority to replace BC Transit
with gavernance by local government and a dedicated secure funding source.
Local services all dellvered under contract or by subsidiary; and

- elimination of BC Transit, with provincial funding roiled into other municipal
or provineial biock-funding packages.
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CONSULTATION

The review of the funding and service strategy is being initiated and led by the Board of
Directors of BC Transit. The Board is seeking input from the [ocaf government partners
in the transit partnership, This input will be used to develop the strateqy.

The attached consultation guide has been prepared for this purpose. Responses from
local govermiment partners are requested by July 5, 2002. The chjective of this
consultation is to identify the issues and priorities of local government relating to transit
funding and service strategy. The responses can take the form of a letter structured
around the consultation guide,

Regionai conference call sessfons will be set up by BC Transit to ensure local
government administrators are fully briefed on this review.

Phase 1 outcomes will be developed based on the input received from local government
partners. This input will also guide the development of options for Phase 2. There will
be a secand round of consuitation with local government on these Phase 2 options at
the end of the calendar year.

APPROVAL PROCESS & TIMELINE

The BC Transit Board of Directors will consider Phase 1 of the strategy at its September
2002 meeting. Recommendations to the provincial government, including possible
changes in 8C Transit Act Reguiations, would follow and target the 2003704 budget
development ¢ycle,

The Board will consider phase 2 of the strategy at its December 2002 meeting,
Fallowing consultation with local government, the Board will make recommendations to
the provincial government on legislative changes that target the 2004/05 transit
agreemsant cycle.

For more information contact:

Steve New

WVice President

Municipal Systems Program
BC Transit

Telephone: (250) 995-5614

Email: steve new(@bctransit.com

May 2002
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CONSULTATION GUIDE

BC Transit Board of Directors Consultation with Local Gavernment Partners
on Transit Funding and Service Strategy '

The objective of this consultation guide is to seek input from |ocal government partnars
on issues and priorities ralating to the transit funding and service strategy. Thea
respanses can take the form of a letter structured around the consuitation guide,

Please respaond by July 5, 2002 to:

Mr. Gregory Slocombe, Chair
BC Transit Board of Directors
c/o BC Transit

520 Gorge Road East, PO Box 610
Victoria BC VBW 2P3

Fax: (250} 995-5643

The Transit Partnership
The Municipal Systems Program is a partnership between BC Transit and a locai
government, with day-to-day delivery of service contracted to a private company or

non-profit agency in most communities,

Please comment on how well the fransit partnership meets your needs.

Funding

The existing cost sharing formula for transit is based on a fixed percentage of total
expenditures coming from the province via BC Transit and the remaining share covered
by the local government paitner from passenger fares, other operating income and local
property taxes, The provincial share varies from 32% to 67% depending on the type of

service and location. {The gverall average provincial share in 2002/03 is 38.4%)

Under Phase 1 of the review, the preceding discussion paper outlines four options for
imenediate action that can be acted on individually or in combination for the 2003/04
budget year.

Please comment on your issues and priorities relating to the Phase 1 action
plan for the 2003/04 budget year.

QL
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In Phase 2, a range of options for funding will be considered.

Please comment on the funding sources that would be appropriate as an
additional or replacement source of funds to meet the focal share of Eransit
program expenditures.

The Decision-Making and Partnership Framewnrk

Under Phase 2 of the funding and service strategy review, new decision- -making and
partnership arrangements may be necessary to address emerging prr-:rntles

If you feel there is a need for change, please cormment on your obyectives or
priorities that should be addressed when assessing afternative arrangements.

Note: There will be a second round of consultation with local government on decision-
making and partnership arrangements following the November 2002 local government
elections,

General Comments
Flease comment if there are any issues, objectives or concerns, not addressed in the

preceding consultation guide, that should be part of this review of funding and service
strateqgy.

ALE
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TO: Carey Mclver DATE: June 11, 2002
Manager of Solid Waste
FROM: Dave Leitch, AScT FILE: 2240-28-BIRD

Supetvisor of Solid Waste Facilities

SUBJECT:  Contract for Bird Control at Regional Landfill

PURFOSE

To obtain Board approval to enter into a three-year contract with Pacific Northwest Raptors to provide
bird control at the Regional Landfill. '

BACKGROUND

The Regionai Landfill attracts large numbers of nuisance birds, mostly seagulls and crows, due to the
presence of food in the waste. These birds pose a health risk to landfill staff and the public from
droppings, cause damage to equipment and facilities, and are safety hazards for aircraft using the nearby
‘airport. Operational procedures such as minimizing the size of the working face and complete covering
of waste each day reduces the number of birds populating the site, however these measures are not
adequate 10 achieve the significant reduction of birds required to minimize these problems.

The use of trained raptors (hawks and falcons) at the Regional Landfill to discourage large numbers of
nuisance birds has been used successfully since 1991, The predator birds have a far greater impact on the
nuisance bird’s behaviour than any other means, including mechanical or auditory devices. The birds
adapt quickly to noisemakers and netting and will soon disregard these deterrents in their search for food.

Landfill Bird Control has been providing this service under confract since 1999, The current contract
expired December 31, 2001. This was a three-year contract, which is currently on a month-to-month
basis to allow for a new proposal call and review of Regional Landfili bird control requirements.

The RDN advertised a request for proposals to provide bird control at the Regional Landfill and received
three competitive quotes on May 27" 2002, The quotes were as follows:

Company Annual Cost | Total Contract Cost
Pacific Northwest Raptors $83,000 $249,000
Landfill Bird Control $87.480 $262,440
R.a;:;tors Unlimited Falconry $114.660 $343, 980

| &
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Pacific Northwest Raptors is a recently established B.C. based company SPaciaHZi“E 1"1 raptor ecology,
conservation and in the application of applied falconry techniques to practiv:-al WII:_ihfe managemert
izsues, inchuding landfill bird control. '

ALTERNATIVES

1. Apptrove a contract with Pacific Northwest Raptors to provide bird control.
2. Do not approve a contract to provide bird control,

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Under the expired contract, Landfill Bird Control is paid $212.00 ptys GST for an 8.0-hour day. This
equates to a rate of $28.00/hour, The service is provided every day of the year except statutory holidays
{354 days). This equates to 375,048.00 per year.

Under the propesed contract, Pacific Northwest Raptors would charge $234.46 pius GST for a 9.5-hour
day. This equates 1o a rate of $26.05/hour and $83,000.00 annually. The service level has been increased
from 8 hours {0 9.5 hours to ensure effective bird controf the entire time that garbage is being deposited
and compacted on site.

" The annual cost under the proposed contract would be $83,000.00 plus GST. The total cost of the
contract over the three-year term wouid be $249,000.00,

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

The Minstry af Water, Land and Air Protection require bird control at the Regional Landfill. If the Board
does not approve this coniract then staff will need to arrange for other methods of bird control such as
mechanical and auditory devices. As stated above these methods are inferior to the use of predator birds.

PUBLIC RELATIONS IMPLICATIONS

Without the current method of bird control, there would be an increased nuisance impact and heaith risk
associated with the Regional Landfill.

SUMMARY

The Regional Landfill attracts large numbers of nuisance birds due to the nature of the operation. The use
of trained raptors at the landfill to discourage the birds has been used successfully since 1991, A request
for proposals was advertised to provide bird control services at the Regional Landfill. There were three
qualified firms that submitted proposals on May 27, 2002, The low tender was from Pacific Northwest
Raptors for 383,000 00/year.

Bird Cenirol Report to CoW June 20!]2.1103 . é
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RECOMMENDATION

That the Board sward the contract for bird coatrol services at the chiunal Landfili to Pacific Northwest
Raptors for a period of three years tommencing September 1, 2002 at & total cost of $249,000.

/QU/ port Writer
==

General Manager Concurrence CAO Coneurrence

COMMENTS:

Bird Control Report to CoW Juna Zﬂﬂz.dncq - S



TREGIONAL DISTRIZT
OF NANAIMO

- REGIONAL JUN 132002

) DISTRICT R T TaweaT] NEMORANDUM
gl OF NANAIMO . GAC GMDS

- GMCmS .:M ES, Py
; a7l 17 '
TO: Wayne Moorman 3 DATE: June 19, 2002
Manager of Engineering ahd Utilities
FROM: Matalie Cielanga — - 5500-21-01
Enginesring Technologist

SUBJECT:  Utilities
Rural Sireetlighting Local Service Area
Boundary Amendment

PURPOSE

To consider a request to include the following property in the Roral Streetlighting Local Service Area (see
attached map).

Lot 1, Flan 33197, DL 108

BACKGROUND

The noted property is within the French Creek sewer and water local service areas. The owner is
proposing subdividing the property and has petitioned the RDN to include streetlights in the subdivision.
In order to provide for the operating costs of the streetlights the property needs to be included in the Rural
Streetlighting Local Service area Bylaw 791.
ALTERNATIVES

t. Do not amend the boundaries of the Rural Streetlighting Local Service Area Bylaw 791,

2. Amend the boundaries of the Rural Streetlighting Local Service Area Bylaw 791.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS
The operating costs of the streetlights are charged to the benefiting properties through taxation.

RECOMMENDATION

1. That “Rural Streetlighting Service Area Bylaw 791.04, 2002" be introduced, read three times and
then forwarded to the Inspector of Municipalities for approval.

Ll (e L.

rt Writer

——

General Manager Concurrence '

COMMENTS:

{Chartwell Strestlighting Report to Cuw June 2002 doe’ ®/



REGIONAL DISTRICT OF NANAIMO
BYLAW NO. 791.04

A BYLAW TO AMEND THE RURAT
STREETLIGHTING LOCAL SERVICE
ESTABLISHMENT BYLAW NO. 791

WHEREAS Regional Disirict of Nanaime Bylaw No. 791 established the Rumal Streetlightmg Local
Service;

AND WHEREAS the Board wishes to amend .thv: Local Service Area boundanes m accordance with
Section 302(1)(b) of the Local Government Act.

AND WHEREAS the consent of the Directors of Electoral Areas ‘E’ and ‘G’ have been obtained;

NOW THEREFORE the Board of the Repional Thstnet of Nanaimo, in opan theeting assembied, enacts
as follows:

L The boundaries of the Rural Strestlighting Local Senvice Area are hereby revised to include the
property outlined on Schedule *A’" attached hereto and forming part of this bylaw.

Z. The amended boundaries of the Rural Streetliphting Local Service Area shall be as shown
outlined on Schedules *B-1" and ‘B-2" attached hereto and formuing part of this bylaw.,

3 Bylaw No. 791.03 is hereby repealed.

4. This bylaw may be cited as “Rural Streetlighting Local Service Area Boundary Amendment
Bylaw Mo, 791.04, 20027,

Introduced and read three times this 9th day of July, 2002,

Received the approval of the Inspector of Municipalities thas day of _ L20
Adopted this day of 20
CHAIRPERSON GENERAL MANAGER, CORPORATE SERVICES

&
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Tk Wayne Moorman, P.Eng. BATE ] ' June 4, 2002
Mana.ger f:-f Engineering ﬂWé—Uﬂ%ﬁS—

FROM: Matalie Cielanga, AScT FILE: 5500-22-DW-01
Engineering Technologist

SUBJECT:  Driftwood Water Service Area
Boundary Amendment

PURPOSE _

To present a request for a boundary amendment to the Driftwood Water Service Arga.

BACKGROUND

The Driftwood Water Service Area was formed in 2001 to provide water from Nanoosé to properties in
the Morthwest Bay Road and Delanice Way area that were part of an agreement from 1981 to suppiyv
water in exchange for ROW's and 2 well. Lots 1, 2 and 3, Plan VIS3905 were not included in the
establishing bylaw but due to legal implications of the pre-existing agreements, the RDN Board has

. approved water connections for these properties by a motion in July 2001, The properties are required to
registar covenants on title against further subdivision of the properties. Petitions from the property
owners are now completed for inclusion in the Deiftwood Water Service Area.

ALTERMNATIVES
1. Do not amend Bylaw #1255 10 inclode Lots 1, 2 and 3, Plan Y153503, DL 102 in the Driftwood
Water Service Area.
2. Amend Bylaw #1255 to include Lots 1, 2 and 3, Plan VIS3905, DL 102 in the Driftwood Water
Service Area,
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The cost for the extension of the water system is the responsibility of the property owners petitioning to
join the system and will not affect the property owners in the already established service area. The
property owners are aware that they are responsibie for costs to extend the service.

RECOMMENDATION

1. That the *Driftwood Water Supply Service Area Bylaw 1255.01, 2002™ be introduced, read three
times, and forwarded to the Inspecter of Municipalities for approval.

///%/g //

Writer foncurrence
Genera] Manager Concurrence CA Cuncun-ence ﬁ'

COMMENTS: &
Driftwood Water Boundary Amendment Report ta Cow Jupe 1002.5, Qy



REGIONAL DISTRICT OF NANAIMO
BYLAW NO. 1255.01

A BYLAW TO AMEND THE
DRIFTWOOD WATER SERVICE AREA
ESTABLISHMENT BYLAW NO. 1255

WHEREAS Regional District of Nanaimo Bylaw No. 1255 established the Dnftwood Water Service,;

AND WHEREAS the Board wishes to amend the Local Service Area boundaries in accordance with
Section 802(1)1) of the Local Government Act.

AND WHEREAS the consent of the Electoral Area “E' Director has been obtained;

NOW THEREFCQRE the Board of the Regional District of MNanaime, in open meetng assembled, enacts
as follows:

L The houndaries of the Driftwood Water Service Area are hereby revised to include the property
outlined on Schedule “A° attached hereto and forming part of this bylaw.

2. The amended bowmdaries of the Driftwood Water Service Area shzll be as shown outlined on
Schedule ‘B’ attached hereto and forming part of this bylaw.

3 This bylaw may be cited as “Driftwood Water Service Area Boundary Amendment Bylaw Mo,
1255.01, 2002". '

Introduced and read three times this 9th day of July, 2002.

Received the approval of the Inspector of Municipzlities this day of L20_
Adopted this day of L

CHAIRPERSON GENERAL MANAGER, CORPORATE SERVICES
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THE LANTZVILLE PARKS & OPEN SPACE ADVISORY COMMITTEE
MINUTES

May 6, 2002 - 7:00 P.M.

CALL TO ORDER

Susan Crayston, Acting Chairperson, called the meeting to order at 7:05 p.m.

Committee Present: Susan Crayston, Demise Haime, Dean Harvey, Peter Law,
Barb Samarin, Anne Thomas

Staff Present: - Jeff Amge, RDN Parks Cocrdinator
Tane Ayers, LID Administrator

INTRODUCTIONS

AGENDA

Metion 02:12

THAT the Parks and Open Space Advisory Commmuttes approve the 2genda as circulated.

CARRIED

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF APRIL 1, 2002 MEETING

Motion 02:13 _

THAT the Parks and Open Space Advisory Committee approve the minutes of the Apni 1, 2002

regular meeting as amended to read "Tweedhope Road Sign" on item 5(h) of Current Business.
CARRIED

NEW BUSINESS

a. Summer Student Program

The {Commmnittee discussed the proposed program of projects for the summer student that was
attached to the agenda. The Committee decided that each park should be "adopted” by at least
one committee metnber as follows:

Rotary Park Brenda McConachie

Copley Park Susan Crayston

Huddlestone Park Barb Samarin and Dean Harvey

Beach Accesses Brenda McoConachie, Anne Thomas and Peter Taw

It would be the job of the adoptive committee member(s) to prioritize the special projects for
their park and report back at the next Committee meeting. LID staff will then be able to
undertake projects in their rank order.

b Elm Park

The Commitiee diseussed the dismantling of an aerial bike track that lids had built in Eim Park.

t. Winds Park

Peter Law presented a concept for the Northwind/Southwind Park acquisition. The Committee @
directed staff to determine the asldng price for Lot 8 on Sywash Ridge Road. e

Q¥



Lanzville Parks & Open Space Advisory Comtmiftce
May 6, 2002

FPage 2

REPORTS
Lantzyille Improvement District: Susan Crayston informed the Commuttee that, at their

April regular meeting, the Trustees of the Lantzville Improvement District had
considered the fundraising concept of user fees for Huddlestone Park veservations. For
ease of administration and to keep the park accessible to those with a lower income, LID
Trustees would prefer that donations be solicited to raise funds.

Regional District of Nanaimo: Jeff Ainge provided an overview of the many RDN
parks, campgrounds and trails initiatives that are currently underway.

Peter Law provided an update to the Lantzville Shoreline brochute.
ROUND TABLE

NEXT MEETING MONDAY, June 3, 2002 AT 7:00 .M.

ADJOURNMENT

Motion 02:14

THAT the Parks and Open Space Advisory Committee adjourn the meeting.
' CARRIED

Chairperson Secretary



Minutes

Electoral Area ‘A’ Parks, Recreation and Greenspaces Advisory Committee
Thursday May 18, 2002
Cedar United Church, Cedar Road, Cedar.

Attendance: Lynnette Aldcroft
Kemi-Lynne Wilson
Tudy Burpess
(Gay Cunningham
Frank Garnish {Chair}
Laurence Elliott {Area Director)

Apologies: Dave Williamson
Margaret Johnson .

Staff: Jeff Ainge (Parks Coordinator)

Meeting was called to order at 7:40pm with Frank Garnish in the charr.

Agenda:

MOVEL L. Elliott, SECONDED J. Burgess that the agenda be accepted. CARRIED
. Minunies:

MOVED 1 Burgess, SECONDED K-L Wilson that the minutes of the Electoral Area ‘A’ Parks,

Recreation and Greenspaces Advisory Committee held on March 21, 2002 be approved. CARRIED

Reports:

a) Director Elliott’s verbal report.

- Director Elliott advised that Michelle Honeyman has resigned from the Committee due to the family
moving to Albetta,

- The Director advised the Committee that a public hearing would be happening soon to discuss the
proposed residential development behind the Wheatsheaf Hotel (date to be advised by RDN Planning
Department). He encouraged the Committee to attend, hear from the propenents, and to provide ther
COIITeNLS.

- Director Elliott spoke of the Cedar Heritage Centre's recent mesting and that he was awaiting to be
advised of the final accounting for monies outstanding (the Chair indicated $28,000). He will
consider providing a one-off grant to clear the debts incurred in the renovations of the Heritage
Centre. He noted the official opening set for June &, and expressed disappointment that the formal
invitations did not acknowledge the Regional District and School District as major partners in this
project. The Chair advised that the oversight would be rectified.

b) Staff report — verbal update.

- Staff provided an update of Parks and Trail projects, inciuding Home Lake and Gabricla [sland
Regional Parks; drafting of park use bylaws; funding for construction of the Trans-Canada Trail
bridge over Haslarn Cresk; and the hiring of a student for the Summer Parks Worker position.

¢} Staff Répurt - Revised Terms-of-Reference for the Committee.
- Staff provided a repert outlining proposed revisions to the Committee’s mandate and operating

struchure. This followed a similar report being tabled at the January 2002 meeting. Q



Elecioral Area *A° Parke, Racreatine: & Greenspaces Advisory Comomities
May 3007 Minules
Fage2o0f2

MOVED J. Burgess, SECONDED L. Elliott that the revised Terms-of-Reference for the Electoral Area -
*A’ Parks and Open Space Advisory Committee be approved, and that following the completion of the
vpcorming Area ‘A’ Trail Smdy Project (anticipated for September 2002}, the ciwrent Committee be
dissoived and a call for members to the new commmttee be made. _ CARRIED

A recorded vote was called for.
Cormmittee members Elliott, Wilson, Gamnish, Burgess and Cupningham voted in the affirmative.
Comumittee member Alderoft voted in the negative.

d) Staff Report — Trails Stady project.

- Staff requested the Committee appoint four members to sit on a Trails Study Project Advisory
Comitnittee, as approved by the Regional Board. Nominations were received and approved for J.
Burgess, K-L Wilson, L. Aldcroft, and F. Garnish to represent the Commattes. Callz for the two
members from the public will be made shortly.

- 5taff then reviewed an evaluation of the four proposals received from consnltants, The two highest
ranked propesals (Lanarc Consultants Ltd and RRL Recreation Resources Ltd} were provided in full
to the Committee for detailed discussion. Both were of very lugh quality, however it was agreed that
RRL’s proposal seemed to be more cogrisant of issues particular to Atea A residents.

MOVED G. Cunningham, SECONDED K-L Wilson that staff be advised the Committes recommends the
Area ‘A’ Community Trail Study contract be awarded to RRL Recreation Resources Lid. CARRIED

€¢) Chair’s report — verbal update.

- F. Garnish reminded the Committee of the Cedar Heritage Centre opening event on June 8.

- He aise noted the recent sale of property at the end of Gould Road, and the opportumty to discuss
land purchase with the new owners, for part of property on the west side of the niver. Director Elliott
requested the Chair to make discreet enguiries. He will discuss the item with RDN General Manager
of Cormmunity Services.

fi Morden Colliery Trail — verbat update.

- 1. Burgess provided an update on progress installing & new interpretive sign at the Morden Mine site,
and thanked staff for therr work. A formal unveiling of the sign is planned for hune 8, with invitations
being sent. Staff will assist with the organisation. She also spoke of the successful volunteer work
party held at the site in March, and the plans for another, this fime at the Wheatsheaf Hotel trail
entrarce, in the late sumamer. .

Committee Round Table:

- K-L Wiison asked staff if they were aware of BC Parks intentions for the Jong term management and
ownership of Bemer Park. Staff were not aware of BC Parks intentions.

- Gay Cunningham (as Sscretary) was requested to write to the Cedar Umted Church thanking them for
allowing the Committee to meet in the Church hall for so many years.

- Susan Jones {interested public resident) spoke to the potentiai for a federal hmtage designation for
the Morden mine site.

Next \fleetmg Date:
The next meeting will be held at the Cedar Heritage Centre 1644 MacMﬂlan Road, Cedar at 7:30pm on
Thuraday 19 September, 2002,

Adjournment; Q

MGVED L. Elliott that the meeting adjourn at 9:30pm. CARRIED 0

M=%
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ninutes of the District 69 Recreation Commission Regular Meeting
Held on Tharsday, June 13, 2002, at 8:30 am
District 69 Arena, Parksville, BC

Attendance:

Frank Van Eynde — Chair Jack Pipes Fred Dempnon
Scott Tannet Craig Young Richard Quittenton
Reg Nosworthy : Barbara Terry

Staff*

Marilynn Newsted
Tom Osborme
Neil Comnelly
Mike Chestmut

Delepation:

Dave Wallace, Secretary, Parksville Generals Hockey Club
Bram Haggdclm, Oceanside Minor Hockey Association
Robin Shaw, Treasurer, Sandy Shores Skating Club

Chair Van E:mdc' called the meeting to order at 8:30 am.

Delegatlons
1.1 Dave Wallace, Secretary, Parksville Generals Hockey Club

Mr. Wallace requested that the Recreation Commission consider the possibility of more ice time
for the Parksville Generals Hockey Club. He specifically requested practice ice time on Tuesday,
Wednesday and Thursday nights. He also requested that the District 69 Arena open on two
statutory holidays, Thanksgiving and Remembrance Day, and that the regular ice fee be in effect

for both days.
1.2 Brian Hagedom, Treasurer, Oceanside Mmor Hockey Association

Mr. Hagedorn reviewed changes mandated by the Canadian Hockey Association to the mmor
hockey age categories and the impact the changes will have on their membership and ice time
allocation. He stated that Oceanside Minor Hockey Association supported the request by the
Parksville Generals Hockey Club to open the District 69 Arena on the two statutery holidays

. stated above. Mr. Hagedom requested that the District 69 Arena be open on the Thanksgiving
apnd Remembrance Day holidays from 12:00 pr (Noen) to 12:00 am and that the ice time be
available at regular ice rates. Mr. Hagedorn stated any further reductions to their ice siots would
be detrimental to their organization.

&t



M :nures of the Qismict 49 Recregtion Commission Regular Mesting
June 13, 2002
Page 2

1.3 Robin Shaw, Treasurer, Sandy Shores Skating Club

Ms. Shaw siressed that further reductions to their ice slots would be detrimental to the Sandy
Shores Skating Club.

Minntes
2.1 MOVED Commissioner Quittenton, SECONDED Commissioner Pipes, that the minutes of the

District 69 Recreation Commission Regular Mecting held on May 14, 2002, be approved.
. ' CARRIED

Communications/Correspondence

EN | MOVED Commissioner Young, SECONDED Cornmissioner Terry, that the coTespondence
from the Parksville Generals Hockey Club and the Deep Bay Yacht Club be received.

CARRIED

Reports

4.1 Mr. Osbome presented information from the four Department functions. Commissioner
Nosworthy stated that he appreciated the change in  format to the Raven-
song Aquatic Centre staff report.

MOVED Commissioner Young, SECONDED Commssioner Demmeon, that the staff reports be
received.

Business Arising From Commupications/Correspondence

5.1 MOVED Commissioner Demmon, SECONDED Commissioner Quittenton, that Parkswviile
Generals Hockey Club representatives meet with Arena Svpervisor, Mike Chestnut, to discuss a

resolutian to their ice request that would not further impact other users.
CARRIED

52 MOVED Commissioner Demmon, SECONDED Commissioner Pipes, that the Distnict 69 Arena
be open to the public on statutory holidays at the discretion of staff and that regular ice rates

would apply.
CARRIED

New Business
6.1 Update District 69 Arena Multiplex Referendum Process — T, Osborne

Mr. Osbome provided an update to the Commission on the project. He stated the Parksville
Curling Club Society had made a presentation to the Regional District Board at their meeting
June 11, 2002. He noted open houses for the referendum were complete, with a high turn out of
90 in Parksville, and Bowser being the lowest attended with only 4. On the whole, reception by
the public seemed positive. Mr. Osborne stated that of the many telephone calls he had handled
from residents on the referendum, parking and highway access at the proposed multiplex were of
greatest concem for most callers.
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Commissioner Renndiable

Commissioner Tanner noted that both the Town of Qualicum Beach and he, himself, had received
cormment From a member of the public about page 18 in the Summer 2002 Active Living Guide. Mr.
Osbomne stated that he had also received a telephone call on the same matter. Mr. Connelly had
forwarded comrespondence to the resident concerned in response to a letter that had been received.

Cotamissioner Dentmon cornmented on the five open houses that he attended for the Arena Multiplex
Referendum. He stated he was very impressed by the dedication and hard work shown by each of the
user groups of the District 69 Arena.

Commmissioner Young presented information on the work in progress in Area "G” on potential beach
ACcess Unprovements.

L]

Cornmissioner Van Eynde reported on the ongoing beach access work in Area ‘E

Adjournment

MOVED Commissioner Quittenton that the mesting be adjourned at 9:58 am.

Next Meeting

The next meeting will be held at 8:30 am, Thursday, July 11, 2002, at the District 69 Arena.

X
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Minutes

Nanoose Bay Parks and Open Space Advisory Committee
Maonday, Jume 16, 2002
Nanoose Library Hall, Nanaose Road .

Attendance:  Arthur Lighibum
Carole Barker
David Helem
Frank Van Eynde
George Holme

Staff: No siaff present due to iliness,

Meeting was called o order at ?.'.CID pm with Frank Van Eynde in the chair.

DELEGATIONS

None

MINUTES

MOVED G. Holme, SECONDED C. Baker that the minutes of the Nanoose Bay Parks and Open
Advisory held April 22, 2002 be approved. CARRIED

BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES
A staff memo, advising that land surveyors J.E. Anderson and Associates of Nanaime had been
retained to undertake the boundary survey of the Crows Nest Lane Community Park, was provided.

A copy of the memo sent on the Committee’s behalf regarding the Fairwinds Crown Land proposal
was provided

COMMUNICATIONS & CORRESPONDENCE
Maintenance Schedule was provided by Earl Billingsley, School District 69 Operations and
Maintenance Manager, for Nanoose Bay Elementary SchoolfJack Bagley fields.

REPORTS

Access to Water Site Inventory sub-Comumittee - verbal report

Sub-committee reported that 45 accesses are completed with several digital pw:mres takm at each site.
Most of the project will be completed by next meeting.

Claudet Road Community Park - verbal report

The committee decided to not move ahead with the suggestions provided in the Rainforest Consultants
report. The commitiee agreed to meet on Wednesday, June 19, 2002 at 7:00 pm. at the Nanoose
Library Hall, with a view to visiting the site and setting priorities for the Park’s development.

CDI‘FIMITI‘EE ROUND TABLE
David Helem mentioned that he was unwilling to pmcm:d wnth the broom removal due to present time
constraints and a tack of committee support.

Arthur Lightburn raised the issue of walking and bike trail along North West Bay Road. G. Holme
mentioned that he had brought the issue with Honorable Minister Judith Reid. She had promised it
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might be considered once all pipes were instailed along the road, However, at a later discussion after
the pipe installation was completed, the minister revealed that was no money available. Arthur
Lightburn though that this matter should be followed up with a letter and a meeting with the minister,

NEXT MEETING DATE
The next regular Committee mecting date was left open to see if there was need in the BUINTET
months. The date may be determined at the June 9th Claudet Road Park development meeting.

ADJFOURNMENT _
MOVED G. Holrme that the meeting be adjoumned at 7:40 pm.
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